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CHAPTER 3
OBJECTIVES, REQUIREMENTS, AND ASSUMPTIONS

3.1 Introduction

The primary objectiveof the Prometheus studyis to developtwo conceptualdesignsof
a commercial fusion electrical power plant based on inertial confinement, one with KrF
Laser Driver (Prometheus-L) and the other with Heavy Ion Beam Driver
(Prometheus-H). In addition, the study emphasized the following goals.

• State-of-the-art advancement of Inertial Fusion Energy (IFE) power plant design
• Assessment of inertial power production including technical feasibility,

economics, safety, and environmental aspects
• Identification and characterization of key technical issues including R&D

requirements to resolve each issue
• Comparison of the two IFE reactor design concepts
• Development of information necessary to compare the IFE designs to other

concepts based on Magnetic Fusion Energy (MFE).

In order to meet the above objectives and goals, it was necessary to develop a set of
requirements and guidelines based on (1) recommendations by an Oversight
CommitteeI commissioned by DOE, and (2) study management effort. The Oversight
Committee, chaired by Ronald Davidson (PPPL), had two working groups, one chaired
by Robert Krakowski (LANL) responsible for guidelines as to the study approach and
content, and the other chaired by Roger Bangerter (LBL/LLNL) responsible for
developing unclassified guidelines 2 for the target information. These guidelines were
developed for the Prometheus team and a parallel study team led by W. J. Schafer
Associates. The study management refined and augmented the Oversight Committee
guidelines based on the project specific needs.

This chapter discusses the important requirements and guidelines adopted in the
course of the study. The current data base for IFE is not sufficient to fully develop a
complete co.nceptual reactor design and accurately predict its performance; therefore,
assumptions were made where knowledge gaps exist. These assumptions were
carefully made after consultation with experts and are summarized in this chapter.

3.2 General Guidelines

• The IFE reactor plant is to serve as a commercial central station electric power
plant. The only product is electricity.

• The reactor is operated on the deuterium-tritium fuel cycle and must satisfy
tritium self-sufficiency conditions assuming a mature fusion power economy.
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• The design is for tenth-of-a-kind commercial power plant. Thus, the machine
performance will be highly predictable and it will have resulted from an extensive
R&D program and utility operating experience from earlier plants. This also
implies that the development costs have been amortized over prior plants.

• The net electric power output of the plant is 1000 MW. The power level of the
plant affects the economics and is important to the utility's ability to finance. The
smaller size (e.g., 500 MWe and below) is easier to finance, construct, and
incorporate into existing grids but the cost of electricity will be higher. The
economy of scale is important for both magnetic and inertial fusion reactors,
albeit for different reasons. For example, tokamaks have a minimum size
dictated by plasma burn and ignition considerations. In IFE reactors, a larger
size is typically more economical because drivers represent a significant fraction
of the Cost of Electricity (COE) and the strong dependence of gain on driver
energy. The study adopted 1000 MW net electric power as a nominal size for
comparison purposes with previous and ongoing MFE and IFE reactor design
studies.3-9 Assessments of the advantages of the larger and smaller sizes will
be made.

• The design will have a single generating unit at the site. The target factory will
be included in the power plant description.

• The data base used in the design will need to be extrapolated in r:_anyareas of
physics, technology, and economics. For the purpose of this extrapolation, the
plant is assumed to start operation in the year 2040-2050 time frame; thus, the
data base should be that available in the period 2030-2040. lt is difficult to
extrapolate to such a distant future and such extrapolations will necessarily
involve judgment that varies among experts. The designers are asked to: (a)
strive for a balance between credibility and attractiveness; (b) be consistent with
assumptions made for MFE where similar conditions prevail (for example, the
development of a particular structural material such as SiC has to assume the
same probability of success in MFE and IFE subsystems experiencing the same
environment. In contrast, if different conditions can lead to different probabilities
of success for MFE and IFE, such conditions will have to be delineated); and (c)
assumptions on extrapolation and probable outcome of R&D should be clearly
documented. The study should identify the key feasibility issues and assess, for
each major reactor system, the development program that is needed to advance
the physics and technology from its present status to the status that is required
for the performance of that system as specified in the design. This assessment
should attempt to quantify the magnitude of the extrapolations involved relative
to prior advances. An evaluation of the role of the IFE Defense Program and the
ongoing MFE Program in resolving these issues is needed.
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• The plant lifetime is 40 years for engineering design and 30 years for economic
analysis.

• The construction time is assumed to be six years.

• The power plant availability is very difficult to predict because of the lack of a
data base for both IFE and MFE designs. At present, the logical approach is to
define "goal" availability consistent with current experience from other types of
existing power plants and to make an effort to quantify the requirements on
component lifetimGsand maintenance as well as the R&D to achieve such a
goal. The following goals are suggested. Assume an overall plant availability
goal of 75% as a "base case." This is consistent with availability factors attained
on the average in the nuclear industry. A commonly used goal for PWR designs
is 80%. Current practice in many power plants calls for an annual shutdown for
about 30 days to perform maintenance and inspection. This 30-day period can
be used for scheduled maintenance simultaneously on both the reactor and
balance of plant. Furthermore, present data indicate that 20 days downtime per
year is caused by failures in balance of plant. Given a 75% overall plant
availability implies a total downtime of 91 days per year. The 91 days can be
allocated as 30 days for annual scheduled maintenance on both the reactor and
balance of plant, 20 days for unscheduled maintenance on balance of plant, and
41 days for unscheduled maintenance on the reactor.

The following is a summary of recommendations on "base case" availability.

DowntimeAllocationsfor an Overall PlantAvailability Goal of 75%
Reactor Balance of Plant

Scheduled Unscheduled Scheduled Unscheduled

30 41 30 20

• Differences in the achievable availability between Laser- and Heavy Ion-Driven
reactors are expected. Also, one would anticipate differences between IFE and
MFE reactors. These differences will be identified and their impact on the
achievable availability and/or the required R&D program will be quantified. This
impact will be assessed at least comparatively relative to the "base case."

• The study will perform and document tradeoff studies for key design choices, for
example, direct versus indirect drive targets. The study will also analyze and
document the impact of key design assumptions and extrapolations in physics,
technology, and economics; for example, target gain and target cost.
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• Studies to evaluate the sensitivityof powerplantfiguresof merit (e.g. COE,
safety features, attractiveness,cost of R&D) to variationsin key design
assumptionsare encouraged.

• The limitationson the resourcesfor the studydictate a focusedapproachthat will
emphasize key IFE reactor components such as target, driver, cavity, and fuel
cycle. The effort on the balance-of-plant and other areas that are similar in many
respects to MFE should be limited. The study will also devote some special effort
to those technical areas that affect the comparative evaluations where previous
effort was limited; for example, fuel cycle modeling analysis, evacuation of the
reactor' chamber, tritium and debris recovery, material recycling, and final optics
design.

• Generating data sufficient to conlpare IFE designs with different drivers and to
compare IFE to MFE is an important part of the study. Designers of each
subsystem must provide the information specified in the Evaluation
Methodology.

3.3 Target and Driver Guidelines

The requirementsandthe designof ali systems,except perhapsthe BOP, are strongly
influencedby target physicsanddesign. Mosttarget designsand performancedata
are classified. The charterto do classifiedtarget physicsanddesign residesat
LosAlamos National Laboratory (LANL), Lawrence LivermoreNational Laboratory
(LLNL), Sandia NationalLaboratories(SNL), and KMS Fusion. This study is to
accomplishits objectivesbased on unclassifiedinformation.The Target Working
Group2 (TWG) has providedthe studyteam withunclassifiedinformationand
requirementson capsule designs,targetgain, and driver performance and couplingto
the target. The target designsencompass bothdirect and indirectdrivetargetsfor a
range of physics assumptionsfrom conservativeto optimistic,consistentwith
extrapolationsto the 2030-2040 time frame.

3.3.1 Target Factory - Targets are currentlyhand-crafted for a few shots per day.
For economical powerproduction,the cost of targetsmustdrop manyordersof
magnitudeand the productionrate mustbe increasedto about 105-106 targets per
day. Therefore, mass productiontechniquesmustbe introduced. These
extrapolationsin cost and productionrates are sufficientlylargethat, despite some
excellentpreviousstudies, large uncertaintiesremain, lt is importantto reducethe
uncertainties since target production costs appear to contribute significantiy to total
COE. Therefore, the studies must continue to address this issue, with prototype
development of actual target fabrication facilities.
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The most recent and complete DOE-supported study of target costs was performed for
the Heavy-Ion Fusion Systems Assessment.6, 9 Since the completion of this study,
there has been some evolution in target design and substantial progress in hand-
crafted target fabrication techniques. Furthermore, some of the newer target
fabrication techniques appear suitable for mass production; therefore, continuing
studies are needed. The studies must include conceptual techniques for fabricating
the targets and must be performed by a group that includes individuals with industrial
experience and demonstr';,_.tedexpertise in the mass production of small, high
precision components. These individuals must be familiar with advanced
manufacturing R&D. Also, target inventory and shelf life and tritium inventory,
handling, and control must be addressed. Target factory development needs must be
detailed.

The target factory must be on site and financially possible. The maximum allowable
cost per target for an IFE plant to be economically competitive can be derived from
simple arguments. The presently projected COE from an IFE plant may exceed that
from conventional and nuclear power plants because of the presence of large
expensive reactor components such as the driver'. Therefore, the cost of the targets
should be no more than about 10% of the busbar COE for an IFE plant. At present, a
reasonable goal for the busbar COE is 5C/kWh. For a power plant with a net electric
power output of 1000 MW, the cost of energy per day is $1.2 million. With the 10%

assumption, the maximum allowable cost for the targets is $0.12 million per day. For a
pulse repetition rate of about 6 per second, the number of targets required is about
0.52 million targets per day; therefore, the total cost per target should not exceed about
23 cents per target. This is the suggested maximum cost per target including
materials, fabrication, and delivery.

3.3.2 Direct-Drive KrF Laser Target and Driver- Direct-drive KrF target
designs are relatively mature as they have undergone a number of iterations with
respect to issues associated with hydrodynamic stability, effect of long-wavelength
drive nonuniformities, and laser energy coupling. However, these direct-drive (DE))
targets have not been tested at anything resembling IFE reactor-level laser energies.
Current DDtarget experiments are being conducted at laser energies three orders of
magnitude below the ~4 MJ Prometheus-L design. The gain curves for directly driven
laser targets are given by the TWG in Figures 3.3-1 and 3.3-2. The direct-drive target
described in this report is similar to the target used in determining the gain curves.

The gain curves for the direct-drive target were based on an unclassified code

(University of Rochester). The curves in Figure 3.3-1 assume that the laser focal srtot
radius is constant in time and equal to the target radius. Also assumed is a spatial
intensity profile described by sin2x/x 2. Because detailed target designs are not

McDonnoll Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto titlepagerestriction 3-5



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR D ESlGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

1000

I

: OptimisticU

-- 100Q

I .
I-- Conservative .

1 10

Driver energy (MJ)

Figure 3.3-1. Gain as a Function of Energy for Directly-Driven Laser Targets 2

c Optlmlstl©
II

3 100
;_je_ative

I--

10
1 10-

Driver energy (MJ)

Figure 3.3-2. Gain as a Function of Energy for Directly Driven Laser Targets.
Thgse Curves Assume Zooming. 2

I

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosure of dala

=_ze=,o=_e_e r_s**_== 3-6



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

available to this study, we have assumed the well-known hydrodynamic scaling laws
to obtain the focal spot radius, (i.e., assume the radius scales as EL1/3 (where EL is
laser energy)). Using a radius of 2.8 mm at 4 MJ has allowed us to compute the
coefficient of the gain curves. Similarly, we assumed the peak power scales as EL2/3.
We then used a peak power of 500 TW at 4 MJ to get the value for gain curve
coefficient. The curves in Figure 3.3-2 assume that the focal spot radius is "zoomed"
so that it remains equal to the critical surface throughout the implosion. Detailed
guidelines are provided below for the cases in Figure 3.3-1 ; i.e., for a laser focal spot
radius that is constant in time. In Figures 3.3-1 and 3.3-2 the gain curves are shown as
a band to represent the current "level of risk" understanding associated with
hydrodynamic stability issues. The upper curve represents the optimistic case while
the lower curve represents the conservative case. For the purpose of this study, the
base line gain should be taken to be the arithmetic mean of the optimistic and
conservative curves.

Illumination uniformity requirements were provided by the TWG for the designs
represented in Figure 3.3-1. The requirements are summarized as follows:

(a) A minimum of 60 beams is required and the initial focal spot radius should
equal the radius of the capsule.

(b) Power balance must be better than about 5% rms for 1% rms illumination
uniformity.

(c) Random beam mispointing must be less than 0.1 of the capsule radius to
obtain better than about 1.2% rms illumination uniformity.

(d) Capsule mispositioning with respect to the center of the chamber must be less
than 0.1 of the capsule radius in order to maintain the nonuniformity below
1% rms.

(e) The required level of individual beam uniformity is difficult to specify accurately
at present. Some form of beam smoothing technique is required (asymptotic
level of illumination nonuniformity will have to be less than about 1% rms), and
smoothing (or averaging) times will have to be as short as possible (less than
about 10-20 picoseconds).

Details of the illumination uniformity requirements are provided below.
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Illumination Uniformity Reauirements for Direct-Drive KrF- The near-field laser beam
irradiationpatternon the capsulecan be representedas the productof two factors:
(1) a single-beamfactor that dependson the focusinggeometry, the f-numberof the
lens, the capsule conditions,and the individualbeam profiles;and (2) an interbeam
interactionfactor that is determinedby the number,orientation,synchronization,
polarization,and bandwidthof the individualbeams aboutthe capsule and the energy
or power imbalance between the beams. (The balance-of-time, integrated,individual
beam energiesdo not precludethe occurrencesof instantaneousdifferences in
intensitybetween beams at differenttimes in the pulse.)

Numberof Beams and FocalSoot Radius- Figure 3.3-3 illustrates the predicted rms
irradiation nonuniformity on the capsule for 24-, 32-, 60-, and 96-beam irradiation
configurations. The individual beam radial-beam profiles in ali cases are assumed to
be sin2x/x2 characteristic of the intensity envelope produced by distributed phase
plates. This intensity distribution function is, however, characteristic of far field
diffraction from a rectangular aperture and is inconsistent with the near-field laser
illumination scenario. Ali of the beam configurations provide adequate uniformity at a
focal ratio (beam radius at the 5% intensity point divided by the capsule radius) of --1
(tangential focus). However, as the capsule implodes, this ratio increases due to the
inward motion of the critical surface. By the time the laser pulse has finally turned off,

Start of pulse End of pulse

=.o ;I. I I

- /=,, Profile -- sin2x/x 2

= \E 1.5 - Energy iml_m_._ = 0%
" _ Mispointing = 0%O
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Figure 3.3-3. Irradiation Non uniformity ((; rms) as a Function of Focus Ratio
for 24-, 32-, 60-, and 96-Beam Geometries, assuming a

Smooth sin2x/x 2 Radial Beam Profiles. 1
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the focal ratio typically doubles. From Figure 3.3-3, clearly a minimum of 32 beams is
required to obtain a high level of uniformity over the duration of the laser pulse.
However, when issues associated with other contributions to illumination

nonuniformity are included, it is found that a 32-beam system requires much more
control over power balance and beam mispointing than a system with more beams.
Therefore, in terms of stating a requirement on the number of beams and their focal
spot radii, a minimum of 60 beams is required and the initial focal spot radius should
equal the radius of the capsule. As to the beam placement, assuming that the
60 beams are symmetrically disposed about the capsule is a good first approximation.

Power Balance and Beam Alignment - The effects of beam (power) imbalance and
beam alignment on capsule performance result in temporally varying illumination
nonuniformities with spectral magnitudes that vary with time. Analysis has shown that
these illumination nonuniformities produce mainly low-order modes (I < 6). Two-
dimensional simulations of designs representing the upper gain curve have shown
that the I < 6 modes must have amplitudes less that 1-2% (rms). Using this
requirement, an estimate of the power imbalance and beam alignment (mispointing)
can be obtained. Figure 3.3-4 shows that a 60-beam system requires power balance

Start of pulse End o! pulse

+ +
I I I._. I

=,, I 32 beams 5%
-" I
E 1.5- I _ Power-

o I _ Imbalance

¢ I - -
c I
o I
Z 1.0 - I 5%

: /o I
c \ 60 beams

"-" \

E: 0.5- \ ._'_._= \ ...-- 0%

0.0 _'_ I I
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
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Figure 3.3-4. Irradiation Non uniformity (a rms) as a Function of Focus Ratio for 32 and
60 Beams, assuming a 5% Power Imbalance and Smooth sin2x/x 2 Radial

Beam Profiles. The dashed line is the reference _ rms for 5% rms
power imbalance for the 60-beam system. 1
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which must be better than --5 rms for 1% rms illuminationnonuniformityfor 1 < I < 6.
The amountof beam mispointingthat can be toleratedis shownin Figure 3.3-5. The
rms nonuniformityis plottedas a functionof the maximum beam mispointing,
measured interms of the target radius. The mispointingis chosento be randomin
magnitude(up to the maximum indicated)and randomin direction;the error bar
indicatesthe spread in values that is obtainedfor differentsets of pointingerrorsat a
given maximum. Fora 6e-beam system, a randommispointingof 0.1 of the capsule
radiuswill result in ~1.2% rms illuminationnonuniformity. The calculationsin
Figure3.3-5 assume perfectpower balance. The combined resultsof power
imbalanceand beam mispointingadd in quadrature.
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Figure 3.3-5. Effect of Beam Pointing Error on Irradiation Non uniformity for 32- and
60-Beam System. A smooth sin2x/x 2 radial beam profile is assumed. 1

Capsule Positioning - Uniformity calculations indicate that the capsule mispositioning
with respect to the center of the chamber must be less than 0.1 of the capsule radius in
order to maintain the nonuniformity below 1% rms. These calculations did not take
into account the time dependent effects on the capsule drive of the energy that misses
the capsule due to its miscentering. This would depend on the particular capsule
design and the pulse shape under consideration.
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Individual Beam Unifor..mity. - The required level of individual beam uniformity is still an
area of active research, lt is difficult to give a precise answer as to the uniformity
requirements because capsule performance is affected by both the magnitude of the
nonuniformity as well as the modal content of the resulting beam overlap pattern.
Some form of beam smoothing technique will be required, and smoothing (or
averaging) times will have to be as short as possible (tens of picoseconds). Therefore,
since this study is limited to a KrF laser system, some form of induced spatial
incoherence (ISI) beam smoothing may have to be employed. As an estimate of the
level of illumination uniformity required, initial calculations indicate that the asymptotic
level of illumination nonuniformity will have to be <1% rms and that the averaging
times must be less than 10-20 ps.

3.3.3 Indirect-Drive KrF Laser Target and Driver - Target gain, using
indirectly driven capsules for inertial fusion energy production, will be a function of a
large number of variables, including laser geometry, focusability, pointing accuracy,
wavelength, and possibly beam smoothness and bandwidth, as well as target
performance determined by such effects as hydrodynamic instabilities and plasma
physics effects in hohlraums. Most of these effects are coupled and a system
optimization must be carried out to determine the best set of operating conditions.
Since most of the target physics is classified, many of the choices that go into any
particular set of gain curves must remain classified. Figure 3.3-6 shows two gain
curves that we believe span the range of target gains likely to be achievable using
standard capsule and hohlraum designs. The lower curve is based on detailed target
design studies carried out for the Department of Energy Defense Programs LMF
(Laboratory Microfusion Facility). This gain curve is consistent with an extrapolation to
the megajoule scale of ali current data. This curve represents the present best
estimate of the gain that would be achieved in a first-of-a-kind experimental high gain
facility. The higher gain of the upper curve results from an increased coupling
efficiency that we believe can be achieved after optimization of both the laser-plasma
interaction effects and the target geometry. Advanced target designs could have gains
of about a factor of two higher than the upper curve. These designs have increased
physics uncertainties and have been less thoroughly analyzed than our baseline
designs; however, for these studies the enhanced performance curve should be used
as the base case. The LMF baseline curve is the conservative case. The enhanced

performance curve should be multiplied by 2 to give the more optimistic case called for
in the Guidelines; however, the optimistic case should not be used for laser energies
less than 2.5 MJ. Figure 3.3-7 shows the peak power requirements for the two gain
curves in Figure 3.3-6. The power curve for enhanced hohlraum performance may be
used for the optimistic case. About 70% of the total energy is delivered during the
peak power part of the pulse. The rest is delivered in a precursor pulse that is
4-5 times the duration of the peak power pulse.
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In order for the laser energy to be efficientlyutilized,it is necessarythat the laser beam
be capable of achievinga spotsize that is nearlydiffractionlimited, lt is also important
that the pointing errors be limited to a few microradians. A convenient way of stating
these requirements is to specify a focal spot within which the laser energy can be
delivered. Both gain curves in Figure 3.3-6 assume that ali of the useful energy of
each beam can be delivered into a 1.5-mm diameter spot. This spot size includes both
the size of the focal spot and any pointing errors. Ali energy outside this spot Will not
be useful in driving an implosion. However, this divergent energy could adversely
affect an implosion if it exceeds even 0.1% of the total energy. Plasma closure
phenomena can significantly affect the time-dependent delivery of laser energy to the
secondary targets within the hohlraum. In addition, both curves assume a laser
geometry similar to that being planned for the Nova Upgrade. The Nova Upgrade
laser plan calls for 288 independently pointed beams. The beams are distributed in
three or four rings of beams on each side of the target at angles between
approximately 30 and 60 degrees from the target axis. The large number of beams
allows great flexibility for achieving irradiation uniformity at the capsule while
complicating the beams' alignment problems, lt also relaxes the instantaneous power
and energy balance requirements and allows an rms variation of 10% or more. lt may
ultimately be possible to reduce the number of beams to a total ranging between 20
and 50. With a smaller number of beams, the power balance must be better than
about 5% and the gain may be lower. For these studies we recommend a minimum of
50 beams.

3.3.4 Indirect-Drive Heavy Ion Beam Target and Driver

Target Performance - Figure 3.3-8 gives target gain as a function of driver energy, ion
range, and focal spot size for targets driven by two diametrically opposed beams or
beam clusters. The peak power requirements for these targets are given in
Figure 3.3-9.

The curves in Figures 3.3-8 and 3.3-9 should be considered the "base case."
Concepts exist that should give gains about a factor of two higher. Thus the gain can
be multiplied by a factor of two (only for cases with driver energies above the --200 MJ
"knee" in the base case curves) to give a more speculative case. The power curves
remain unchanged for this case. For a lower limit, the gain should be multiplied by 0.7;
the power curves again remain unchanged.

Ion range as a function of ion mass and kinetic energy is given in Figure 3.3-10.
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Pulse-Shape Precision. Power Balance. and Beam Alignment - As noted in the
previous section, there is considerable flexibility in pulse shape; however, once a

pulse shape is chosen, the power at any time during the pulse must be within 3% of its
nominal value. This requirement must be met for both beam clusters.

The center of each beam or beam cluster must be aligned within 10% of the focal spot

radius. If beam clusters are used and if the beam errors are statistically independent,
each beam can clearly have looser tolerances than the tolerance on the entire cluster.

Misalignment and imperfections in the beams and lenses may lead to some fuzziness

in the beam radius. If the conditions on power balance and centroid alignment are

satisfied, the effect of beam fuzziness can be estimated by using only that fraction of

the beam energy that falls in the focal spot radius when 'jsing Figures 3.3-8 and 3.3-9.

Thus, within limits, there is a trade-off between target gain and beam alignment and
radius.

3.4 Reactor Systems

The two drivers to be considered are the KrF excimer laser and the Heavy Ion (Hl)

beam. A design will be developed for each driver. Most of the key requirements on

the driver were specified earlier in discussing the requirements on target design
information.

The study should evaluate the technical issues and perform trade-off studies to select

among the options and design variables and to determine the performance for each

driver design. Key considerations include physics and engineering feasibility, cost,
efficiency, reliability, lifetime, safety, and environmental impact. Some of the selection

decisions that have to be made for the designs include: (1) direct versus indirect drive,

(2) pulse shape and number of beams for the KrF laser, (3) double- or single-sided Hl
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illumination, and (4) configurationand radiationprotectionschemes for the driver
systems (e.g., optics for laser).

In addition to the target and driver system discussed earlier, other reactor systems
included are the reactor chamber evacuation system, first wall and its protection
system, blanket, radiation shield, tritium system, and primary heat transport system.
The evacuation system provides for vacuum pumping of the reactor chamber between
pulses down to the pressure required for efficient transmittal of the driver beams to the
target. The function of the wall protection system is to absorb the x-rays, charged
particles, and target debris generated from the fusion reactions, target disintegration,
and interactions with the background gases in the reactor chamber. Depending on the
specific design, the amount of nuclear heating generated by neutrons and gamma
rays in the wall protection system can be a significant fraction of the energy of the
fusion neutrons. The function of the blanket is to breed tritium at the rate required by
tritium self-sufficiency condition and to convert the kinetic energy of neutrons and
associated gamma rays into sensible heat. The function of the tritium system is to
process tritium from the wall protection system, blanket, reactor chamber exhaust and
from other reactor components and to supply tritium to the target factory and to a
storage system. The function of the primary heat transport system is to transport the
recoverable heat from the blanket, wall protection, driver system, and from other
reactor components to the secondary energy conversion system.

These reactor systems have important technical feasibility issues and they greatly
influence the potential attractiveness of fusion reactors. The study should develop
viable engineering solutions that enhance the potential attractiveness of IFE reactor
power plant designs with respect to cost of energy, safety, and environmental impact.
Selection of the design for various components and the overall reactor configuration
should emphasize simplicity, reliability, and maintainability. Tradeoff studies and the
rationale for selection of materials and engineering design features should be
documented. Key technical issues and the R&D programs required to resolve these
issues must be identified.

These reactor systems in the IFE reactors will have similarities to, as well as
differences from, corresponding systems in MFE reactor designs. Applicable
experience and data base from MFE designs and R&D programs should be fully
utilized. Extrapolations required for materials and technology R&D to meet the
feasibility and attractiveness goals should be consistent with those assumed for MFE.

3.5 Economic Guidelines

Many of the previousrequirementsandcriteria have profoundeffects on the
economicsof the power plant. These would includesuch itemsas the net power
output,the tenth-of-a-kindassumption,and technologyassumptions. The Oversight
Committee also recommended some specific economic groundrules in concert with
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the NECDB methodology 10 and the latest ARIES costing methodology.li,12,13 The
economic requirements and guidelines shown in Table 3.5-1 have been worked out

with the Economics Working Group, headed by Robert Krakowski of LANL and Ron
Miller for ARIES.

Table 3.5-1 Prometheus Economic Guidelines

Plant OperatingLifetime,yrs 30
Plant ConstructionLeadTime, yrs 6 t

Contingency Factor, Project and Process See below,mayadd riskfactor
Spare PartsMultiplier 1.0 (no spares)
ConstantYear Dollars 1991
NominalYearDollars 1997
InflationRate .05
EscalationRate .05

Averaae Tax-Adiusted
EffectiveCostof Money, NominalDollars .1135 .0957
Effective Costof Money,ConstantDollars .0605 .0435
Fixed ChargeRate, NominalDollars .1 638
FixedCharge Rate, ConstantDollars .0966

IndirectCost Factors L.8_.& 1....!_ 2_ _
91 Constr Serv & Equipment (x TDC) .113 .120 .1 28 .151
92 Home Office Engr & Services (x TDC) .052 .052 .052 .052
93 Field Office Engr & Services (x TDC) .052 .060 .064 .087
94 Owners Cost (x TDC+91+92+93) .150 .150 .150 .150
95 Process Contingency (x TDC+91+92+93+94) .000 .000 .000 .000
96 Project Contingency (x TDC+91+92+93+94) .1465 .173 .184 o195

Constant $ Nominal$
97 IDC Factor .1652 .3178
98 EDC Factor -0 .2436

Operations and Maintenance Cost [$91] 78.9x(L°) (PE/1200) 0-5
LSA Factor, L° 0.711]; 0.85[2]; 0.952[3]; 1.014]
Decommissioning Allowance, mill/kWeh 0-1 (LSA-dependent)
Deuterium Fuel Cost, mill/kWeh -0.05
Learning Curve 85-90% on fusion systems,

75-100% on non-fusion systems
Quantity Assumption 10th of kind commercial plant +

Prototype and Demo if applicable
Other Factors Influen(;ingthe Economics
Plant Availability/Capacity Value derived from design approach

Will use typical MCF values (.75) as a startingvalue
Cost Adjustment Factor up to 19915 Use Gross National Product

Implicit Price Level Deflators [1982 Basis]

References for 3

1. R.C. Davidson, et. al, "Inertial Confinement Fusion Reactor Studies

Recommended Guidelines," September 1990.
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3. W.J. Hogan, G. L. Kulcinski, F_si0n Technology 8, 17 (1985).
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Study," UWFDM-625, University of Wisconsin Fusion Technology Institute (1984);
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Fusion Power Associates (1984).

5. The HYLIFE study is a good example. J. A. Blink, W. J. Hogan, J. Hovingh,
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8. R.O. Bangerter, J.W.-K. Mark, and G. Magelssen, "Simple Target Models for Ion
Beam Fusion Systems Studies," LLNL Report UCID-20578 (1985).
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(1988).
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CHAPTER 4
RATIONALE FOR DESIGN OPTION SELECTION

Thi_, chapter will document the rationale for the selection of the main design options for
the two IFE reactor design studies. As stated in the study objectives, the study team
was empowereq. _o seek innovative approaches that would offer increased safety,
performance, and economic attractiveness. Many of these factors were quantified and
trade studies were employ=.d to make fact-based decisions. Other decisions were
predicated upon the more qualitative factors that were stressed as important to the
success of fusion as a future energy source.

Another factor that determined why certain kev design options were selected depends
upon the technology basis assumed. Naturally, state-of-the-art hardware, software,
materials, and designs would be employed for systems to be built in the near time
frame, but these design studies assumGd not today's technology, not tomorrow's
technology, but technology some 20 years or more in the future. The project was
trying to be vision_'_ryas to the future of the applicable technologies. To assure the
credibility of the technology extrapolation, results of promising, evolving technologies
were founded upon today's experimental evidence, computer modeling, and expert
opinion.

The results of the trade studies indicated a specific choice that was easy to select.
Other times, the results were not so clear. This is especially true given the clarity of the
looking glass into the future. When a choice v,"_sparticularly difficult, the team opted to
chr'ose the more innovative option. Not only was this the charter to follow, but this
choice would afford the opportunity for the technical community to examine this option
in more detail and consider the merits of future development and examination.

4.1 Sele.ct:on of Reactor System Technology Options

An inertial fusion power plant involves several major systems including reactor plant,
driver, target plant, and balance of plant. The rationale for choosing design options for
these major systems involved complicateC trade-offs between many issues including
economics, safety, engineering feasibility, technical risk, etc. In many instances,
design choices were made without considering the impact on the overall system
performance. However it was useful (and sometimes essential) to consider an overall
figure of merit when selecting design options. The Inertial Confinement systems
performance and COst MOdel (ICCOMO) was updated to assist the design process in
such instances. This code has evolved over many years. The models were originally
developed as part of the STARFIRE reactor Jesign study I and were adapted to IFE as
part of the HIFSA project. 2 The coclecontains parametric scaling and cost models for
ali major power plant subsystems and design options and, as such, it evolved along
with the design, lt includes KrF laser and heavy ion LINAC drivers, reactor cavity
systems, main heat transport systems, target energetics, target manufacturing plant,
fuel stream and waste processing, and ali balance-of-plant systems.
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A key aspect of the systems modeling involves the assessment of projected
performanceand cost of subsystemsthat, in manycases, employtechnologiesat
vastlydifferentstages of development. In developingthe code, the cost projections
were normalizedto an equivalentstate of engineeringmaturityacrosssubsystems.
This was difficultwhere comparablehardwaredoes notexist today. Costswere
normalizedto assumptionsmade for recent MFE reactorand technologystudies3,4 to
providea commonbasis for comparison. Elsewhere,costswere based onthe best
judgmentof experts. Ali cost modelswere normalizedto first productionunitcostsand
updated to conformwith the economicguidelinesdiscussedin Section3. A detailed
descriptionof the final cost modelsis presentedin AppendixC.

The studyguidelinesrecommendedthat costsbe developedfor a tenth-of-a-kind
power plant. However, technologydevelopmentwillnot be dictated by projected
tenth-of-a-kindcostsbut ratherbythose for the firstproductionunit. The tradestudies
presented inthis sectionthus includeno learningcurve adjustments. They consider
only firstproductionunitcosts. Most resultsare thereforepresentedin the formof
relativecomparisonsin order to avoidconfusionin relatingthem to the tenth-of-a-kind
costsdiscussedelsewhere in this report.

4.1.1 Laser System Option Selection - The Prometheus-L design point is an
outgrowthof a numberof differenttrade studies. These studiesare summarizedin
Table 4.1.1-1. Many design optionswere evaluatedwithinindividualsubsystems;

Table 4.1.1-1. Summary of Design Options Considered for KrF Laser System
Parameter Baseline Value Options/Range Considered

Target:
Type DirectDrive IndirectDrive
Gain Curves* Constant Spot Optimistic, Conservative
Gain Curves Constant Spot ZoomedSpot
NumberBeams" 60 30-90
Illumination TangentialFocus Nested Focus
Incident Energy (MJ)" 4 2-8

Reactor Cavity:
Wall Protection Wetted Wall (Lead) Dry Wall withFillGas
Breeder Li20 FLiBe; LiPb Eutectic
ThermalCycle (He Coolant) AdvancedRankine Direct Brayton
CoolantPressure (MPa) 1.5 1-5

Driver System:
Laser Amplifier ElectricDischargew/Raman Accumulator Large AreaE-Beam Pumped
Pulse Compression StimulatedBrillouinCell AngularMultiplex,Hybrid
AmplifierEnergy (kJ)" 5.6 3-10
AmplifierRunTime (ns) 250 200-500
Optical Fluence (J/cre2)" 10 3-10

Final Mirror:
Type Grazing IncidenceMetal on Ceramic Grazing IncidenceMetalon Metallic

Structure Structure
Protection Distance;Residual Gas; Deflection Shutters; Cover Gas; Gas Prism

Magnets

* The results of this trade study are presented in Section 6.2
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however, some selectionscould notbe quantifiedwithina subsystem. The systems
code was usedto resolvethese choices. The discussionpresentedin this section
concernsitselfonly withthe rationalefor choosingbetweentechnologyoptions,e.g.,
indirectversusdirectdrivetargets,singleversusmultiplebeam LINAC, etc. The trade
studiesdirectedtoward selectionof an operatingrange in parameter space for the
baselinetechnologyoptionsare discussedin Section6.2 as notedin the table.

Gain curves for the presentstudywere providedby a DOE-appointedTarget Working
Group (TWG). The TWG endeavoredto levelthe technicaloptimismbetween the
variouslaser illuminationconcepts(directdrive constantspot- CS, directdrive
zoomedspot - ZS, and indirectdrive - lD) and the indirectdrive heavy-iontargets. For
the laserdriver, they providedtheir resultsin the form of upperand lowerboundson
the expected gain as a functionof incidentdriverenergy for each option. The TWG
recommendedan arithmeticmean of the upper bound (optimistic)and lower bound
(conservative)as a baselinegain curvefor systemstudies. Figure4.1.1-1 compares
the referencegain curvesfor directand indirectdrivetargets usinga KrF laser-driver.
These gain curves formedthe basis for target designoptions. The positionof the
ignitioncliff -2 MJ determinesthe minimumdriversize, and the slope of the curves
determinesthe attractiveness of going to higher driver energy to improve _G.

Driverperformancecharacteristicsare also an importantfactorin the trade studies.
The Prometheus-Ldriverdesignis basedon the use of non-linearoptics(NLO) to
improvebeam quality and system reliability. Detailedanalyses and rationale
supportingthe designare presentedin Section4.2. A briefoverview of the design is
presentedhere to illustratehowit is representedin the systemscode.

300 - I
I

2so .... _[j.. r _-_-"

200 ...... _

= r1" ..__.e '

I- 100 _[ip_e1._;-- ._._. ] - _ Dooptm --

{ -e--,oO,.m,50 1 ..-e.--. DD Base

, ) _,,9 [w _ -.. lD Base

.: ¢ [ _ zsS.e
" l • l " • l ii l

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Input Energy (MJ)

Figure 4.1.1-1. Comparison of Baseline and Optimistic Gain Curves for Direct and
Indirect Drive Targets. Direct Drive Curves Assume Constant Focal Spot
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The general driver architecture for one of the 60 beamlines is illustratedschematically
in Figure4.1.1-2. lt consistsof crossedRaman accumulatorsopticallypumpedby
sixteen5.9 kJdischargelasersarrayed fourto a side. A Stokesseed is generated for
the Raman extractionby splittingoff ~1% of the energy from eachdischarge laser and
passingit througha spatiallyfilteredRaman oscillator. The beams are thencombined
to form a spatiallysmoothseedthat is spectrallyandtemporallymatchedto the pumps
for maximumextractionefficiency. In addition,the crossed beamgeometryserves to
smoothout intensityfluctuationsacrossthe Raman output aperture. The lowquality
beams from the discharge lasersare therebycombinedto form 60 highbrightness
beams with very uniformspatial intensity.This permitsthe downstreamopticsto
operate at higheroptical fluence levels (~10 J/cm2) because local intensitypeaking
effectsare minimal. Simulationstudiesof suchcellsby TRW indicatethat morc__than
90% of the dischargelaser energycan be Raman convertedto the outputStokes
beam as discussedin Section4.2.

Beamsplitter

Excimer Discharge
Laser Amplifier

Raman Pump
Beam

Raman
Oscillator Stokes

Raman 'Beam
Accumulator

SBS Pulse Compressor )J4 Plates Beam Chirper RamanAccumulator.,.m,
. c=/2

; _ I

Short Dielectric
RDepleLed Pulse Reflective

aman I_eem
0_/2 _ Walls Coupling

Mirror

High
Reflectivity )J4 Pockels Cells

Mirrors Short Pulse

Delay Line

L:nn_ Pulse ShaperDelay Une

To Target

Figure 4.1.1-2. Laser System Architecture for Prometheus-LDriver Design

The outputfrom each Raman accumulatorthen passesthrougha preciselytimed,
electro-optical"chirper"whichfrequencyshiftsthe first ~10 ns of the beam. The beam
continueson intoa StimulatedBrillouinScattering (SBS) cell of lengthcz/2. The
frequencyshiftof the "chirped"leadingedge is designedto matchthe SBS shift in the
SF6 gain mediumthat fillsthe SBS cell. This enables the leadingedge to extract
energy from the remainderof the beam as it reflectsoff the end mirrorsand travels
back throughthe optically-pumpedmediumproducinga short duration,high intensity
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main pulse appropriate for target implosion. Although the quantum efficiency of this
SBS extraction is very high (>99%), the energy tends to be concentrated in a sub-
nanosecond pulse at the front of the chirped portion unless care is taken to ramp the
amount of power that is chirped. This reduces the efficiency of the SBS extraction to
~65%, as discussed in Section 4.2. However, the unconverted energy is not lost, it still
resides in the trailing portion of the pulse.

An optical delay line is provided to interchange the leading edge of the pulse with a
portion of the trailing edge. This allows the undepleted SBS pump beam energy to be
used as the target prepulse. This is accomplished using a large-aperture Pockels cell
to vary the polarization of the leading and trailing portions of the pulse. A dielectric
polarizer thus reflects the high intensity leading edge into the delay line but passes the
undepleted pulse so that it now becomes a prepuise. The length of the delay line,
c_/2, is chosen to match the prepulse duration requirements, _ = 80 ns. The portion of
the undepleted pump extending beyond the 80 ns delay is lost, but this,contains <
10% of the total energy. An efficiency of 90% is achieved for the combined SBS/delay
line system, lt should be noted that the resulting prepulse may have the wrong shape
for preparing a proper target atmosphere for the main pulse. Additional pulse shaping
may be required. One possible approach utilizes three, large aperture fast Pockels
cells in an electro-optical switchyard as indicated in Figure 4.1.1-2. This possibility is
discussed further in Section 4.2. Such Pockels cells require significant engineering
advances over currently available technology due to the short (~10 ns) repetitive
switching times.

The systems code represents the Prometheus-L driver in terms of simple scaling
relations for component efficiencies and costs. These relationships are summarized in
Table 4.1.1-2, and they lead to a projected overall efficiency of ~6.5% for the laser
driver system. To help offset this low efficiency, the excimer discharge laser gas waste
heat is recovered and used for feedwater heating. This leads to an effective efficiency
of ~8.5% for the laser system.

A significant number of high-quality, large size optics are required for the
Prometheus-L system. These optics require good surface figure control, low
absorption, anti-reflective and high-reflectivity dielectric coatings at ~250 nm. The
optics are sized based on the relations indicated in Table 4.1.1-2. Costs for these
components are determined using the algorithms summarized in Table 4.1.1-3. These
costs are based on estimates which LLNL developed for the LMF facility.5
Table 4.1.1-4 summarizes the size and quantity of high power optical components for
the 4 MJ Prometheus-L design point to illustrate typical optics requirements for the
NLO laser architecture. Optics larger than 1 m linear dimension are segmented to
reduce their cost. This should have little effect on performance because a minimum
coherent aperture of ~0.5 m is maintained.
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Table 4.1.1-2. Laser System Scaling Summary

Item Effcy/Pwr Rqmt Sizing Relationship Cost Relationship (MS)
Front End Systems Notspecifically

MO and Encoders accountedfor 2.0
DischargeFront End 0.2 NDLEDL/G[X"
DischargePre-Amps 0.02 CDL

DischargeLasers 95%* I= 2 m
Cavities 15% w, h basedon 3 J/cm2 0.02 NDL(EDL/ 4)0.75

E-Beams 0.02 NDL(EDL/ 4)0.75
Guide Magnets 3 per group,NBLgroups 0.209 NBL

i

RamanAccumulator 96%" I= 5 m
Cells 90% w, h Basedon 5 GW/cm 0.01 NBL
Stokes Front End limiton (intensityx length) 0.1 NBL

StimulatedBrillouin 96%** I= c_/2

Cells 90% 10 J/cm2 0.03 NBL
ChirperSystem 0.01 NBL

DownstreamOptics 95% 10 J/cm2
PulsedPower System 64.3%*** 2 m CeramicPF Lines

Pulsed Power Scaled basedon 0.005 NDL(EDL/TIDL)
Discharge Pre-Amps utilizationfactor 0.02 CDL

Gas Flow System 1.5 MW One loop with
Discharge Gas Flow Scaled basedon intermediateheat 5.31 NBL(PG/ 18 NBL)0"75
Discharge Pre-Amps rep rate, clearing exchangerfor each 0.02 CDL

Gas Purification stack of 4 cavities beamline 15.0

"Al(gnmt/ControlSystem 2.84 + 0.194 NBL
DiagnosticSystem 8.52 (NDL/ 960)0.75
PockelsCell Control 4 per beamline 0.02 NBL4
Power Conditioning 0.084 PD exp(-0.0005 PD)
DriverBuilding Annulusaroundreactor $88 / m3
Optics Components See Tables4.1.1-3 & 4
tt

Dischargeintrinsicefficiencyof 15%andgas pumpingeffectivenessof 95%are assumed.
tw

Inputandoutputwindowtransmissionefficiencyof 98%is assumed.**t

Productof:94%highvoltage,92%energystorage,90%pulseformingand 1:/ (1:+ 0.641:rise).

Table 4.1.1-3. Optics Cost Basis for Prometheus-L Trade Studies

BlankCost FinishingCost CoatingCost Thickness
Component T,_.,pe ($/cm3) ($/cm2) ($/cm2) (cre)

FlatMirror 1 0.13 0.50 0.60 d/16
SphericalMirror 2 0.1 3 0.50 0.60 d/16
Window 3 0.60 1.00 0.04 d/16
Lens 4 0.60 1.00 0.04 d/8
Beam Splitter 5 0.60 1.00 0.62 d/8
Thick Window 6 0.60 1.00 0.04 d/10
Thick Lens 7 0.60 1.00 0.04 d/10
GrazingIncidenceMirror 8 540 0.25 0 10, 20% dense
LowQualityMirror 9 0.13 0.25 0.30 d/16

BlankSize: w = wo+ 4 h= ho+ 4
Finishing/CoatingArea" A = w xh d = (w2 + h2)1_
Mount/Stand Cost: 30% of BlankCost
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Table 4.1.1-4. Prometheus-L Deslgn Polnt Optical Component and Cost Summary

Component Ouantlty Type Slze (w x hp cre) Cost (MS)
DischargeAmplifierWindows 920 x 2 3 44 x 44 16.07
DischargeOutputTurning Mirrors 960 2 90 x 90 18.54
RamanAccumulatorStokesMirrors 60 2 18 x 18 0.04

RamanAccumulatorInputWindows 36 x 60 3 45 x 45 18.92

PumpBeam SecondaryMirrors 40 x 60 9 90 x 49 14.06
Raman OutputWindows 4 x 60 6 90 x 90 19.18
StimulatedBrillouinPolarizerPlates 8 x 60 3 41 x 45 3.79
Brillouin1/4 Wave Plates 4 x 60 3 45 x 45 2,10

BrillouinChirperCrystals 4 x 60 3 45 x 45 3.00
BrillouinCell Mirrors 4 x 60 1 45 x 45 0.96

DelayLine PockelsCells 4 x 60 3 90 x 90 12.82
DelayLine PolarizerPlates 2 x 8 x 60 3 41 x 45 7.57
DelayLine 1/4 Wave Plates 2 x 4 x 60 3 45 x 45 4.21
DelayLineTurningMirrors 4 x 60 1 90 x 90 4.64
RelayTurningMirrors 2 x 60 1 97 x 69 0.93
VacuumInterfaceWindows 60 3 97 x 69 2.52

Turning/PinholeFocusingMirrors 60 1 97 x 69 0.93
PinholeCollimatingMirrors 60 2 97 x 69 0.93
Target FocusingMirrors 60 2 97 x 69 0.93
Grazina IncidenceMirrors 60 8 395 x 69 3.60

B_seline DirectDrive Versus IndiregtDrive- The resultingcomparisonbetween direct
and indirectdrive targets for the baselinegain curvesis illustratedin Figure4.1.1-3.
This figure highlightsthe strongpreferencefor directdrive predictedby the baseline
gain curvessuppliedby the "IWG. The minimumcostof electricityis ~10% higherfor
indirectdrive andthe requisitedriverenergyincreasesfrom 4 to 6 MJ. The driver is
thus morecomplex(2160 dischargelasersas comparedto 960 for the directdrive
case) andcostly(~$250M). This is a directresultof the T1Gpenaltyfor the baseline
indirect-drivegain curve. For the projectedPrometheus-Ldriverefficiencyof 6.5%, the
4 MJ directdrive systemhas an _IGof 8.2 comparedto only7.0 for the 6 MJ indirect
drive case. Illuminationsymmetryrequirementscomplicatethe reactorcavity design
for directddve; however,the analysesdiscussedin the remainderof thissectionled to
the conclusionthat for 60 beams, the cost implicationsof direct drive illuminationare
notsignificant. This was further reinforcedby TWG guidancethat indirectdrive
illumination,while not symmetric,wouldalso requireroughly60 beams arrayed on two
60° half-anglecones. Direct drive targetswere thus selected for the Prometheus-L
systemdesign.

OptimisticDirectDrive Versus IndirectDrive- Figure4.1.1-4 showshowthe directto
indirectdrive comparisonchanges for the optimisticgain curves indicatedin
Figure4.1.1-1. As expected, the directdrive advantage is significantlyreducedfor
thiscase, but it is stillfavored over indirectdrive. The drivercostsare virtually
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identical, but the higher direct-drive gain at low energies leads to a cost advantage for
this system. In fact, the minimum indirect drive system cost occurs at 4 MJ even though
gain increases significantly beyond that energy. This highlights an important point
relative to target design, namely that higher gain is not always beneficial once

sufficient _IG has been achieved. The benefit of increasing drive energy depends on

the tradeoff between gain curve slope and incremental driver cost. Figure 4.1.1-1
shows that the projected Prometheus-L incremental cost of .-$100/Joule does not favor
higher driver energies even if gain scaling is comparable to optimistic expectations.

Constant SDOtVersus Zoomed Soot - The final laser design option trade study
involves incorporating the capability to zoom the beam focal spot to follow the
implosion of the critical energy absorption surface at the target. This leads to higher
gain, as indicated in Figure 4.1.1-1, because less energy is wasted in heating the
atmosphere around the target, however it complicates the driver design. In order to
assess the attractiveness of this possibility, a trade study was conducted with the most
optimistic assumption being no added driver cost for zooming. The result of this study
is shown in Figure 4.1.1-5. lt shows that a zoomgd focal spot potentially leads to --3%
lower COE. For the Prometheus NLO laser architecture, the only viable way to zoom
the focus involves modifying the ft-driven frequency chirpers for the SBS cells to
enable them to introduce a time-varying wavefront curvature. This requires an annular
rf field variation around the chirper that significantly complicates its design. The
benefit of focal spot zooming was not sufficient to warrant this added complexity, lt
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Figure 4.1.1-5. System Performance Comparison for Constant (Solid) and
Zoomed (Dashed) Spot Gain Curves
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should be noted, however, that the NLO laser architecture provides sufficient beam
quality to allow nesting trapezoidally apodized beam focal spots on the target as
opposed to the baseline tangential focus option. This possibility, which is discussed in
more detail in Section 4.6, may provide the benefit of focal spot zooming without the
complications of adding time-varying wavefront curvature.

4.1.2 Heavy Ion System Design Option Selection - The Prometheus-H
designpointis also based on a numberof differenttrade studies. These studiesare
summarizedin Table 4.1.2-1.

Table 4.1.2-1. Summary of Design Options Considered for Heavy Ion System

Parameter Baseline Value Options/Range Considered
Target:

Type IndirectDrive [No DirectDriveData]
IonRange (g/cm2) 0.045 (4 GeV Lead) 0.025-0.2
Spot Size, Radius (mm)* 3 2-5
Illumination Two Sided One Sided
IncidentEnergy (MJ)* 7 4-9
TransportEfficiency (%)* 90 70-100

Reactor Cavity: WettedWall (Lead) Same as Laser System
Driver System:

LINAC Type SingleBeamwithStorage Rings MultipleBeam
t

LINAC S.caling (x= 0.2; K = -0.15 u = (0.2 - 0.5); K = (-0.2 - 0.0)
IonType +2 Lead +1 to +3 Lead
IonEnergy (GEV)* 4 4-8
Focusing Quads Superconducting Normal
CavityTransport Self-formed Channel Ballistic;Pre-formed Channel

The resultsof this trade studyare presentedin Section6.2

The heavy-ion driver has morescalingflexibilitybecause it producesthe requisitetotal
energyby combiningseveral ion beamletsat a discrete kineticenergy. The choice of
ion charge state and kineticenergy lead to significantdifferencesboth in the
acceleratorconfigurationand inthe target performancethat must both be considered
in determiningthe optimumdesignpoint. These issuesare discussedin
Section6.2.2 along with the resultsof sensitivitystudieswhichwere run to document
the leverageof key design parametersindicatedin the table on the overallsystem
performance. The discussionpresentedhere focuseson the rationalefor choosinga
singlebeam LINAC with intermediatestorageringsversus a multiplebeam LINAC.
The rationalefor selectinga self-formedchannel for cavity transportandthe resulting
target focal spotsize and channel energy transportefficiencyis presented in
Section 4.3. Finally, the rationaleleadingto the choice of a wall protectionscheme
identicalto that for the laser systemis presented in Section4.4, and a discussionof
target issuesfor the heavy ion systemis presented in Section4.6.

MultioleBeam Versus Single Beam - One of the main inductionLINAC design
challenges involvesthe space charge limiton transportablecurrent in a periodic
focusinglattice. This limit requiresmultipletransportchannels (typically>10 beamlets)
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for heavy ion fusion drivers. Past studies2 have envisioned a multiple beamlet
transport lattice consisting of a closely packed quadrupole bundle surrounded by
massive induction cores for inertial fusion drivers. The Prometheus-H design
considers an alternative approach consisting of a single beam transport lattice
coupled with intermediate storage rings to accumulate the required number of
beamlets. The approaches are illustrated schematically in Figure 4.1.2-1. This figure
highlights the key potential advantages of the single beam system, namely that the
accelerator hardware that surrounds the beam(s) (i.e., induction cores, insulator rings,
structure and the focusing magnets themselves) are smaller, less complex, and
consequently less costly for the single beam system. This simplification, however, is
accomplished at the expense of system efficiency which is lower for the single beam
approach. The induction cores must be cycled many times (once for each beamlet) to
produce each main pulse as compared to one cycle for each main pulse in the
multiple beam case. The systems code was used to quantify this tradeoff.

MULTIPLE-BEAM LINAC SINGLE-BEAM LINAC WITH
STORAGE RING

O
(Repetitively Pulsed at 12x

(12 Beams) Rep Rate)

PLAN VIEW

Reactor
Building

Multiple or Single-Beam Storage 80 m
Linac Ring
2 km 40m

Figure 4.1.2-1. Comparison of Multiple and Single Beam LINAC Configuration
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The systems code modeling is based on the general relations summarized in
Table 4.1.2-2. The LINAC is sized assuming a maximum accelerating gradient of

1 MV/m. Focusing magnet quantities are determined using continuous limit focal

lattice scaling laws developed by Maschke 6. These scaling relations are summarized
in Section 6.2. Injector costs (ion source plus acceleration up to 3 MV) are assumed to

be $10M per injector for a single beam system. Multiple beam systems are assumed
to require four such injectors. Insulator and accelerator structure costs are calculated

based on the final column voltage, V F, and inner core radius, Rci, from estimates LBL

developed for a 0.83 m radius multiple-beam LINAC.

Table 4.1.2-2. Heavy-Ion System Scaling Summary
i

Item Effcy/Pwr Rqmt Qty/Sizing Relationship Cost Relationship (KS)
Injector 3 MeV 1 SB; 4 MB 10,000 per injector
LinearAcceierator Lengthbasedon 1 MV/m

Insulator RadiusscaledwithRci 10 VF(Rci/0.83)
Structure from 0.83 m reference 8.76 VF(Rci/0.83)

Induction Core Vcore (J/m3) NBmlet ScaledwithG, 1;,AB, Rci 32 Vcore; $5 / kg
Focusing Magnets Based on lattice scaling (55 + 10 Nw + 5 LM)NMfLC
Cryogenic System 1000 WCold Wco4d= NM(3 W/mag) 4 Wcold
Vacuum System Scaled with length 5.08 LAcci

Storage Rings 1 per beamlet*
Magnets Based on lattice/bending (55 + 10 Nw + 5 LM)NMfLC
Cryogenic System 1000 WCold WCold= NM(3 W/mag) 4 Wcold
Vacuum System Scaled with length 5.08 LSR

p,,

Final Transport Main beamlets + prepulse**
Buncher 2 MB LINACs Based on bunching rqmts Same as main LINAC
Drift Section 2 sides, 180 m long
Magnets Based on lattice scaling (55 + 10 Nw + 5 LM)NMfLC
Cryogenic System 1000 WCold WCotd= NM(3 W/mag) 4 Wcou
Vacuum System Scaled with length 5.08 LFr

i

Pulsed Power 60%*** Core loss+ Beam energy 10 / kJ****
Instrument & Control 0.05 CTot

Auxiliary Systems 0.02 CTot
Beamline Tunnel WTun= 5.0 Rco $120 / ft2
PFN Building 0.5 WTu n $;50 /ft 2,,,

* Each main pulse beamlet has itsown storagering,prepulsebeamletsare groupedintwo rings
** Main pulse beamletsare bundledintoone buncher,two prepulsebeams in the other
*** Productof 70.6% for highvoltageand energystorageand 85% for pulseshaping
**** Pulsedpowercosts are increasedby a factorof 10 forthe singlebeam system

Induction cores are sized based on Rci and the product of acceleration gradient, G,
and pulse length, ¢, at each point along the LINAC. The core radius is chosen so that it

clears the outer radius of the quadrupole bundle as depicted in Figure 4.1.2-1. Core

losses in J/m3 are determined using the loss curve shown in Figure 4.1.2-2. The figure
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Figure 4.1.2-2. Assumed Metglas Loss Scaling with Pulse Length for LINAC System
Studies

depicts the measured lossesfor a fluxswingAB = 2.5 T and a windingthickness
t = 1.2 mills. These are scaled to the lowercurve usingthe relation

CoreLosses= CoreLossesoLE,) E'o
for the flux swingof 1.5 T and windingthicknessof 1 millassumed here. For the single
beam system,core lossesare multipliedby the numberof bearnlets,NBmle t, tO account
for recycling. Core costsare estimatedusing$5 per kilogramof Metglas. An 80%
packingfraction is assumedin calculatingthe corevolume. Pulsed power
requirementsare determinedbasedon the sum of the core lossesand the energy
gained by the beam. Costsfor pulsedpower are estimatedat $10 per joule for the
multiplebeam systemand $100 per joule for the singlebeam case. These costsare
based on informationprovidedby LBL for the multiplebeam system7 and LLNL for the
rapidlycycled (10's of khz) singlebeam system. The factorof 10 increase
recommendedfor the singlebeam case is based on recentLLNL work on recircuSating
LINAC systems.8

Magnet costsare based on data for similarquadrupolesfor the Superconducting
Super-Collider. This indicatesthat each cryostatwill cost $55,000 with an additional
$10,000 for each quadrupolewindingplus $5000 per meter of length. These costsare
adjustedusingan 85% learningcurve factor, fLC,to determinethe magnet costsfor the
"first production"driverconsideredhere. Cryogenicsystemcostsare based onthe
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total number of magnets per section, including quadrupoles and dipoles, NM, with a
heat leak of 3 watts per magnet. A cost of $4000 per cold watt, WCold, is assumed with

a power consumption of 1 kW per cold watt. Vacuum system costs are estimated at
$5100 per meter of length for each section and tunnel costs at $120 per square foot.
The tunnel width is taken to be five times the maximum core outer radius Rco. Finally,

I&C and auxiliary systems are assumed to be 5% and 2% respectively of the total cost.

The resulting comparison between projected system performance for the multiple and
single beam LINAC drivers is illustrated in Figure 4.1.2-3. This comparison uses
lattice scaling suggested by Ed Lee 9, since it was thought to be most favorable for
multiple beam systems. The final single beam design uses an alternative lattice
scaling discussed in Section 6.2 and therefore has lower capital cost than those
presented here. Nevertheless, this figure still highlights the significant advantage
projected for the single-beam approach in spite of its lower efficiency (15% as
compared to 37%). Driver capital costs for the single beam system are roughly half
those for the multiple beam system and this leads to a 12% reduction in COE. The

single beam system was therefore selected for the baseline driver in the
Prometheus-H design study.
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Figure 4.1.2-3. Comparison of Projected COE and Driver Capital Cost for Multiple and
Single Beam LINACs. Systems are ali 4 GeV, +2 Lead with 3 mm Radius Focal Spot.
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lt _hould be noted, however, that the multiple-beam system remains a viable driver
option. Its COE is comparable to that for the KrF laser system, and the alternative
transport lattice scaling discussed in Section 6.2 leads to significantly lower MB capital
costs than those presented here. In addition, it avoids technical issues associated with
beam stability and particle loss in the storage rings. These are critical R&D concerns
for the single beam approach and they are highlighted in Section 5.

lr, spite of these concerns the Prometheus-H design point represents a tantalizing
development goal. The single beam configuration dramatically lowers the driver cost
and technology development challenge while still providing sufficient T1Gfor an
attractive overall system. Furthermore, the 4 GeV ion energy is more attractive to
targe: designers due to its reduced range. Significant issues need to be resolved
concerning the storage rings but the starting point is much more appealing than any
previously envisioned for induction LINAC drivers.
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4.2 KrF Laser Driver Options

As described in Section 2.4, the KrF laser was selected as one of the mostpromising
inertialfusionenergy (IFE) laser driversfor three principalreasons:

(1) The KrF laseroperates at a favorable ultraviolet(UV) wavelength (;LKrF =

248 nm) for inverse Bremsstrahlungcouplingto the DT target.
(2) The KrF laser is relativelyefficient(_ = 0.12) for generatingUV pulses.
(3) KrF laser amplifierscan be scaledto producesignificantUV pulses.

(Experimentalprototypeshave producedas much as 20 kJ.)

There are also some significantdrawbacksto the KrF lasersthat have been
constructedto date. These include:

(1) The KrF laser is a non-storageactive mediumwhich,when pumped
electrically,meansthat the durationof the laser pulse is approximatelyequal to
the lengthof the electrical excitationpulse.

(2) The presentlydevelopedtype of electrical pulsedpower for the KrF is electron-
beam excitationwhich has an optimumpumpingpulseduration>600 ns.

(3) E-beam excitedexcimer lasershave notbeen demonstratedas being
sufficientlyreliableto reach the ICF reactorgoal of ~109 firingsbetween
amplifier failures.

Similar commentsmay be made about the ArF excimer laser (_ = 193 nm) with the
additional comments that ArF may be slightly more efficient than KrF owing to a lack of
dimer or Kr2F absorption losses in ArF lasers; but the shorter wavelength coupled with
less experimental data on ArF performance in large amplifiers would require
additional research to be performed on ArF excimer lasers before recommendations
could be made to replace KrF. These two excimer laser media are sufficiently similar
that systems originally optimized for KrF may be adapted to use ArF as an alternative
gain medium, assuming, of course, that the optical systems were modified to deal with
the shorter wavelength (as well as the concomitant hazards of mirror damage, linear
absorption, multi-photon absorption, color-center formation, etc.).

lt is a given1for laser-drivenimplosionof IFE targetsthat the laser driver must have a

pulseduration,_pulse~ 6 ns, an outputenergy, Epulse 4 to 6 MJ, at a wavelength,_.laser
~ 250 nm, in order to achievethe target irradiationconditionsappropriatefor efficient
implosionof the DT fuel. As is evident fromthe precedingdiscussion,the present
largestKrF laser prototypesproducepulsesof excessive2 pulse length (~100x) and
inadequate3,4,5 energy (~10%) for a 25-beam (200 kJ/beam) ICF laser driver.6,7,8
Thus, a future KrF laser driver9,10suitablefor IFE reactor operationwillneed to
produceefficientshorterUV laser pulsesat higherenergies.
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Another problemcommonto ali large aperture, highenergy lasersis the large
aperture opticsproblem. Opticalelements (particularlyUV opticalelements) become
veryexpensivefor elementslargerthan ~50 cm. On the basisof the volumetriccostof
the opticsalone, scaledopticsof aperture,d, have costsproportionalto (I3. Typically,
the manufactureof largeropticsexhibita loweryield than smalleropticsso that, in fact,
the costs for large opticsscale,with exponentsrangingfrom 3.5 to 7 depending upon
yield,grindingand polishinghazards,coatingproblems,etc. If a large opticof
aperture D is synthesizedby n2 subaperturesof diameterd (where n = D/d), then the
costsof the synthesizedopticwouldbe proportionalto D2. Since UV opticaldamage
thresholdstendto limitthe maximumlaser fluence, ¢laser,tolerableto values --5 J/cre2,
in order to generate laser pulsesof 5 MJ, effectiveapertureshavingcollectiveareas of
~10 6 cm 2 for the laser willbe required. The costsassociatedwith procuringthis large
opticalsurface area can be minimizedif the requiredapertures (and corresponding
opticalcomponentareas) are synthesizedfrom smaller,cost and performance-
optimizedoptical elements.

After reviewingthe KrF laser amplifier literature2-10and performingour own
optimizationanalyses, we have foundthat potentiallymore reliable and efficient
excimer laser amplifiershavingaperturesof ~30x30 cm may be feasible9,10.
Accordingly,the fundamentof our IFE designfor the KrF laserdriver is that the most
efficient,reliable, cost-effectiveexcimer laser amplifierproducesa laser beam of
reducedenergy (Elaser~ 4 kJ) usingan electricdischargeexcimer laser (EDEL)
excitationscheme9,10 which,even with an optimizedelectricalexcitation pulseshape,
hasa durationtoo long (EDEL ~ 250 ns) to be usefulas a laserdriver in IFE target
implosions.As a consequence,in order to exploitthe highefficiencyand cost
effectivenessof optimizedEDEL amplifiers,9,10itwas necessaryto develop: (1) a
laser beam combinationsystemto synthesizehigherenergy laser beams than can be
achievedefficientlyin a singlelaser amplifier,and (2) a pulsecompressionsystemto
shortenthe optimumEDEL pulse to the requiredduration.

There are two general typesof opticalbeam combinationsand pulsecompressions
which have been studieo10-13duringthe past decade: linear (use of linear optics,
such as len_,esand mirrors,to effect parallel beam combination;use of a mirror-based
geometry referredto as "angular multiplexing"for temporalpulse compression)and
non-linear(Raman beam combination,non-linearopticalpulsecompression) laser
beam configurations.

Linear laser beam manipulationtechniquesT,8,9 utilize,by definition, linear optical
elements (such as lenses,mirrors,beam-splitters,etc.) to accomplishthe objectivesof
beam combinationand pulsecompressionusing longpulseexcimer laser lightas
input. Althoughtypicallylarge numbersof opticsand generousamounts of real estate
are required,this approachmay have advantages sinceit is fundamentallysimple and
the spectral bandwidths of potentially wide-bandwidth excimer laser beams are
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generally unaffected by linear beam manipulationprocesses. A majordisadvantage
of linear beam manipulationtechniquesis that their opticalcomplexitiesare
approximatelyproportionalto the numberof beams to be accumulatedor the pulse
compressionfactor.

Non-linear laser beam manipulationlO-18employsadvances in innovativenon-linear
optical (NLO) processesto accomplishthe objectivesof beam combinationand pulse
compressionusing stimulatedquantummechanicstechniques. These NLO processes
promise to achieve not onlythe general objectivesof laser beam combinationand
pulsecompressionwith much simpleropticalconfigurations,butalso to smooth
excimer laser spatial intensitydistributionsand improvethe accumulatedlaser beam
quality. Giventhe significantadvancesdemonstratedin the laboratoryduringthe last
decade, ali of these advantagesmay be achievedwhile reducingbothcost and risk.
Lastly, NLO processesare able to accommodatesignificantchangesin the number of
laser beamsto be accumulated,or inthe pulsecompressionfactor, withoutsubstantial
changes in configurationor design. Both linear and NLO laser beam manipulation
techniqueswill be describedin additionaldetail in the discussionsbelow.

4.2.1 Linear Optical Manipulation Techniques - In order to allow the KrF laser
amplifiersto meet the fundamentalfusiontarget irradiationrequirements,two major
goals mustbe achieved: (1) beam combination,and (2) pulsecompression. Beam
combinationis necessary in orderto permitthe additionof a large numberof optimized
laser beamsto achieve the requiredlaserenergy per beam line. This permitsthe
optimizationof the output energiesof individualexcimer laser modules(discussed
below in Section4.2.2) while meetingthe requirementsfor achievinga specific laser
energy deliveredper individuallaser beamline. Thus, for example, if the Prometheus
designwould requirea 6 MJ laser driverdeliveringthe 6 MJ of energy in 60 beam
lines,each laser beam line requireslaserpulsesof approximately81 kJ each. If,
however,the optimizationof the excimer laseramplifiersproducesa designwhich is
capable of producingonly 5kJ/amplifier,then it willbe necessaryto combine at least
20 such excimer laser beams in orderto reach the requiredenergy level of 81 kJ for
each beamline.

In an analogousmanner, pulse compressioncan be achievedusing linear opticsby
synthesizinga longpulseof duration,N_:,from a seriesof N shorter pulses,each of
durationt, and propagatingat unique angles,Ok,tOthe systemaxis.2-8. In this
connection, linear pulsecompressiontechniques (i. e., angularmultiplexing)are
increasinglydifficultto utilize as N increases. Thus, since the optimumpumpingpulse
durationof the EDELg,lO is approximatelyhalf that of the EBEL,2 the angular
multiplexingsystem for the EDEL would have less than half the numberof beam lines
as the correspondingsystem for the EBEL. Each of these linearbeam combination
techniques is brieflydescribed below.
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Use of linear optical elements, includinglenses, mirrors,beamsplitters,opticaldelay
lines, and adaptiveoptics, permitthe spatialand temporal manipulationof high power
laser beams. By linear opticalelements, it is understoodthat these opticalelements
functionsubstantiallyinthe same manner for laser beams of low intensity as wellas
laser beams at high intensity.

4.2.1.1 Linear Beam Combination - Linear beam combination is a process
whichinvolvesdirectingthe outputbeams of individuallaser amplifiersusing
appropriatemirrorsand beamsplittersto accomplishthe followingobjectives:

(1) Accumulatethe requisiteenergy in a seriesof nxn parallel-propagatingbeams
which,when summed,form an array whosebeam diameter is sufficientlylarge
to avoid opticaldamageto the mirrorsand windowsin the opticaltrain.

(2) Be timed such that the net path delays among ali of the beamlets are
significantly less than 1 ns. (This techique may involve phase-matching the
individual beamlines using linear adaptive optics techniques.)

(3) Be directed within an alignment angle of the order of the diffraction-limited
divergence of the array elements themselves.

The advantage of this type of linear beam combination is that it does not adversely
affect the spectral bandwidth of the excimer laser light. The major disadvantage is that
the optical system suitable for combining the laser beams tends to be relatively large
and unwieldy; difficulties also arise with regard to beam fill factors and near field
(Fresnel) diffraction effects from the "egg-crate" multiple mirror mounts unless image
relaying is employed.

4.2.1.2 An0ular Multiplexing - Linear pulse compression has some of the same
characteristicsas linear beam accumulation,exceptthat each beamline is injected
throughthe laseramplifiersat a differentangle of incidence. This leads to a
significantlymore complicatedopticaldesign, as discussed below.

PreviousIFE KrF driverdesigns38 have featured an opticaltechniqueknown as
angularmultiplexingto accomplishthe importanttask of reducingthe optimumpulse
lengthfor excimerlaser amplifiers,T,excimer"" 250 ns, by approximatelya factorof 45 to
meet the target illuminationrequirementof ¢pulse ~ 6 ns. Althoughthis technique is
attractivefor relativelysmallcompressionratios(<20), complexitiesarise when
compressionratiosof >40 are needed. As discussedin Section6.5.1.2, optimized
electricdischargeexcimer laser (EDEL) amplifiers9,10producepulsedurations of
~250 ns, whereas optimizede-beam excited excimer laser (EBEL) amplifiers2
generate pulsesof -600 ns. In the lattercase, angularmultiplexingwould need to
generate a pulsecompressionratioof _100 in order to meet the requisitecompressed
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pulse duration. A schematicof the angular multliplexingpulse compressionconcept is
shownin Figure 4.2.1-1.

Preamplifier/BeamEncoder
TargetChamber

Laser _ 3Oscillator

,

AmplifierStage

t

\
/ i"

BeamDelayMirrors ExcimerOutput BeamDecoder
AmplifierStage Mirrors

i'" -eii........................lr,Pulse #2
Pulse#3

Figure 4.2.1-1 Angular Multiplexing is Accomplished by Synthesizing a Long Laser
Pulse from a Series of Suitably Delayed Shorter Laser Pulses Each Propagating

at a Specific Angle With Respect to the Optical Axis of the System

Figure 4.2.1-1 illustratesthe angularmultiplexingconceptwhen a pulse compression
of three is desired. As previouslydiscussed,the numberof angular-encodedsub-
beams required in an angularmultiplexeris equal to the pulsecompression ratio.
Thus, when a pulsecompressionfactorof 100 is required,100 separate, angular-
encodedbeam lines (each propagatingat a uniqueangle relativeto the systemaxis)
are needed for the angularmultiplexingsystem. Evenwith careful design, angular
multiplexing.forlarge compressionfactorsmay result in an unwieldyoptical
configuration;for small interbeamangles,cross-talkproblemsbetween adjacent
channelscan occur;and unextractedexcimer laser volumescan resultsince beam
vignettingoccurs. This designdoes, however,permitbroad-bandwidthexcimer laser
pulsesto be compressedwhile retainingthe large bandwidths,a propertyusefulfor
minimizingadjacent beam interferenceeffects on the target and reducingstimulated
scatteringprocessesin plasmaatmospheresablatedfrom targets.

4.2.2 Non-Linear Optical Beam Manipulation Processes - Both of our
Prometheusstudiesand numerouspublications10-17have shownthat two different
typesof non-linearoptical(NLO) systemscan be usedto accomplishthe tasks of
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beam combination and pulse compression with both relatively high efficiency (>50%)
and flexiblity. Whereas for the linear beam manipulation techniques, there is a
proportional penalty for the degree to which (i. e., n beams) beam accumulation is
necessary or the fractional pulse compression ratio (i. e., l/n), for the NLO approaches,
it is generally an easier task to accommodate increases (or decreases) in the number
of beams to be accumulated or pulse-compressed. Thus if n beams are to be
accumulated, the linear optical approach requires n parallel optical systems; whereas
the NLO accumulator simply combines n excimer pump beams into a single output
beam. Similarly, if the desired pulse compression ratio is n, then the angular
multiplexing pulse compressor requires n separate beam lines, each at a separate
angle, whereas the NLO compressor performs the pulse compression in a single
beam line folded back upon itself.

Each of these systems is briefly described below.

4.2.2.1 NLO L_er Beam Combination - This section will summarize the
Prometheus architecture of the non-linear optical beam combination system based on
forward rotational Raman scattering. 1°,15 As previously discussed, beam combination
gives the laser designer the important option to optimize the performance of the
excimer laser amplifiers independently of the overall IFE reactor system requirements
to deliver a specific amount of laser energy in each beamline to the target. Thus, were
it not for the concept of coherent beam combination, it would be necessary to deliver
some 81 kJ in each beamline to the target. For coherent beam combination, this might
mean, for example, that the 81 kJ of energy would have to be delivered from a single
excimer laser amplifier; a feat which has not yet been demonstrated.5, 9 Moreover, the
single point failure of any one of these 60 large excimer laser amplifiers would cause
the misfiring of the fusion target on that (and presumably successive) shots, thereby
forcing the shutdown of the IFE reactor.

During the study, the design architecture for the Raman accumulator system has
evolved from earlier considerations of extremely large e-beam pumped excimer lasers
(producing 50 to 100 kJ each) to the present conservative (~4 kJ) pump excimer laser
amplifier-forward rotational Raman accumulator system. These Raman accumulators
work well with either the 600 ns pulse durations of the EBELs or the ~ 250 ns pumping
pulse durations of the EDELs. The fundamental purpose of the forward rotational
Raman accumulator is coherent beam combination in which a number (e. g., 4x4 = 16)
of excimer laser beams of modest energy (~6 kJ) and aperture (~30 cm) are combined
into a high energy beam (~81 kJ) and relatively large aperture (~120 cm). In order to
achieve a high quantum efficiency, P,,it is convenient to select specific rotational
Raman transitions in hydrogen (or deuterium). The Raman convertor quantum
efficiency, _, is defined by the expression:

h -AE

F_= Vlaser rot

h Vlaser (4.2.2-1)
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where h is Planck's constant, v laser is the frequency of the excimer laser, and AErot is
the energy of the rotational Raman phonon. In order to achieve the highest Raman
gain, the polarization state of both the excimer pump beam and the Stokes seed beam
must be circular and of opposite helicities. As an example, for two such rotational
transitions in room temperature hydrogen, values of AE ~ 587 cm"1 (for S[1]-S[3]) and
354 cm"1 (for S[0]-S[2]) have been measured. The relationship of the Stokes seed
wavelength, _s, to the laser wavelength, _Llaser,is given by the simple expression:

_'laser

;Ls- P, (4.2.2-2)

where _ is defined in Eq. 4.2.2-1. Sincefor Zlaser~ 248 nm there is onlya very slight
wavelengthdifferencebetween Zlaserand Zs, it is difficultto separate the pumpand
Stokesseed beams spectrally. However,by injectingthe Stokesseed beam at an
angle e to the excimerpumpbeam(s), it is possibleto injectthe Stokesseed beam
efficientlyintothe Raman accumulatorcell. Moreover, intensityaveragingoccurs
under these circumstances,whichcan lead to an improvement10,14,15in Stokes beam
qualitycomparedto that of the excimer laser pump. An example of howthis beam
combinationtask might be accomplishedis shownin Figure 4.2.2-1.

Pump Beam Cou ump Beam Coupling
Mirror Mirror

Stokes Seed Coupling
Mirror

Beamsplitter Beam

Stokes
Seed Seed
MOPA MOPA

Excimer Discharge
Laser Amplifier Laser Amplifier

Recollimator
Recollimator Raman Accumulator

Excimer

_ut Beam Amplifierlm

J

Figure 4.2.2-1 The Forward Rotational Raman Accumulator Permits 16 Separate KrF
Laser Beamlets to be Combined in a Single Coherent Beam
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The crossed Raman (or CRAM) configurationillustratedschematicallyin Figure4.2.2-1
providesan example of a Raman seed beam derivedfromthe originalexcimerpump,
therebyguaranteeingthat the highestRaman gain will be achieved. To achieve high
gain with the bandwidthof the excimerpumpgreaterthan the Raman linewidth,d'lis
configurationrequiresthat the opticalpath lengthof the seed generatorbe matchedto
the main excimerpumppath length.TM Inthiscase, the opticalgain, GR, of the Raman
amplifier is given by the expression"

! L
GR=exP[gR(P'e) laser interaction] (4.2.2-3)

where gR(p,e) is the rotational Raman gain coefficient (dependent upon the gas
density, p, and the angle between the pump and Stokes beams, e). An important
parameter in stimulated Raman scattering is the bandwidth, AvR, of the Raman
transition. An expression 15for the Raman bandwidth, AvR, is:

K1 ]Kp- Kst2

AVR= P + K2P (4.2.2-4)

where K1 and K2 are two constants which depend upon the Raman medium, p is the
medium density in amagat, Kp is the pump wave vector, and Ksis the Stokes wave
vector. In turn, the rotational Raman gain coefficient, gR, is dependent 1°,15upon
Raman bandwidth, AvR,the gas density, p, and the angle, e, according to the
expression"

2
2 ;Ls AN do

gR= h _p_ZAvr (e,p) d-_ (4.2.2-5)

where _s is the Stokes wavelength, AN is the density of scatterers, hvp is the quantum
pump energy, Avr(e,p) is the Raman linewidth, and d(_/d_ is the differential cross-
section for rotational Raman scattering. A plot of the dependence of gR on p and e is
illustrated in Figure 4.2.2-2 for _Llaser~ 248 nm, e = 0°, 5°, and 10°.

As indicated in Figure 4.2.2-2, for e ~10°, a significant reduction in gR(e) is observed
for densities of H2 < 1.5 amagat. As a consequence, we have considered using
angles smaller than e = 10° (i. e., e = 5°) if gas pressures above 1 atm are to be
avoided. High H2 pressures lead to the requirement for thick Raman cell windows and
produce higher relative optical gains for competing vibrational Raman transitions (for
p > 2 amagat).

As an illustration of the effect the Raman gain coefficient has on the predicted
conversion efficiency of the accumulator, plots of the conversion efficiency vs. Raman
cell length for the S(1) rotational hydrogen Raman with _-Iaser= 248 nm, Elaser = 4 kJ,
Dbeam= 30 cm, 'Cpulse = 600 ns, p ranging from 1.0 to 2.0 amagat, and e ranging from
5 to 10° are illustrated in Figure 4.2.2-3.
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S(1) Rotational Raman Gain Coefficient as Functions of Angle and Density
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Figure 4.2.2-2 S(1) Rotational Raman Gain Coefficient as a Function of p for
Different Values of CRAM Angle, e

S(1) Rotational Raman Conversion Efficiency vs. CRAM Angle, H Density, and Cell Length
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Figure 4.2.2-3. Accumulator Conversion Efficlencles as a Function of Cell Length

with AE = 4 kJ, Darn p = 30 cm, _pulse = 600 ns, and Zlaser = 248 nm
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As indicated, for e = 10° and p = 1 amagat, 90% conversion is not achieved for
L < 1000 cm, whereas for e = 5° and p = 2 amagat, 90% is achieved at L = 530 cm.
The axial (e = o) small signal Raman gain given by Eq. 4.2.2-5 ranges from 10 nepers
for L = 500 cm (acceptable) to 20 nepers for L = 1000 cm (marginal). lt would be
preferable if high conversion efficiencies (_R> 90%) can be achieved for interaction
lengths, L < 6 m. In the present case, the fluence on the ceil windows is only
4.4 J/cm2. Higher fluences (either smaller beam diameters or higher energies) would
permit efficient beam conversion in shorter distances. If higher energies can be
achieved in the electric discharge excimer lasers (i. e., AE = 4.8 kJ), then efficient
conversion in the Raman accumulator cells can be achieved in a shorter distance.
These results are shown in Figure 4.2.2-4.

S(1) Rot. Raman Conversion Efficiency vs. CRAM Angle, H Density, and Cell Length
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Figure 4.2.2-4 The Accumulator Conversion Efficiency Depend on the Raman Cell
Length with AE = 4.8 kJ, Dam p = 30 cre, _pulse = 600 ns, and _'laser = 248 nm

In this case,-witha modest increaseto a flux loadingof 5.3 J/cm2, a reductionin
Raman cell length could be achieved. This increase in fluence couldbe achieved
either by increasingthe excimeroutputenergy,L_E,from 4 to 4.8 kJ,or by decreasing
the amplifier aperture slightly, from 30 cm to 27.5 cm. As indicated, for e = 10° and
p = 1 amagat, 90% conversion is attained only for L = 860 cm, whereas for e = 5° and
p = 2 amagat, 90% is achieved at L = 440 cm. The axial Raman gain (e = 0) in this
case for L = 500 would be approximately 12 nepers. These considerations apply
primarily to Raman conversion of a single e-beam excimer laser (EBEL) amplifier,
since EBEL laser amplifier pulse lengths are relatively long (~600ns). For electric-
discharge excimer laser (EDEL) amplifiers, a ,.:horter (~250 ns) pulse duration appears
to be more optimum. These shorter duration, proportionally higher output power
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pulses produce higherRaman gains. Shownin Figure4.2.2-5 are Raman
accumulatorcell (RAC) conversionefficiencycurvesfor 4x4x6 kJ EDEL pump
amplifiers(-81 kJ)deliveredto the RAC in a pulsedurationof 250 ns. This represents
the Prometheus-Llaser driverdesign point•

100" • • • i ' i • • :__'L ".." "

,. ................................ s° •
o idlp• mp°_"

/ -o_ 90 ................. [ ' " '

_, ; •
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a .
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,, ,.60 .... : : 1.4amagat, 10°
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__ 40 - - .....................
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Distance Along Accumulator Axis, cm

Figure 4.2.2-5. With an Input of 81 kJ in a 250 ns Pulse for _. = 248 nm in Deuterium
at Sensitivities of 0.7, 1.1, and 1.4 amagat with the CRAM Angle = 10 °, the

Conversion Efficiency Depends Upon the RAC Length.

lt is important not to exceed Raman conversionefficienciesgreater than -90% since
the danger arisesthat someconversionto higherorderStokes linescouldoccur.
Under controlledconditions(i.e., deliberatelyinjectinga second Stokes seed), this
couldpermit an increase inthe effectivebandwidthof the RAC laser beam since it
wouldcontaintwo discretewavelengths(correspondingto the first and second Stokes
order in D2). The separationof wavelengthswoulddepend upon whetherthe Raman
linesselectedwere rotationalor vibrational. If, for example, the S(2)-S(0) rotational
transitionin hydrogenwere optimized(AE ~ 354 crel), then the wavelengthsof the
first and secondStokeswouldbe 250.2 and 252.4 nm (separated by 2.2 nm),
assumingthat the 248 nm KrF laser were used as a pump. If the S(3)-S(1 ) rotational
transitionin hydrogenwere optimized(AE ~ 587 cml), then the first and second
Stokeswould lie at 251.6 and 255.2 nm (separated by 3.6 nra). These Raman lines
would represent0.87 and 1.45% bandwidths,respectively.
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In addition to the simulations of RAC performance for KrF laser pumps, a number of
Raman conversion calculations were carried out assuming that ArF (_L= 193 nm) were
the pump wavelength, lt should be noted that, if further excimer laser research
revealed that ArF were a superior excimer gain medium to KrF but that problems
associated with two-photon absorption and/or color center formation in transmissive
optics made operation at _'laser = 193 nm unattractive, using the Q(1) vibrational
transition in H2 (corresponding to a phonon energy of 4155.2 cm1) or the Q(2)
vibrational transition in D2 (for an energy shift of 2987.2 cm1) would permit the Stokes
output wavelength from the accumulators to be either ;LStokes = 210 nm (for H2) or

_LStokes= 205 nm (for 02); these longer wavelengths may prove to be an acceptable
compromise between 248 and 193 nm.

4.2.2.2 Backward Rflman Pulse Compression - As discussed above, as a
consequence of the complexity of angular multiplexing as applied to the present
problem, other pulse compression techniques were examined. Two different methods
which use non-linear optical techniques were considered:

(1) Backward stimulated Raman scattering (SRS) pulse compression.li,12
(2) Backward stimulated Brillouin scattering (SBS) pulse compression.lO,15,17

These non-linear pulse compressors both utilize stimulated scattering processes
which are capable of using the long pulse excimer laser pump beams for efficient
conversion to higher radiance Stokes beams with differing wavelengths, directionality,
phase aberrations, and temporal durations. Because these non-linear optical
techniques are enormously flexible, such a dual-architecture system permits a wide
variety of pulse shapes, wavelengths, etc., to be achieved without requiring any
significant changes in the overall system configurations.

A schematic of a backward Raman pulse compressor11,12is illustrated in
Figure 4.2.2-6.

UpperExcimerPumpBeamArray

RamanGas InputStokes
RAMANACCUMULATOR/COMPRESSOR

_pBeamMirrors

L

LowerExcimerPumpBeamArray L= c_/2
OutputBackwardStokes (PulseDuration= =)

Figure 4.2.2-6 The BackwardRamanPulse CompressorOverlapsthe Long Excimer
Laser Pulse with a Shorter, Backward-PropagatingStokes Seed to

Achieve Pulse Compression.
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As indicated in Figure 4.2.2-6, a Raman cell havinga length,LR = C_laser/2,has a
Stokes seed of wavelength, Zs (defined in Eq. 4.2.2-2). Althoughsucha devicecan
accomplishboththe functionsof beam accumulationand pulsecompression,
experimentsand analyses have shown that backwardRaman pulsecompression
typicallycan achieve efficientoperationonly for pulsecompressionfactorsof 5 or
less.li, 12 Thus, in order to achieve an overall pulsecompressionof 100, it would be
necessaryto have three successivebackwardRaman pulsecompressors. Hitherto,
thishas been an unattractive solutionbecause of the reducedoverallconversion
efficiency.

4.2.2.3 SBS Pulse ComDres$ion - A third pulse compressiontechnique utilizing
stimulatedBrillouinscattering (SBS) has been consideredfor performing the function
of laser pulsecompression. The SBS processlO,16,17exhibitsoptical gain in a
functionalform similarto that given for SRS Eq. 4.2.2-3 as shownin Eq. 4.2.2-6:

GSBS(P,z_v,t) = exp (gsbs[P,_v ] Ilaser (AV, t) Lcell) (4.2.2-6)

where the SBS gain coefficient,gSBS(P,AVpump),is primarilya functionof the gas
densityand the bandwidthof the pump laser, Avpump. The physicsof SBS differs from
that of SRS in that the scatteringof incidentexcimer laser photonsfrom soundwaves
in the SBS mediumoccurs,as comparedwith the scatteringof lightfrom molecular
energystates, as the basisof the SRS process. The differencein frequencybetween
the excimerlaser, Vlaser, and the Stokesseed, vSBS, is simplythe Dopplershift,z_vD,
sufferedby the pump photonswhen scatteredfrom the movingdensitywaves in the
Brillouingain medium. Thus, _vD = 2VlaserV/Cwhere v is the soundspeed inthe SBS
mediumand c isthe speed of light. As a result,the quantumefficiencyfor the SBS
processdefined in Eq. 4.2.2-6 can be very high, _ ,,.100%.

The Brillouingain coefficient, gB, is defined by the relation:16

gb =

nCvsp["B (4.2.2-7)

where ks is the wave vector of the Stokes beam, Yeis the electrostrictive coefficient (of
the SF6 SBS gain medium), n is the refractive index, c is the speed of light, vs is the
speed of sound in the gas, p is the density, and £'B is the spontaneous Brillouin
linewidth.

Building upon the work of Mak,17et al. in the Soviet Union, we have analyzed the
case in which the leading edge of the long, 600 ns excimer laser pulse is electronically
chirped in frequency by an amount equal to the SBS seed frequency, &vSBs, and then
ramped in modulation depth to encourage the generation of pulses >1 ns duration.
We then have a very flexible method of generating a variety of output compressed
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pulse shapes in a single non-:;near, self-seeding, pulse compressor. A schematic of
the SBS puFsecompressbn concept is shown in Figute 4.2.2-7.

lt is assumed that the SBS pulse compressor has, as an input beam, a long pulse
('Cpulse ~ 600 ns) output beam from a Raman accumulator. This long pulse beam is
shown as the first waveform in Figure 4.2.2-7. The first step in the SBS pulse
compression process17is to "chirp" the first few nanoseconds of the leading edge of
the long, '_laser ~ 500 ns laser pulse originating in the Raman accumulators (described
above). In Step II, this long laser pulse with the "chirped leading edge" is then directed
into a g_s-filled SBS cell of al)proximate length L = C_laser/2equipped with a 100%
reflecting mirror at the far end of the ceil. The purpose of this mirror is to reflect the
short duration, "chirped" SBS "seed" beam back down the cell where the high,
stimulated Brillouin gain can effect an efficient conversion of long pulse energy into a
short pulse Stokes beam. Thus, upon reaching the 100% mirror and being
retroreflected, the chirped leading edge of the excimer pulse serves as the SBS
Stokes "seed" beam to extract the majority of the power in the original long pulse

excimer beam in 3 time, 1;pulse << "¢laser" Since the characteristics of this "chirped" SBS
seed are electronically determined, this method permits a wide variety of pulses to be
generated. An operational diagram of how such pulse compressors could be
configured is shown in Figure 4.2.2-8.

Pulse Direction >
STEPI I E/OChirper

Long ExcimerI..uer Pulseat .¢o= 250 ns

$8S Pulse
STEP II I CompressionCell

LongExcir_ LaserPulsewithChirl0edLeadingEdge

100% Retlecting Mirror

STEP,,, __*__t oo=tCom_r.,._Pu'" _i_

Figure 4.2.2-7 The Three Steps Associated with Pulse
Compression in the SBS Pulse Compressor.
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\ TD\
_,%Targel%._ SBSCell•_ _ "%,

"_ _"'_ STEP II Short Stokes Pulse
_. ",,,. Circulady-Polarized

S-Polarized Shin1 _"... _""._ Directed to Target Short Stokes Pulse

Brewster-Angte SBS CellPolarizer
(transmitsP, reflects S)

Figure 4.2.2-8 Use of SBS Pulse Compr_.sor Cell Coupled With Polarized Input and
Output Laser Beams Facilitates Integration into Reactor

As indicated in Figure 4.2.2-8, the use of linearly-polarizedlight, togetherwith a large
aperture,dielectric-polarizer,and a quarter-waveplate, permitsthe longpulse input
and short pulse outputbeams to be readilyseparatedwith highefficiency, lt is not
convenientto separate the compressedpulse fromthe input longpulsespectrally
because the SBS frequency shift is nearlynegligiblein comparisonwith the laser
frequency. Similarly,it is generallynot convenientto have a significantangle, e,
between the temporally long incidentpumppulseand the short Stokescompressed
pulse because poor spatial overlapwouldthen occurwith a concomitantreductionin
conversionefficiency. A schematicof the placementof the SBS pulsecompressor
relativeto the Raman accumulatorsis illustratedin the diagram shownin
Figure 4.2.2-9.

One of the useful propertiesof these non-lineardevices(i. e., the Raman accumulators
and the SBS pulsecompressors)is that essentiallynoneof the excimer laser lightis
lost in the devices. Any laser light that is not converted can be collected and put to
additonal uses, recirculated, etc. In this case (shown in Figure 4.2.2-9), any long pulse
excimer laser power not converted in the Raman accumulator cells would be available
for generating complex pulse shapes for target illumination.
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Figure 4.2.2-9 The SBS Pulse Compressor is Readily Integrated into the Reactor
Driver System Following the Raman Accumulators

In order to explore the capabilitiesof the SBS pulsecompressorfor deliveringa
v_riety of outputStokespulseshapes to meet targetcompressionrequirements,a
seriesof calculationswere carriedout usinga sedes of differenttemporal "chirped"
SBS seed pulseshapes. Examples of the inputStokes pulseshapes used in these
simulationsare shown in Figure4.2.2-10.

In Figure 4.2.2-10, the ratios indicated are the final powers in the SBS Stokes Seeds
to the initial powers. Thus, a ratio of 104:1 indicates that the power of the Stokes seed
increases by a factor of 10,000 during the course of the nominal 10 ns Stokes seed
pulse duration. The variation of spontaneous SBS linewidth with SF6 density is
important to calculate.

Using experimental data18substituted into Eq. 4.2.2-7, the spontaneous SBS
linewidth, ]"B, is calculated as a function of the SF6 density with the results plotted in
Figure 4.2.2-11.
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Figure 4.2.2-10 By Selecting Various Temporal Ramp Pulse Shapes for "Chirped"
SBS Stokes Seeds a Variety of Compressed Pulse Shapes Can Be Generated

SF6 SBS Bandwidth as a Function of Gas Density

..... t .... i .... t .... .

lO 7 ::
i

Di ..................................... 41-'...... v..___.m._............. 4_........... ,............... _.
, |

8' ....."..............................................................-_ ................................................
' ]

"r 7", - .........L9

rn 4,

Xf .......... ;;;_I ........................." ....I--..........
"5

0"! .... I .... | .... | .... I .... I .... I "'"
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

SF6 Density, Amagat

Figure 4.2.2-11 The Dependence of Spontaneous SBS Linewidth with SF 6 Density
Defines Limitations on the Compressed Pulse Bandwidth
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Our design point is taken nearp = 1 amagat forSF6 in order to trade off sufficient
Brillouingain togetherwith adequate bandwidth(assumingan excimer/Raman pump
beam bandwidthof approximately10 GHz). From Eq. 4.2.2-7, it is evidentthat higher
densitiesof SF6 lead to increasedSBS gain butovera narrowerbandwidth.

Simulationsof the SBS pulsecompressionprocesswere carried out using the
assumptionssummarizedin Table 4.2.2-1:

Table 4.2.2-1
Parameters Appropriate tor SBS Pulse Compressor Calculations

PulseDurationof Long ExcimerLaser Pulse: "_laser=250 ns
EnergyinLong Raman AccumulatorPulse: I::= 120 kJ
Type of SBS Gain Medium: SF6
Pressureof SBS Gain Medium: 2 amagat
Bandwidthof ExcimerLaser Pulse: 5 GHz
SBS StokesSeed Frequency Shift: 98 GHz
Quantum Efficiency: 99.9%
Lengthof SBS Cell = C_laser/2 38 m
Pulse Lengthof CompressedPulse: see below
ConversionEfficiency: see below

The effective pulse lengthsand conversioneffficienciesof the simulatedoutputpulses
fromthe SBS cell depended upon the shape of the Stokesseed used. Resultsof
these calculationsillustratingexamples of the differentoutput pulseshapesgenerated
by the example SBS pulse compressor cell are shownin Figure 4.2.2-12.

The efficienciesof the pulse compressorsas functionsof ramp ratiosare illustratedin
Figure4.2.2-13 for 1 amagat SF6 and 1 meter aperture SBS cells.

Additionalincreases in conversionefficiencycan be achieved by optimizationof gas
density,cell aperture, and SBS medium used. Since the calculated SBS pulse
compressionefficienciesdepend upon the shape of the output Stokespulse, it is
necessaryto specifythe temporal shape of the output Stokespulse in orderto define a
specificSBS conversionefficiency. Examples of ouptut Stokes pulse shapes are
triangular,rectangular,etc. Use of a "picket fence" seriesof short output pulses
synthesizingthe main compressionpulse can permit a significantincrease in the SBS
conversionefficiencyup to the limitof the quantum efficiencyof >99%. Withouta more
precise definitionof the requiredpulse shape, the design pointselection must remain
imprecisely defined.
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Figure 4.2.2-12 A Variety of Output SBS Pulse Shapes in SF 6 as Functions of SBS Stokes
Seed Ramp Ratios is Available for D/T Target Compression
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Figure 4.2.2-13 The SBS Conversion Efficiency Depends on SBS Seed Ramp Ratios
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4.2.2.4 Summary of Laser Beam Conditioninq Strategies - The approach for
designingthe KrF laserdriver for a circa 2030 inertialfusionenergy (IFE) power plant
was to optimizethe performance,efficiency,reliability,safety,and cost effectivenessof
the excimer laser amplifiers independentlyof the DT target pellet irradiation
requirements. Since optimizedexcimer lasers (OELs) are likelyto produce ultraviolet
laser pulsesthat are too low in energy (E ~ 3-5 kJ) to meet the IFE pellet requirement
of Epulse- 5 MJ, and with pulsesthat are muchtoo long(Xlaser~ 250 ns) for estimated
ideal targetcompressionscenariosusing6 ns pulses, a fundamentalaspect of our
design strategyis to designcoherent laser beam accumulatorsto collect a sufficient
number (-2000) of OEL beams in orderto achieve the requisite5 MJ energy level
while usingintegatedpulsecompressorsto generate the needed 6 ns pulsedurations.
Althoughthere are conventionaltechniquesfor incoherentbeam combinationand
angular multiplexingfor pulsecompression,two non-linearoptical techniquesfor
achieving coherent beam combinationand pulse compressionwere selected because
of their inherentsimplicity,flexibility,and outstandingperformance capability.

The non-linear optical architectures selected for achieving coherent beam
combination and pulse compression are the forward rotational stimulated Raman
scattering in hydrogen (for beam combination)lO,15and the backward-seeded
stimulated Brillouin scattering 17in SF6 (for pulse compression). Computer
simulations were used to estimate the performance of each of these systems. The
forward Raman conversion should have an efficiency of 90% and the SBS pulse
compression from 70% to 95%, depending upon whether the main laser pulse format
is a single 6 ns pulse or a 6 ns pulse synthesized from a series of "picket fence"
composed of shorter pulses. Longer, flat-topped monolithic SBS Stokes output pulses
are achieved in this design at the expense of conversion efficiency. Higher order
Stokes conversion in the Raman accumulators is controlled by limiting both the H2
path length in the cells and minimizing the angle, 0, between the pump and Stokes
beams to control ASE seeding higher order Stokes beams.

By selecting both H2 and SF6 pressures near 1 atmosphere, no dangers associated
with high pressure optical cells occur. The electric discharge excimer lasers are
operated at relatively low voltages producing minimal x-ray hazards. The Raman
accumulators are pumped with atmospheric pressure electric discharge excimer
lasers producing only a few kilojoules each and the failure modes of the electric
discharge excimer lasers are non-catastrophic. This architecture also permits further
development of potentially efficient ArF (Xlaser = 193 nm) excimer laser amplifier
modules. Use of vibrational H2 or D2 transitions in the Raman accumulators could be
used to shift the wavelength out to X = 210 nm. This laser driver architecture
emphasizes safety, reliabilty, and efficient operation in wavelengths that couple well
with the targets.
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4.3 Rationale for Heavy Ion Driver Options

The configuration of the Prometheus-H Heavy Ion Driver was significantly influenced
by the projected cost of electricity of the plant. Two key design choices for the
simplification of the driver were the substitution of a single beam LINAC plus storage
rings for the multiple beam LINAC and the channel transport of the entire beam
through a single small aperture in the first wall/blanket rather than through many large
apertures.

4.3.1 Single Beam LINAC Plus Storage Rings Vs. Multiple Beam LINAC-
The total energy requirements for the target are such that many beamlets must be
accelerated and combined. The major cost drivers in the accelerator are the
quadrupole focusing magnets that contain the beamlets, the induction cores that
maintain the acceleration gradient for the duration of the pulse, and the pulsed power
systems that provide the total energy gain for ali of the beamlets.

In the case of a multiple beam LINAC, there are N beamlets per reactor shot to be
accelerated in parallel. The cross-sectional area is proportional to N, as in
Figure 4.3.1-1.

2.68 m

10cm

Figure 4.3.1-1 Multiple Beam LINAC Cross-Section
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In the multiple beam LINAC, there are N magnets per unit length in order to confine
each beamlet. The induction core that surrounds the magnets has a thickness, t, to
provide the required volt-seconds (voltage/meter x pulse length = z_Bx area/meter = t),
so the volume of the core is 2 _ N 1/2 t. The total energy supplied by the pulsed power
is the beam energy plus the losses in the cores (which are proportional to the core
volume) times a factor to account for the efficiency of the pulsed power. Since beam
energy is fixed by the target requirement, the variables are the core losses and the
pulsed power efficiency.

In the case of a single beam LINAC, the same N beamlets per reactor shot can be
accelerated serially. The cross-section for this configuration appears in Figure 4.3.1-2.

Ratio of Magnets
21 '1

Ratio of Core Volumes m

(_'T = 4.6)

Figure 4.3.1-2 Single Beam LINAC Cross-Section

There is onlyone magnetper unitlength,a factorof N improvement. Althoughthe
core has the same thickness, t, to providethe same numberof volt-seconds,the inner
radiusand the core volume are reduceda factor of N 1/2. Althoughthe core volume is
reduced,the core is fired N times ratherthan once, leadingto a net increase in the
core lossesper reactorshot. Totalbeam power is the same;therefore, there is no
intrinsicmason why the efficiencyof the pulsed power shouldchange. However, the
cost per joule of the pulsed powerwillgo up due to the highrepetitionrate capability.

Based on the cost model,this singlebeam LINAC is the more cost-effectivesystem.
The technologyof the single beam LINAC is more developed. The complicationis that
there is a time delay of the order of millisecondsbetweenthe firstand lastof the
serially-generatedbeamlets. A number, N, of separate storagerings must be used to
functionas delay linesfor the beamlets so they may arriveat the targetsimultaneously.
The technicalfeasibilityof storinghighcurrent ion beams for millisecondtime scales
must be demonstrated, since there is a possibilityof instabilities.This is identifiedas a
Critical Issue for theHeavy ion Driver. Given that storageis feasible, the cost impactof
the rings is relativelyminor. Since there are no accelerationmodulesin the storage
rings,the onlycost driver is the superconductingmagnets,which now include dipole
bendingmagnetsas well as quadrupolefocusingmagnets. Thus, the total number of
magnets in ali of the storage ringsis roughlyequalto the numberin the final 10% of
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the multiple beam LINAC. Even withthe storageringsaddedto the LINAC, the much
lowercost associatedwiththe singlebeam systemyieldsa moreattractivedriver for
the 1000-MWe power reactor.

4.3.2 Pinched Channel Transport Vs. Ballistic Focusing- The indirect drive
target is illuminatedfromtwo sideswith properaccessfor the beams throughthe
shielding,blanket,and firstwall elements. Followingthe target implosion,neutrons
and gas flowout of the access ports, back toward the final focus magnetic optics and
the rest of the linear accelerator with concomitant damage and contamination of those
elements.

The superconducting final focus magnets are susceptible to damage from the neutrons
with little room for shielding. More robust, iron-dominated, room temperature
quadrupoles are available; however, they are large, inefficient, and expensive. At
2 MW electrical per normal conducting quadrupole lens (the value used for
HIBALL-II 1) the reactor power balance is skewed since this is roughly the time-
averaged kinetic power per beamlet in Prometheus-H.

The gas load is also a problem since, within the reactor chamber, the partial pressure
of the noncondensibles (primarily hydrogen) is about 100 mtorr just before a shot, and
it peaks at hundreds of torr soon after. This gas leaves the chamber primarily through
pumps but also through the target chamber apertures, where it heads back toward the
accelerator. The accelerator must be kept in the 10-7to 10-10torr regime for beam
propagation. There is strong motivation to keep the number and size of apertures
small. There are two scenarios possible in the relatively low energy (E < 10 GeV) and
high charge (Q > 1) regime.

The first case, ballistic focusing, is illustrated in Figure 4.3.2-1. Each of N beamlets
can come through a 20 to 40 cm diameter hole in the reactor wall, individually
focussed on the target by its final focus magnets. The beams propagate approximately
5 m through whatever gas is within the target chamber, which includes both burn
products and additives. The beamlet must be at least partially neutralized to overcome
space charge repulsion, and although there is presumably plenty of plasma within the
beam duct to provide electrons, this plasma will also collisionally strip the beam ions to
higher charge states. The beam is entirely within the target chamber before the first
ion strikes the target. The precursor beamlets (containing one-fourth to one-third of the
beam power) continue to strike the target for 30 to 40 ns before the rest of the beamlets
arrive, generating x-rays that photo-ionize the beam, further increasing the beam
charge state and interfering with the space-charge neutralization process that permits
focusing to small spot sizes. After ignition, the neutrons and gas head back up the
ducts to the magnets and the rest of the accelerator.
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Target ChamberShielding

Ballistic-Focused
Heavy-IonBeams

Large Aperture
Penetrations

To FocusingMagnets Target

Figure 4.3.2-1 Ballistic Focusing of Hl beams

The second case, pinched channel transport, is illustrated in Figure 4.3.2-2. The
beamlets again focus down from 20 to 40-crn diameters, but are now directed to a
common spot outside the blanket rather than the target pellet. The region they
traverse has a controlled amount of gas or plasma, permitting fine tuning to control the
degree of neutralization and collisional stripping. The beam ions converge on a thin
layer of gas at the outside of the blanket, completely stripping (Q > 50+ within a few
millimeters) and increasing the beam electrical current by a very large factor. The
envelope begins to collapse under the influence of the pinch current, overcoming the
tendency of the outer beamlets to separate. The coalesced beam propagates to the
target through a 2-cre diameter hole in the blanket. Because the ions are already
completely stripped, the x-rays caused by the precursor have no effect. After ignition,
the small flow of backstreaming gas through the 2-cm aperture is blocked by the same
gas layer that stripped the beam ions. There is room to add additional shielding for the
magnets to protect them from neutrons that pass through the ducts in the main
shielding.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subject totitle page restriction 4-41



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II

REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

_--:-:.;::....

Self-Focused Stripped

+82 Heavy Ion Beam

Diameter = 5

Target

Focusing
Charged Heavy

Ion Beams Target Chamber

Figure 4.3.2-2. Pinched Channel Transport in Target Chamber

Both methods rely on the detailed response of the plasma and are, therefore,
speculative. Neither has been demonstratedwith anythingapproachinga relevant
heavy ion beam. Some computer simulationshave indicatedthe beam pinchwill not
form, butcontrary resultsare obtainedwhen differentinputconditionsare assumed.
Althoughthe pinched channel transport is probablyriskier,the engineering
advantages itaffords make it worthwhileto carry alongas a baselineuntil a relevant
experimentcan be performed.
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4.4 Cavity Design Options

The cavity environment is very severe foran IFF reactor. Not onlyis the time-averaged
neutronfluencesimilarto that of an MFE reactor,the pulsednatureof IFE adds blast
effects, instantaneoushigh heat loads,and high levelsof X ray and gamma radiation.
A largenumberof IFE cavitydesignstudieshave been performedduringthe pastten
years. The selectionof a cavityconceptfor Prometheuswas precededby a thorough
reviewof existingdesigns. The trade studiesfor the wall protectionandthe blanket
are describedin the followingsections.

4.4.1 Wall Protection Concept - The protection of the wall is one the most critical
engineeringchallengesin the reactorplant. The adverse environmentis very harsh
because of the pulsednatureof the inertialfusion reaction. A majorityof the energy
releaseoccursalmost instantaneouslyin the form of promptX rays, neutrons,and
photons. The debris ionsprovidethe remainderof the energy depositiona short time
later. After the initialenergy release,the cavitychamber is "relativelyquiescent"which
allowsthe environmentand chamber wall/structureto equilibrate,thermally and
mechanically. This process
is repeated manytimes a second and hundredsof millionsof times per year which
imposesa dauntingfatiguechallengeto designand manufacturea reliableand Iong-
liv:;df!;st wallsystem.

4.4.1.1 W_II protection Desi_qnOptions- The major cavity optionsand
variantsconsideredin the studyare notedin Table 4.4.1-1. The majorclasses of
prote_ion includegas, thin liquid'films,thick liquidjets, and solidgranules. In
addition,a numberof more "exotic:"ideas have also been proposed,includinga frost
first wall (for the LMF), a pool-type reactor (Pulse*Star11),and magnetic protection.

i : .... i i i .,

Table 4.4.1-1. Main Wall Protection Design Optioh,3 Considered

1. Granular Solid Protection
Centrifugally Rotated (CASCADE)1
Gravity-Driven

2. Thick Liquid Jet
Gravity-Driven(HYLIFE I)2
M_gnetically-Guided (SENRI)3
Advanced Flow Types (HYLIFE-II)4,5

3. Liquid Film
HIBALL/INPORT,6 LIBRA7,8
Porous Composite Wall

4. Gas or Magnetic Protection
SOLASE 9
SIRIUS10
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Granular Solid Protection - An example of a granular solid protection scheme is the
one proposed for the CASCADE 1concept, lt consists of a three-layered flowing
blanket of pyrolytic carbon, BeO, and solid breeder ceramic (such as LiAIO2) granules.
Here, the flowing granules provide both protection and blanket functions. The reactor
rotates about its horizontal axis and the moving granule blanket is held against the
reactor wall by centrifugal force. The granules are fed by gravity and the rate of flow is
controlled by the rotation speed. This concept has attractive safety, efficiency, and
low-activation features. Issues are linked to the discontinuity of the heating rate at the
BeO/solid breeder interface and to possible aggregation of the granules.

LiQuidProtection - Liquid protection schemes use liquid metals or Flibe in the form of
either a liquid metal spray, a thick liquid metal wall, or a hybrid concept using a porous
solid wall with liquid metal film. Advantages of a spray include the potential uniformity
of protection afforded by the mist and the shorter renewal time, while a key issue
relates to the stability of the spray formation.

A thick liquid wall was investigated in the HYLIFE-I 2 design study. The concept
consists of a liquid lithium waterfall surrounding the micro-explosion area. The lithium
fall protects the first wall from the photon and ion fluxes and attenuates the neutron flux
so that wall damage is considerably reduced. In this case, the flowing liquid metal
provides functions of protection but also of tritium breeding and energy removal. This
concept offers advantages in tritium breeding and energy multiplication. However,
because of the time necessary to replenish the waterfall, it is mostly suitable for low
repetition rate systems. Issues include the effect of the impact on the first wall of liquid
lithium slugs propelled by the pressure of lithium vapor created during the micro-
explosion. A pe_ible way to alleviate this problem is to use an array of individual jets
whicl', couid reduce this lithium gas pressure driving force. HYLIFE-II 4,5continued the
concept of a thick liquid jet, but replaced Li with Flibe as the protectant.

An interasting variation for this concept is the use of a magnetic field to guide and
stabilize the liquid lithium flow and control flow velocity, as in the SENRI design.3 The
benefit of flow control must be evaluated against the added design complexity
resulting from the introduction of magnetic fields.

Another variation of the liquid protection concept is the hybrid (solid/liquid) design,
where the falling liquid metal is enclosed in porous solids to prevent disassembly of
the liquid following each micro-explosion. For example, in the INPORT modules used
in the LIBRA7,8 and HIBALL6 design studies, the LiPb columns are made to flow inside
porous SiC sleeves. A source of uncertainty is the design and lifetime of these
sleeves.

Gas Protection - Gas protection schemes, such as the one used for the SOLASE
design,9 involve tiffing the reactor cavity with a buffer gas to attenuate the charged
particles and soft x-rays before they reach the first wall. Neon is an attractive buffer
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gas because of its relatively high stopping power for ions and x-rays and its inertness.
Issues include energy re-radiation from the gas to the first wall and its time scale and
the effect of impurities and gas breakdown on target performance. The blanket heat
removal and tritium breeding function are then carried out separately from the wall
protection function. For example, in SOLASE1, a flow of Li20 solid breeder particles
behind the first wall is used for these functions.

4.4.1.2 Evaluation Criteria - The choice of a cavity wall protection design concept
reflects concern over a large number of competing factors. The protection scheme
chosen for Prometheus uses a thin liquid Pb film supplied through a porous structure
of SiC composite material. The more important concerns which were considered in
choosing a thin film protection scheme include:

(1) Configurational Compatibility (Beam Line Accommodation) -Granular and
thick film schemes appear nearly impossible to engineer when there are a
large number of beam lines. Thick falling films must be guided around ali
penetrations, without sacrificing protection at any point. We assume that any
spot which is not fully covered is likely to be destroyed, such that the protection
scheme should be reliable and "passively stable". The beam lines themselves
should be protected beyond the first wall, as a significant amount of energy
may be deposited there as weil. The porous structure could easily be
extended into the beam lines.

(2) Engineering Simplicity - One of the unattractive features of a thick falling film is
the coupling of functions, including wall protection, breeding, energy
conversion, and shielding. While removing components may appear to
simplify the design, there are serious disadvantages. The design window is
reduced whenever multiple constraints are imposed on a single system. Much
of the existing blanket technology from MFE can be applied if a separate
blanket is used.

In addition, the technical feasibility of flowing large quantities of liquid at high
velocity over large path lengths (and in some cases complex flow schemes) is
questionable, especially considering the requirements for beam propagation.
There are geometric advantages of a thin film fed from behind the first wall.
The flow rate of the film can be very small in comparison.

(3) Safety and Environmental Attractiveness (Minimum Liquid Inventory)-
Contamination of the protective film will be very difficult if the inventory is large
and, consequently, the required purity level is low. In addition, the reduction in
inventory and thickness allows us to choose from a larger number of liquids for
the protective medium.
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(4) Cavity Clearing - Compared with thick liquid jets, thin films should have better
repetition rates. The amount of liquid which can be ejected is limited, and the
presence of the porous backing should help contain the film.

(5) Lifetime - The choice of SiC for the structural material has good radiation
resistance and safety and environmental advantages. The protective film
material can be selected based in part on minimizing radioactivity. In addition,
the relatively thick independent first wall system coolant protects the blanket,
thus increasing the blanket lifetime.

(6) Versatility - This configuration should be applicable for both Hl and laser, for
both direct- and indirect-drive schemes.

Gas-protected "dry-wall" concepts, such as SOLASE and SIRIUS, have many
desirable features as weil, offering good accommodation of beam penetrations,
flexibility, and probably the best cavity clearing capability. However, these designs
suffer from several problems of their own. Problems arise from the high required gas
pressure, including laser-induced gas breakdown and target penetration. Other
problems include long energy re-radiation time of the gas and damping of the
mechanical impulse from the blast. From past studies, the cavity diameter is likely to
be much larger than liquid-protected designs, implying several times as much material
and consequently higher cost.

4.4.1.3 W_311Protection Desian Choices- The protection scheme chosen for
Prometheususes a thin liquidPb film suppliedthrough a porousstructureof SiC
compositematerial. The SiC structuremustbe flexibleenoughto withstandcyclic
loadingfrom the blast,but strongenoughto support itselfandthe internalpressureof
the film. A supplyregionbehindthe porousstructureservesto slowlyfeed the liquid
and to removethe heat fromthe firstwall (40% of the total fusionpower). Blastenergy
is removedfrom the cavity initiallyby evaporation. Duringthe recondensationphase
of each pulse, heat is conductedthroughthe relativelythin film and intothe first wall
coolant.

The film materialis Pb, whichoffers many advantages:

(1) AppropriateTemperature Ranges- Pb has excellentsaturationtemperatures
in the pressure range of interest (1 mtorr ~ 100 torr), lt is high enough for good
conduction heat transfer from the film surface to the coolant, but not too high for
limits on material properties and compatibility, lt is also high enough to provide
a high coolant temperature, resulting in good thermal conversion efficiency.

(2) High Thermal Conductivity
(3) Good Neutron Multiplier - Pb is an adequate neutron multiplier which allows

elimination of Be in blanket.
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(4) Safety Advantages - Since the film contains no Li, the chemical reaction
hazard and mobility of Li and LiPb is nota problem.

(5) Chemical Compatibilitywith SiC
(6) Good Fit withPb in HohlraumTargets - Since Pb has been selected as the

main high-Z component in the indirect-drive hohlraum targets, impurity control
in the liquid is easier.

The main disadvantages of Pb are its weight, low tritium solubility leading to higher
permeation, radioactivity (which can be reduced with impurity control), health hazard
of Pb vapor, and lower energy multiplication as compared with a Be multiplier.

Having rejected Li and LiPb protectants for safety reasons, Flibe (Li2BeF4) was
considered as an alternative. Flibe has been extensively studied in the HYLIFE-II5
reactor studies. While it offers some potential advantages, several concerns led us to
select Pb. These areas of concern for Flibe include:

• Poor thermal conductivity (0.8 vs. 34 W/m-K for Pb)
• Dissociation
• Coolant chemistry
• Short-term activation of fluorine
• Chemical reactivity of fluorine
• Mobility of Be and F in vapor form (transport into vacuum system)

The overall configuration of Prometheus is a low aspect ratio cylinder with
hemispherical end caps. This configuration was selected for several reasons:

(1) Maintenance of a cylinder is easier than a sphere. Maintenance paths are ali
straight vertical. The configuration allows independent removal of first wall
panels and blanket modules.

(2) A cylinder provides better control of film flow. Problems protecting the upper
hemisphere can be reduced with higher aspect ratio, in which the distance
from the blast to the upper end cap can be maximized.

(3) A cylindrical configuration is more consistent with conventional plant layouts.

The main disadvantage of this concept is nonuniform power distribution and higher
peak loads. The higher peak-to-average loading leads to larger size and higher cost
for a given total reactor power. To minimize these disadvantages, the aspect ratio is
kept relatively Iowmof the order of 1-2; however, this also limits the advantage of
upper end cap protection.

Another main feature of the Prometheus design is the separate blanket region. This
blanket is protected from the blast and _sdesigned to optimize breeding, energy
conversion, reliability, and maintainability. A more detailed explanation of the blanket
i; found in the following section.
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The concept described above can be applied to both laser and heavy ion reactor
designs. This feature is importantin reducingthe R&D requiredfor cavity
development.

4.4.2 Blanket Concept- The design of the Prometheusblanket was strongly
influencedby the desire to maximizesafety and reliability. Safety considerationsled
to the choice of a heliumcoolant,low-activationsolidbreeder, and SiC for the
structureand neutronreflector. Higher reliabilityis soughtby a combinationof vertical
maintenancewith easily-detachabieblanket modules, low coolantpressure with
doublecontainment,and relativelyconventionalconfigurationadapted from magnetic
fusionreactors.

The overallconfigurationconsistsof several rings, each containinga numberof
modules. The modulesare configuredintothe ringsoutsideof the reactor. If any
modulerequires replacement, the entire ring can be removedeasily, and then repairs
are made to individualmodulesexternally. The module is composedof layersof
coolantand breeder. The pressurizedHe coolant is containedin U-bend wovenSiC
tube shells. The Li20 breeder is placed in packed-bedform between the tube shells
and is purged by He flowingalong the axisof the module.

The Li20 breeder has many attractivefeatures, includinglowactivation,good
temperaturewindow, low tritiuminventory,and good existingdata base. Of the
candidatesolidbreeder materials, it has the bestTBR and, in conjunctionwiththe first
wall Pb coolant, provides the potential for adequate tritium breeding without the need
for Be as a multiplier.

He coolant also has many advantages, lt is chemically inert and can operate at high
temperature. This allows high thermal cycle efficiency, but also eliminates the need for
a thermal resistance region between the breeder and coolant (ali solid breeder
materials must operate at high temperature to release their tritium).

In previous blanket design studies, the disadvantages of using He at high pressure
have been assessed. These include high pressure stresses, possibly leading to
failures, and the fear of leakage problems. In order to reduce these concerns, we took
advantage of the unique possibility for low-pressure operation in our design. Inertial
fusion inherently produces less neutron power than magnetic fusion. In the
Prometheus design, the thick first wall system substantially moderates the neutrons
and further reduces the neutron power to the blanket. Only 60% of the thermal power
is in the blanket system. Because of the low power density in the Prometheus blanket,
the coolant pressure was reduced from the more traditional 5 MPa to only 1.5 MPa.
The pressure is so low that the breeder module walls and purge system were
designed to withstand coolant tube rupture, resulting in a much higher reliabi!i*,.ythan
higher-pressure designs.
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The major penalty paid for this pressure reduction is higher pumping power, resulting
in lower thermal cycle efficiency. In this design, the tradeoff was judged favorably for
the low pressure design.

Finally, the Pb FW coolant is the sole multiplier. Eliminating Be from the blanket
makes the blanket design simpler and also avoids the well-known problems of
resource limitations and high cost. Overall, the Prometheus blanket is a very simple
and conventional blanket design, yet offers excellent safety, environmental, reliability,
and lifetime characteristics.
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4.5 Selection Criteria for SiC/SiC Composites

4.5.1 Introduction - An important feature of fusion reactions is that the resulting
radioactiveproductsare short-lived. However,the interactionof neutronswith
structuralmaterials in fusionpower systemscan lead to long-livedradioactivedecay
chains. Proper selectionof structuralmaterialscan lead to significantreductionsin the
level and durationof environmentallyhazardousradioactiveproducts. Several
neutronicand conceptualfusion-reactorstudieshave concluded that the post-
shutdownradioactiveinventoriesof FW/B structuresmade of pure SiC are
dramaticallylowerthan any metallicalloyconsideredfor fusionso far.1-4 The same
assessments have shownconclusivelythat decay heat generated in the reactor,in
case of a loss of coolantaccident,can be safelyand passivelyremovedwithoutthe
danger of radioactivityrelease to the environment, lt is also realizedthat long-term
radioactiveinventorieswill be mainly controlledby the level of impuritiesin the
structure. Therefore, processingtechnologieswhich offer the potentialfor significant
reductionsin the level of impuritiesshouldbe attractivefor the developmentof SiC
structures.

Another important feature of SiC structuralmaterialsis their hightemperature
capabilities. Operationaltemperaturesapproaching1000°C are potentiallyattainable,
which can lead to improvedthermalcycle efficiency. For these importantreasons, the
developmentof SiC structuralcomponentsis perceivedto be of paramount
significanceto the successfulcommercializationof fusionenergy. This section
analyzes and reviewsthe body of knowledgewhich is relevant to the applicationof
SiC as a structural material in the inertial confinement reactor concept Prometheus.
The relevant features and data base of SiC/SiC composites are presented. On the
basis of the available data base and reasonable extrapolations, selection criteria are
developed.

4.5.2 Processing of SiC/SiC FRC's - Several methods have been developed for
production of SiC fibers for use as reinforcements in high-temperature composites.
Continuous yarns of 500 fibers are now in commercial production by Nippon Carbon
Company I under the trade name Nicalon. The process starts by dechlorinating
dichlorodimethylsilane with molten metallic sodium to produce the solid polymer.
Further processing steps are polymerization, and densification of amorphous Si and C
at high temperatures (1200°C-1500°C). The final microstructure is crystalline 13-SICof
density in the range 3.16 g/cm3, and of crystallite size of 20-50 l_m. The final product is
continuous multifilament tows comprised of 500 filaments.

SiC monofilaments can also be prepared by the chemical vapor deposition (CVD)
process, as described in References 2 and 3. SiC is deposited from vapor mixtures of
alkyl silanes and H2 onto a substrate formed by a resistance-heated W wire or C
filament. The substrate has a diameter of 10-25 l_mand forms the fiber core. The final
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filament is commonly 100-150 _m in diameter. Although deposition at high
temperatures (above 1300°C) is fast, the resulting structure is coarse crystalline and is
weaker than the amorphous structure obtained at lower temperatures. If any free
silicon appears in the microstructure, further weakening will result.

Whiskers of SiC can be prepared either from rice hulls4 or by a vapor-liquid-solid
(VLS) process.5 Rice hull whiskers contain around 10% SiO2 and between 0%-10%
Si3N4. Around 10% of SiC is in the 13crystalline phase, and the remainder is
composed of o_-SiCparticulates. Whiskers produced from rice hulls are short, with
lengths around 50 I_m. Longer and smoother whiskers are prepared at Los Alamos5
by the VLS process. Such whiskers possess superb mechanical properties, with an
average strength of 8.4 GPa and an average elastic modulus of 580 GPa.

Multifilament fibers can be assembled into two- and three-dimensional structures by
interlacing, intertwining, or interlooping. Combining the high strength of fibers with
proper matrix-fiber interface frictional properties, fiber architectures will expand the
design options for tough and reliable fusion structural materials. Fiber architectures
can be classified into four categories" discrete, continuous, two-dimensional, and fully
integrated (three-dimensional). Selection of one of these architectures for F/B or I_,iah
heat flux applications will depend on a number of factors. These are" (1) the capability
for in-plane multi-axial reinforcements, (2) through-thickness reinforcements, (3) the
capability for final shape manufacturing, and (4) leak-tightness of the final components
during high-temperature operation. Selection of a particular form of architecture for
fusion may be premature at present, because matrix processing techniques are still
evolving. While 3-D architectures provide an orthotropically tougher composite, the
CVI technology employed at present is limited to low fiber volume fractions, and the
procedure is quite lengthy. On the other hand, 2-D laminates can be produced at
much greater speeds and can achieve higher fiber volume fractions. The final
component mechanical properties will be anisotropic. This feature will certainly lead
to reduced capabilities of components to carry shear loads. In summary, processing
technologies for the manufacture of SiC/SiC FRM's are available at present. However,
further deveJopment is needed for production of components on a commercial scale.

4.5.3 Data Base - SiC is known to have high intrinsic strength and stiffness
(E = 450 GPa at RT), high-temperature stability (decomposition temperature
= 2830°C), and excellent oxidation resistance. Its relatively high conductivity
(k = 0.25 W cm-1 °C-1 at 200°C) and low coefficient of thermal expansion
(e_= 3.8x10 -6 °C-1 at 200°C) results in favorable thermal shock resistance when
compared to other ceramic materials. The thermal conductivity of CVD SiC,
k(W cm-1 °C-1), and the specific heat, Cp (J Kg-1°C-1), are given by empirical
equations of the form:
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4

i=1

where T is temperature in °C. Values of the polynomial fit coefficients are shown in
Table 4.5.3-1. Graphical representation of these properties as functions of
temperature is shown in Figure 4.5.3-1.

Table 4.5.3-1. Coefficients of Polynomial Fits to Selected Properties of SiC
4

Thermal Fracture Young's .... Swelling
Property Conductivity Specific Heat Stress, at Modulus BV/V

Coefficient W m-1 K-1 j Kg-1 K-1 MPa GPa <1000° C , >1000°C

MO 62.84 435.53 -993.9 605.632 1.43 -71.19

M1 -0.04 3.08 7.42 -1.407 0.0059 0.15

M2 6.25x10 -6 -0.0047 -0.01 3 0.003 -1.56x10 -9 1.09x10 "4

M3 0 3.31 xl 0-6 9.54x 10-6 -2.087xl 0 -6 8.58xl 0-9 2.56xl 0-8

M4 0 -8.41x10 -10 -2.42x10 -9 0 0 0
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Figure 4.5.3-1. Dependence of the Specific Heat and
Thermal Conductivity of SiC on Temperature
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Assessment of the data base and development of a proper fusion-specific SiC
composite is an iterative process. For this reason, we discuss here the available
mechanical and radiation effects data base so that ways for further improvements can
be found.

4.5.3.1 Mechanical Properties - The tensile strength of Nicalon fibers i_._
statistical because of the existence of defects (e.g. voids and cracks) during the
manufacturing process, lt is also strongly influenced by heat treatment, test
atmosphere, and test temperature. Commercial Nicalon fibers in various atmospheres
show degradation in strength at or above 1000°C. 6 Strength deterioration is attributed
to: (1) chemical reaction between SiO2 and free C, leading to surface damage;
(2) crystallization of the amorphous structure; and (3) oxidation in gaseous
atmospheres. The tensile strength of CVD-prepared SiC fibers on C cores is retained
only up to 800°C. The 100 h rupture strength of CVD fibers was shown to degrade
greatly above 1100°C. 7 While the average tensile strength of unirradiated
monofilaments is 2.8 GPa at temperatures below 900°C, preform wires have an
average flexural strength of only 1.3 GPa. The uniform elongation at fracture is
1.5-2.O%.

For CVD fibers, it was observed that fiber creep is anelastic (i.e. recoverable) and is a
result of grain boundary sliding,8 controlled mainly by a small amount of free silicon in
the grain boundary. Fiber creep activation energy of 480 kJ mole-1 was concluded to
be similar to sintered SiC material, and the resulting creep rate is about an order of

magnitude greater than the Nicalon fibers.8 The lower creep resistance of the more
commercial Nicalon fibers was attributed to the lower grain boundary (GB) viscosity of
free Si, which results from the polymerization process. Diffusional creep by GB sliding
has an activation energy estimated at 611 kJ mole-1 and a pre-exponential of
3.1 x10 -7 m 2 s-1.[Ref.9]

These observations indicate that high-temperature creep properties of the composite

may be life-limiting in fusion. In particular, the crack bridging mechanism, which is the
main feature for enhancement of the composite's toughness, will have to be critically
examined since the bridging fibers may creep at a faster rate than the matrix itself.

The high-temperature deformation characteristics of hot-pressed SiC have been
experimentally investigated and may be taken as indicative of the matrix in a
composite.8, 9 The activation energies for power law as well as lattice diffusion creep
were found to be about 912 kJ mole-1.[Ref.9] Transition from power law creep at high

stresses to diffusional creep at low stresses was also observed. 1° However, the
diffusional matrix creep rates were found to be very small. A power law index of 5 was
found to be similar to that of pure Si. The mechanical properties of unirradiated

reaction sintered SiC (i.e., Young's modulus, E (GPa), and bend strength, qf (MPa)) as
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functions of temperature, T (°C), are also given by polynomial fits, with coefficients
defined in Table 4.5.3-1. Graphical representation is shown in Figure 4.5.3-2.

Fracture Stress and Young's Modulus
420 500

380 -
4O0

M 03

.-. 340 "
I0 Mm alB

oP 300 .o_
lO O1
Q 03
" 300"" LLI
t_ ,,.
O_ O
"-- 200 01

u 260 "3M
o

220 - ress 100

- - - Modulus of Elaslicity

180 I z t t ,,, I , 0
400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800

Temperature, °C

Figure 4.5.3-2. Temperature Dependence of the Fracture
Stress and Young's Modulus of SiC

The critical stress intensity factor of the SiC matrix is expected to be low, as compared
to metallic alloys. However, the bridging of cracks with the strong fibers will possibly
allow for higher values of an apparent KtC,especially when one is concerned about
catastrophic through cracks. Room temperature values of Ktc for an unbridged hot
pressed SiC range from 2.6 to 5.7 MN.M-3/2and is independent of temperature up to
1000°C. Sintered SiC shows temperature-independent Kic of about 3 MN.M-3/2up to
1500°C.

An allowable design stress for SiC FRC's will depend on a wide range of
manufacturing and operational factors. For example, recent fracture test results at PNL
at 800°C on S;C FRM's from several vendors showed them to have strengths in the
range 300-600 MPa in the unirradiated condition. Neutron irradiation at the same
temperature, and up to approximately 10 dpa, showed that the fracture strength
declined by about a factor of 2-2.5.11 lt is possible then, with modest technology
extrapolation, that low pressure FW/B components would be designed to operate
rel,ably in a fusion environment.
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4.5.3.2 Coolant Compatibility- SiC has excellent resistance to oxidation up to
1000°C, because of the formation of a protective stable SiO2 layer. Rapid oxidation
may occur, however, depending on the physical state of the oxide layer between
100°C and 1300°C. The porous oxide layer offers no resistance to the diffusion of
oxygen to react with the SiC forming volatile Si and C oxides. The stability of the SiO2
layer is dependent on the O2 partial pressure, being unstable at pressures lower than
10-10 to 10-8 atmospheres. 12 In a primary helium loop, the partial pressure of 02 is
expected to exceed these values. However, the reaction of the interfacial layer
between the fibers and the matrix with oxygen will ultimately determine the upper
usable temperature of the composite, as far as compatibility is concerned. At present,
this layer is either C, BC4, or BN. While carbon oxidation will severely limit the upper
temperature, the production of He and H from nuclear reactions in B compounds is
expected to degrade the strength of SiC FRC's. An important factor which needs yet to
be studied is the possible reduction of the passive SiO2 layer by tritium or hydrogen.

Compatibility studies of SiC in molten Li indicated that intergranular penetration
degrades its fracture strength. 13 Reaction with the glassy phase at the GB is thought
to be the cause of this rapid penetration. In a molten lithium environment, the uniform
corrosion rate was reported to be extensive. 13 However, the reported data was
obtained at 02 activities thought to be much higher than anticipated in a typical Li loop
of a fusion reactor. 11

4.5.3.3 Radiation Effects - The strong directional bonding and the mass
difference between Si and C atoms render the crystalline form of I_-_iC exceptional

radiation resistance characteristics. Recent Molecular Dynamics (MD) studies 14 show
that Replacement Collision Sequences (RCS's) are improbable, and that the
displacement of C atoms is much easier than Si. MD computer simulations 14 show
that while the average threshold displacement energy (Ed) is 15 eV for C, it is about
90 eV for Si. This result would directly lead to the conclusion that the stoichiometry of
the displacement cascade will differ substantially from that of the matrix, lt is also
observed that energetic Si PKA's displace multiple C atoms which end up on <111>
planes. Thus, C-rich interstitial dislocation loops will tend to form on <111> planes.
Experimental observations at temperatures below 1000°C tend to corroborate this
conclusion. 15 Vacancies and He atoms exhibit considerable mobility above 1000°C.
These fundamental considerations may explain some of the observed features of SiC
dimensional changes as a function of temperature and fluence. 15-18

The ease by which C atoms can be displaced, as compared to Si, would indicate that
C-rich interstitial loops may tend to be prevalent as a result of irradiation. Energetic Si
atoms traveling the <111> gap induce simultaneous displacements of multiple C
atoms on {111} planes. Price 15 observed Frank-type loops on {111} planes which
may be C-rich. Below 1000°C, point defects tend to form loops on {111} planes and
swelling is therefore expected to saturate. For example, Harrison and Correli 19
observed large loops (10-200 nm)in RB-SiC after neutron irradiation to a fluence of

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto titlepage restriction 4-5 5



INERTIALFUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

1.8x1023 cm-2. At temperatures above 1000°C, cavities form and swelling does not
saturate. The presence of helium results in further increases in the swelling rate by the
known gas-driven swelling mechanism, as observed in the swelling of nuclear fuels.
Swelling data with helium generation are scarce and need future considerations.
Swelling of 13-SICin the temperature range 625-1500°C and at a neutron fluence
(E > 0.18 MeV) of 1.2x1022 [Ref.15]is represented by two separate polynomials, with
two different sets of coefficients below and above 1000°C, respectively. The
coefficients and the general swelling behavior as a function of temperature is shown in
Figure 4.5.3-3. Additional helium will drive swelling to higher values, particularly at
temperatures above 1200°C. 20
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Figure 4.5.3-3. Volumetric Swelling of SiC as a Function of Temperature at a
Neutron Fluence of 1.2x1022 n cm"2 (E>0.18 MeV)

A significant irradiation damage problem which results in the deterioration of the
mechanical properties of SiC is the crystalline-to-amorphous phase transition
phenomenon. For example, the strength of Nicalon fibers is degraded by irradiation- '
induced re-crystallization. Crystallites growing out of the fibers into the matrix f'_rm
nucleation sites for cracks leading to delamination of the interface. The limited
accumulated evidence from radiation effects data indicate that the upper temperature
limit for use of SiC in structural design is in the range of 900-1000°C.

4.5.4 Design With SiC/SiC Composites - Design rules for SiC/SiC composites
in the high-temperature and radiation environment of fusion reactors are obviously not
established, mainly because the test data base is not complete. This data base for
mechanical properties must also be made on full-size components lt is interesting to
note that the fracture behavior of the composite is totally different from monolithic
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behavior, and exhibitsconsiderableapparent ductility,as shown in Figure 4.5.4-1.
However, this increasedtoughnessis caused by the dissipationof the elasticenergy
in slow micro-crackingprocesses. Failure stresseswillhave to be determinedfor
particularapplications(e.g. load bearingbut not leak-tightcomponents, leak-tight
components,compon,;ntswhich resistthermalstresses,etc.). A promisingfailure
approachwould be to use an interactivetheory, suchas the Tsa-Wu criterion. In such
an approach,the failure stresstensoris measured. This would give failure stress

Composite Failure

200 111 _ UNIDIRECTIONAl

Ill / co,,
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Figure 4.5.4-1. Stress-Strain Behavior of Monolithic and Unidirectional
Composite SiC at Room Temperature

componentsin tension,compression,and shear, for both in-plane and out-of-plane
components. Structuralanalysiswould be fairly completeand would result in the
definitionof safety factorsin eachdirection. This approachwouldtake into accountthe
probabilisticvariabilityof properties,as determinedby experimentalmeasurements.
There willbe no need to use Weibullstatisticalanalysisbecause safety factorsand the
experimentalfailure tensor wouldguarantee safe operation,as desired, from a
particularcomponent.

4.5.5 Selection Rationale- SiC/SiC FRC's are excellent, low-activation,safe
structuralmaterialsfor the high-temperatureand radiationenvironmentin commercial
fusionreactors. Their superiormechanicaland physicalpropertieswouldallow for
operationaltemperatures approaching900-1000°C, thus achieving high thermal
cycle efficiencies. The strongcovalent bond between Si and C resultsin promising
resistanceto the damagingeffects of neutronirradiation. Increasedtoughness
because of the reinforcementwith strong fibers willmake deterministicdesign
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approaches possible. However, considerable research and development will be
needed before the material will be able to meet its promise.
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4.6 Target Selection

Given that laser and heavy ions can be built to deliver MJ of pulses onto small foci, a
key element in an inertial fusion energy (IFE) reactor is the design of the DT target.
The IFE driver designs are dictated, in large part, by the target configuration as well as
the requirements set forth by the target designers for achieving a uniform DT target
implosion. Depending upon the stringency of DT target irradiation requirements in
terms of uniformity of illumination (in the case of the laser driver) or in the beam
diameters on target (in the case of the heavy ion driver), the requirements placed on
the drivers may be sufficiently demanding that the resulting driver costs would be
unaffordable. Thus it is of vital importance that the target irradiation requirements for
both Prometheus-L and Prometheus-H be well understood. The following section

describes the types of DT targets and target irradiation requirements currently being
considered for both laser-driven and heavy ion-driven IFE reactors.

4.6.1 Laser Driver Target - The Target Working Group (TWG) has provided the
study team with prescriptions for target illumination for both direct and indirect laser-
driven targets. 1 At the present time, owing to the higher target gain, we selected the
direct-drive IFE laser target was selected as the baseline. Therefore efforts were
concentrated on the direct-drive laser target illumination problem. A schematic of this
target is shown in Figure 4.6.1-1.

The direct-drive laser target consists of a polystyrene shell surrounding a layer of DT
ice and a central region of DT vapor. As an example, for a driver energy of 1.6 MJ, the
radius of such a target would be 0.2 cm.

CH Sh_

DTGas or Vacuum

Solid DT rer

Figure 4.6.1-1 Schematic of Laser Direct-Drive IFE Target Structure.
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In addition to the direct drive targets, the team also examined the indirect-drive laser
IFE targets, lt was assumed the fuel containing pellet or capsule of indirect-drive laser
targets would be similar to the DD design. No further information on the geometry of
laser indirect drive targets was supplied. As most of the information on these targets is
classified, it is difficult to fill in the details needed to arrive at developing credible
indirect-drive target illumination schemes. In considering the laser IFE indirect-drive
(lD) target further, it was necessary to make a number of assumptions regarding lD
laser targets based on the scant details available in the open literature. Additional
details regarding these laser lD IFE target considerations can be found in Section 6.5.

A laser driver energy of 4 MJ was selected for reasons outlined in Sections 4.2
and 6.2. Mass scaling data was used to estimate that a target similar to that illustrated
in Figure 4.6.1-1 scaled to a driver energy of 4 MJ would contain --6.5 mg of DT and
16.5 mg of CH. This was used as the base target for the Prometheus-L design study.
The possibility of adding thin layers of various materials to the basic DD target
structure to act as permeation barriers, shine shields, etc., was also considered.
However, with the possible exception of target alignment requirements, such additions
were found to be unnecessary for the point design chosen. Therefore, the basic
design shown in Figure 4.6.1-1 was used without modification.

Following the completion of the Prometheus-L laser driver design, a number of
questions have emerged regarding the direct-drive target illumination requirements
set forth by the TWG. Thus, when the requirements set forth by the TWG for direct-
drive target illumination are compared with some of the known consideration_
applying to the laser beam illumination physics and the physics of light/plasma
interaction, some serious questions arise regarding some of the TWG direct-drive
target illumination requirements.2 Facts and known requirements associated with the
TWG guidelines, the laser driver, and target coupling physics are briefly summarized
below.

4.6.1.1 _ODtimized Target Interactions - By considering the impacts of the TWG
direct-drive target illuminationrequirementswith the newlydefined capabilitiesof the
Prometheus-L laser driverand the knownphysicsrequirementsof laser light/plasma
interactions,it shouldbe possibleto optimizethe laser/targetcouplinginteraction
significantly. This laser/targetinteractionoptimizationmay resultin a significant
reductionin the laser energy requiredto reach a given DT targetgain. The IWG has
already specified that implementationof a "zoom" opticalsystemwhich followsthe
implodingsurface of criticaldensitycould guarantee an increase in target coupling
efficiencyof a factorof at least two.

Each of these three areas of discussionis brieflydescribedbelow:
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4.6.1.2 TWG's Direct-Drive Tarqet Illumination Requirements- The TWG
direct-drivetarget irradiationscenario includesthe followingelements:

(1) There will be at least60 laser beams incidenton the target.
(2) The target will be illuminated uniformly such that the intensity variation

anywhere on the spherical surface will not vary more than +1%.
(3) ;Llaser ~ 250 nm, increasing the importance of Bremsstrahlung absorption

over resonant absorption.
(4) The pulse duration of the main pulse will be approximately 6 ns with an

approximately 60 ns lower intensity precursor "foot"; ali beams must produce
similar pulse shapes such that the uniformity requirement (2) is met.

(5) The laser beam size on the target will be equal to the target diameter.
(6) The spherical direct drive DT target will be approximately 0.6 cm in diameter.
(7) During the course of the laser pulse, the critical surface of the target will shrink

to a diameter ~0.3 cm.
(8) The spatial intensity distribution of each laser beam incident on the target

shall approximate I (0) ~ (sin e/e)2.

The penalty associated with failing to meet target illumination requirements is poor or
no target yield.

4.6.1.3 Laser Driver Requirements/Characteristics - In addition to the
preceding eight requirements set forth by the TWG, there are a number of
requirements and/or characteristics of the laser driver and its associated optics which
need to be taken into consideration.

(1) Excimer laser amplifiers produce optical beams having square cross-sections.
(2) Square laser beams map efficiently onto spherical surfaces only if the

dimensions of the squares are significantly smaller than the sphere radius.
(3) The degree of trapezoidal apodization and the requirements for an efficient

laser amplifier fill factor can be traded off to yield an optimum value.
(4) Optical elements cost least when sized according to an optimum aperture;

optical vendors can be geared up to produce square (or rectangular) optics.
(5) Large aperture optics can be synthesized from an array of square (or

rectangular) subelements using optimized aperture sizes.
(6) Trapezoidal (or pyramidal) laser beam apodization can reduce angular

pointing requirements for the array mirrors.
(7) For a final focusing mirror focal length, fm, of 40 m and an effective aperture,

Dm,of 1 m, the f/number of the focusing optics is relatively large (~40).
(8) Automatic "zooming" of the optical system on the collapsing surface of critical

density occurs when the foci of each of the 60 mirrors are located at the center
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of the target. (This arrangement is impractical in the present case2 since it
would require a prohibitive number of beamlines.)

(9) For constant beam quality and laser wavelength, the far field focal spot size
depends only on the f/number of the final focusing mirror; in the present case,
the focal diameter for each laser beam is estimated to lie between 10 and

15 microns (assuming an f/40 system and _.= 248 nm).
(10) Research has been performed on high power optical techniques for

generating negative non-linear refractive indices, thereby making possible (in
principle) automatic "zooming" optical systems for high power lasers.

(11) The surface of the 0.6 cm diameter target sphere lies in the near field of each
of the 60 laser beams, thereby permitting beams of predetermined shape and
apodization to be placed on the target's critical surface (typically, laser beams
do not follow spatial intensity profiles ~ (sin e/e)2 [this is a far-field diffraction
intensity profile]).

(12) Although a variety of laser beam cross-sectional shapes and apodizations are
possible, square beams with trapezoidal apodizations appear to be an
optimum choice for efficiently placing a homogeneous intensity distribution on
the spherical target surface.

(13) Even with careful computer control of the laser amplifier power conditioning, it
will take strenuous efforts to achieve the +1% target illumination homogeneity
requirements set forth by the TWG.

The penalties for not heeding the physics of laser drivers are low efficiency, high driver
cost, impaired performance, and difficult alignment problems.

4.6.1.4 Laser/Plasma Interaction Physics Reouirements - The following
observationsregardinglaser/plasma interactionscan be made:

(1) The pdma_j mechanism for couplingUV laser lightinto an implodingplasma
havingdensitiesat or greater thanthe criticaldensity is inverse
Bremsstrahlung.

(2) Resonance absorptioncan also play a role,especially for large angles of
incidence. In the case of linearlypolarized laser light,resonance absorption
is concentrated intwo lobesaligned alongthe polarizationvector.3

(3) La3er lightinteractsweakly with plasma belowthe critical densitywith the
primarilyeffects being SBS, SRS, and refractionof the incident laser light.

(4) Laser light cannot propagate through plasmas havingdensities greater than
criticaldensity.

(5) Planar target interactionexperiments have shownthat the inverse
Bremsstrahlungabsorptiondepends upon the fifth power3 of the cosine of the
angle of incidence, q (where the angle of incidence is the angle between the
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Poynting vector and the normal to the critical surface) for linear plasma density
profiles and on the (cos 0)3 for exponential plasma density profiles.

(6) Rayleigh-Taylor (RT) instabilities are driven primarily by laser beam intensity
inhomogeneities occurring at the beginning of an implosion.

(7) Higher-order RT instabilities are more serious than low-order instabilities.
(8) Laser intensities above 1015 W/cre 2 tend to produce undesirable nonlinear

optical effects in the plasma atmosphere (including stimulated Raman
scattering, stimulated Brillouin scattering, harmonic generation at 003/2, etc.).

(9) Resonance absorption (RA) depends upon the polarization vectors of each of
the laser beams, which means that RA can spoil the homogeneity of target
illumination even if the intensity is homogeneous. The TWG did not address
the polarization issue.

The penalties associated with ignoring these plasma physics issues are inefficient
light/plasma coupling, low target yield, and impaired system performance.

4.6.1.5 Global IFE Implications of Conflicting Reouirements- The
implications of this brief review of characteristics and requirements for the TWG direct-
drive target prescription, the current laser driver design, and the physics of
laser/plasma interactions are that significant improvements in IFE performance may be
attained if careful tradeoffs are made to find optimum solutions which simultaneously
satisfy ali the requirements. This, then, is the purpose in examining these issues at
this time so that unnecessary or inappropriate requirements which may actually impair
IFE performance can b_ identified and, if possible, altered to permit a more optimum
design to be generated.

4.6.1.6 Possible Conflicts Amonq the TWG Requirements- IB vs. RA- The
two principal laser/plasma absorption ._,=echanismsare inverse Bremsstrahlung (IB)
and resonant absorption (RA). The IWG requirements that the direct-drive target be
homogeneously (+1%) illuminated with ~60 randomly polarized laser beams equal to
the diameter of the target may produce significant laser beam/plasma coupling
inefficiencies and absorption non-uniformity. The most efficient excimer laser beam
cross-sectior_ is rectangular, a shape which couples inefficiently onto a sphere unless
the laser spot size is significantly smaller than the radius of the sphere. Furthermore,
for full sphere illumination, most of the laser beam power will be incident on the critical

surface of the target at incidence angles, 0o, greater than 45 ° (when inverse

Bremsstrahlung absorption3 is proportional to [cos 0o]5) and additional laser/plasma
coupling inhomogeneities due to resonant absorption may result. These problems are
explored in detail below.
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4.6.1.7 Calculation of Laser/Plasma Tanqential Couplinq Efficiencies for.
IB and RA - in general, calculations of laser/plasma coupling efficiency are extremely
involved even when performed using magneto-hydrodynamics computer codes (i.e.,
LASNEX) on large machines. However, some simple considerations which can be
performed on microcomputers are in order here. The first case considered is that of
the specified target illumination scenario in which the incident laser beams are of
dimensions equal to the diameter of the DT target. This scenario corresponds to the
target illumination guideline furnished by the TWG. Both IB and RA calculations will be
made. Resonant absorption (RA) depends approximately on (cos eo)2, whereas fur
inverse Bremsstrahlung the absorption is proportional to (cos eo)5 for linear plasma
density gradients and proportional to (cos 00)3 for exponential density gradients. The
RA absorption also depends upon the polarization state of the absorbed laser light,
and, in general, the RA absorption is a complex, two-lobed spatial function. Each of
these two major light/plasma absorption mechanisms will be discussed below.

First, a specification is required for the laser pulse temporal format delivered in
60 beams to the direct-drive target in order to generate the target implosion scgnario.

An approximate sketch of each of the 60 laser beam pulses as specified by the TWG is
shown below in Figure 4.6.1-2.

As indicated in Figure 4.6.1-2, the prepulse "ramp" precedes the main laser pulse in
order to ablate a dilute plasma from the direct-drive DT target and form a critically-
dense surface in preparation for arrival of the main pulse(s). At the end of the prepulse
"ramp," ihe target is nominally still 0.6 cm in diameter, although the extent of the dilute
plasma atmosphere ablated from the target is contained within a sphere of radius, Ra,

given by the expression:

Ra = Ro + Vplasma'Cramp (4.6.1 -1)

where Ro ~ 0.3 cm is the initial radius of the DT target, and where

Vplasma ~ 4x107 cm/sec according to measurements made by Auerbach 4, et al. For
Cramp~ 60 ns, Ra ~ 2.7 cm. The primary linear effect of this spherical atmosphere of
dilute plasma would be to refract the incident laser light slightly in such a manner that
the converging beam would focus more quickly, but at a point well beyond the target.
The tangential target illumination geometry which occurs at the beginning of the main
laser pulse is shown in Figure 4.6.1-3.

lt is presumed that the dilute plasma atmosphere surrounding the target only produces
a slight focusing of the incident rays. As discussed below, however, the nonlinear
effects (stimulated Brillouin scattering, stimulated Raman scattering) can produce a
significant number of hot electrons which can lead to target preheat.
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Inverse Bremsstrahlung Absomtign - lt is apparent from Figure 4.6.1-3 that most of the
incident laser power will be incident on the target critical surface at angles greater than
45 °. Numerous well-characterized, laser-induced plasma experiments have been

conducted on planar targets for which the angle of incidence, eo, was well known. An

expression 3 for the fractional absorption, fib, as a function of eo due to inverse
Bremsstrahlung for a plasma is:

=(16v_
,-_, r3R cosSeo (4.6.1-2)f_)

where the ratio v/o)is evaluated at the critical density. Since the focal ratio of the laser

driver is ~f/40 to first order, the incident laser beams can be regarded as plane waves.
Simple laser/plasma absorption calculations have been carried out using Eq. 4.6.1-2
for ;L= 248 nm, assuming a "top-hat" beam intensity profile apodization and that the

fib(eo = 0) ~ 1 on the surface of critical density. The results are shown below in
Figure 4.6.1-4 for a time immediately prior to the target implosion.

Although these calculations were carried out using a larger laser amplifier fill factor

than the (sin e)2/e2 apodization assumed by the TWG, efficient extraction from excimer

laser amplifiers (and the Raman accumulators) would involve the use of high efficiency
apodizations and not be limited by far field diffracticn profiles such as (sin X)2/X 2.

Using the top-hat apodization and assuming that the laser beam spot sizes are equal
to 0.6 cm, then the laser energy is absorbed by the target as a function of the target
diameter and angle of incidence. This relationship is shown in Figure 4.6.1-5.

Angular Dependence of Inverse

Bremsstrahlung Target Absorption

o.e"

g o._J
o°..:i....,\J.......!.........!........._........1........1
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Figure 4.6.1-4. The Laser/Plasma Inverse Bremsstrahlung Absorption

Fraction Depends on the Incident Angle, %
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Inverse Bremsstrahlung Absorption as a
Function of Angle of Incidence (in Zones)
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Figure 4.6.1-5. The Inverse Bremsstrahlung Energy Absorbed by Direct-Drive Targets
Depend on the Incident Angle and Target Diameter (6 mm diameter spot size, 100 kJ

beam, 6 ns pulse duration, top-hat apodization)

The initialamountsof absorbed laser energyare small in Figure4.6.1-5 since the
area,,,of the annularaperturesare reducedfor smallvalues of eo. The geometryused
forconductingthese calculationsis shown belowin Figure 4.6.1-6.

Varying IncidentAngles
for Laser Beam Zones
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Direct Drive DT Target
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Figure 4.6.1-6 The Incident Laser Beam Can Be Decomposed Into
Annular Zones to Calculate Absorption Efficiencies
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The variation of the absorbed laser energy/beam for inverse Bremsstrahlung as a
function of target diameter was calculated assuming that the diameter of the critical
surface remains constant during the entire high power pulse duration (which was
assumed to be a temporal top hat distribution as weil) and the results are shown below
in Figure 4.6.1-7.

TargetAbsorbedEnergyby Inverse
Bremsstrahlung(6mmbeam,100kJ)
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Figure 4.6.1-7 The Absorbed Laser Energy/Beam Depends on the Direct Drive
Target Diameter for Inverse Bremsstrahlung (assuming 100 kJ/Beam

and 6 mm diameter laser spot sizes) for Static Target Diameters

As indicated, when the critical density target diameter decreases to a value of
RT ~ 3 mm, the laser power couples only approximately 7% into the target. Although
it was assumed that the radius of the target remained constant during the laser pulse
in calculating the results for Figure 4.6.1-7, it is straightforward to estimate the energy
absorbed by the target as it implodes. Thus if the rate of target implosion, dRT/dt, is
constant (here dRT/dt ~ 2.5x10 7 cm/sec) during the main portion of the laser pulse,
then the total energy absorbed by the target is calculated from the expression:

N
1

Eto,= N" _ Eabs(Rk)

k=0 (4.6.1-3)

where N is the number of iterations taken between R1 = 3 mm and RN = 1.5 mm.
Taking the further approximation that the laser power is constant during the implosion
of the target, then the energy absorbed by the target is calculated from Eq. 4.6.1-3 to
be 15.2 kJ/beam line, or approximately 15% of the available laser energy. Much of the
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laser light simply misses the critical surfaceof the target underthese circumstances•
This geometry is illustratedbelowin Figure4•6.1-8•
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Figure4.6.1-8. The Direct DriveTarget DiameterImplodesto Half the Laser Beam
Diameterby the End of the Main Laser Pulse

ResonanceAbsorptionCalculations- The energy absorbedby resonant-drivenfields
in the plasma is described by the expression:3

j" t)(<E_ dr sinOdOd(l)
Er>)

Eabs= 8g r2 (4.6.1-4)
where Er is the radial electric field of the laser beam• Near the critical density, the
expression for Er is given by:

1

a,(1 - °_) 4 P_ (cos O)COS (_ exp(i_)
l(l+l ) (Z)2(1;1 )

Er- (iE:k2r2) 2_Y(:z2 (4.6.1-5)
where al is given by the expression:

_l (l+ 1)

(:zl= k Rc (4.6.1-6)
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(where Rc is the radius of the plasma critical density) and where _2(_1)is the
absorption function for the lth mode. Tl:e fraction absorption of the lth mode, fRA, iS

given by:

(])2(1;£)

%- (461-7/
so that the total power absorbed from the laser beam as a consequence of resonance
absorpt!on is given by:

= 2_- "c_l (4.6.1-8)

where PIis the laser power in the lth mode.

The net result of performing the integral in Eq. 4.6.1-4 is to show that resonance
absorption generally depends upon (cos eo)_. Perhaps a more serious result of these
analyses3 is that the spatial absorption distribution function is not uniform over the
target sphere. The calculated RA distribution for a vertically polarized laser beam is
shown in Figure 4.6.1-9.

incident Laser
Polarization Vector

Relative Resonant
AbsorptionContours

Peak Resonant
Absorption Lobes

Direct-Drive
DT Targe_

Figure 4.6.1-9. The Calculated Spatial Dependence of the Laser
Power Absorbed by Resonance Absorption Is Not Homogeneous

As shown, resonance absorptionis predictedto producetwo symmetrical"hot spots" of
absorptionat mid-latitudeson the spherewhen illuminatedwith linearly polarized
light. This may constitutean absorptionuniformityproblembecause this process
occurs even when the sphere is uniformlyilluminated. However,by using_ = 248 nm
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laser radiation, the effects of resonanceabsorptionare not expected to be reduced
relativeto inverse Bremsstrahlung.

Simple laser/plasma absorption calculations have been carried out using Eq. 4.6.1-7
and Eq. 4.6.1-8 for _. = 248 nm, assuming a "top-hat" beam intensity profile apodization

and assuming that fra(eo= 0) ~ 1 (and fra = P_[cos el2) on the surface of critical density.
The results are shown below in Figure 4.6.1-10 for the case prior to the implosion.

Laser/Plasma Absorption as a Function
of Incident Angle (Resonant Absorption)

1.0, _-._,,,_

0.8 ...........................................

° N0.6 ..............................................................................................................

O
.IO
,<
¢::: 0.4 ......................................... ........................................... :............. ".............

_oo

0.2_ --._ -

0.0, _
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Incident Angle, degrees

Figure 4.6.1-10. The Fraction of Laser Power Absorbed Via Laser/Plasma
Resonance Absorption Is a Function of the Incident Angle, eo

As before, although these calculations were carried out using a "top-hat" intensity
profile (i.e., a larger laser amplifier fill factor than the (sin X)2/X2 apodization assumed
by the TWG), efficient extraction from excimer laser amplifiers (and the Raman
accumulators) would involve the use of such high efficiency apodizations. Using the
top-hat apodization and assuming that the laser beam spot sizes are equal to 0.6 cm,
then the laser energy absorbed by the target as a function of target diameter and angle
of incidence is shown in Figure 4.6.1-11.

As calculated above for the inverse Bremsstrahlung case, the initial amounts of
absorbed laser energy are small in Figure 4.6.1-11 since the areas of the annular

apertures are reduced for small values of eo, in accordance with the calculation
procedure illustrated in Figure 4.6.1-6.
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Laser Energy Absorbed by Direct-Drive DT Target as Function
of Incident Angle Resonant Absorption Contribution

5

............ ::........... _ .....___ Target Diameter" Z,._ m--B--.-- 6mm Dia

-:_--_....... = 5.5 mm Dia

E ' j ...... _ _ ....... _ ........ 4 mm Dia

1 • ............... -

0 _ t
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Incidence Angle, degrees

Figure 4.6.1-11. The Resonance Absorbed Energy for Direct-Drive Targets is a
Function of Both Incident Angle and Target Diameter (6 mm diameter Spot Size,

100 kJ Beam, 6 ns Pulse Duration, Top-Hat Apodization)

Following in a manner similar to that for the IB case above, the variation of the
absorbed laser energy/beam for inverse Bremsstrahlung as a function of target
diameter was calculated assuming that the critical surface remains constant at a
constant diameter during the delivery of the high power laser pulse (which was
assumed to be a temporal top hat distribution as weil) and the _esults are shown in
Figure 4.6.1 -12.

As indicated in Figure 4.6.1-12, when the critical density target diameter is reduced to
RT ~ 3 mm (with the laser beam diameter equal to 6 mm), the laser power couples only
approximately 11% into the target. The target radius was held constant during the
arrival of the laser pulse in calculating the results for Figure 4.6.1-7. lt is
straightforward to estimate the energy absorbed by the target as it implodes using
Eq. 4.6.1-1 above; it is calculated that 27.7 kJ/beam would be absorbed by the target
(assuming resonant absorption accounted for 100% of the laser/plasma target
interaction) or approximately 28%, based on the approximations that fRA(6o = 0) = 1,
and fRA(eo) = P=(COSeo)2.

In actual fact, resonance absorption is not the primarily laser/plasma absorption
mechanism and, consequently, the fraction of laser light, P_RA,absorbed by the
resonance absorption mechanism must be added to the fraction of laser light
absorbed by inverse Bremsstrahlung, _RA, to produce a total absorption, P=tot,given by

F"*tot= _IB * _RA (4.6.1-9)
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Absorbed Energy/Beam vs. Target Diameter
Resonant Absorption Contribution

(6 mm Laser Beam Diameter)

...........................................................................,.........../;.......................
en

_ 30

ZW

ts

O ........................................ J_ 20 ...................................................

47
m

10 . , . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . .
2 3 4 5 6 7

Target Diameter, mm

Figure 4.6.1-12. Estimated Absorbed Laser Energy/Beam vs. Direct Drive Target
Diameter for Resonance Absorption (100 kJ/Beam, 6 mm Diameter Laser Beam)

Assuming Constant Target Diameter

C0mDarison of the Target Absorption Results of IB and RA - As indicated above,
simple incident angle-dependent calculations regarding resonant absorption have
produced the results that only approximately 28% of incident laser light would be
absorbed by a 6-mm diameter sphere that uniformly implodes to a diameter of 3 mm
during the laser pulse. The previous resultcalculated for inverseBremsstrahlung
under the same circumstances produced a value of {IB ~ 15%. If it is assumed that IB
accounts for approximately two-thirds of the target absorption and RA the remaining
one third, then the overall absorption efficiency of a tangentially-illuminated 6 mm DT
direct-drive target would be approximately 20%. Thus, for a laser energy of 5 MJ
delivered to the target, these rough estimates suggest that only 1 MJ would be coupled
into the target!

4.6.1.8 Calculation of Laser/Plasma Nested Trapezoidal Beam Coupling
Efficiency - In a similar manner, the coupling efficiency for a laser beam with a
trapezoidalapodizationfocused downto an intermediatespot size, 81aser, given
approximately by the expression:

8= RT'_ (4.6.1-10)
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where, as before, RT is the radius of the direct-drive DT target and N is the number of
laser beams (N ,-,60). In the case in which RT ~ 0.6 cm, then _laser = 0.137 cm and
emax ~ 26.2o.

A schematic of meshing trapezoidal intensity distributions is illustrated in
Figure 4o6.1-13.

W .L r _L w -[ r j- w _-r --_

" I-
AINJitlt!ii[i!lii i it!ilIiiit/iifN\/

...:0._ ._:.:......_..:.:.__._.:::..;._:.:::.:_..:.:::.>:.:_:_:_:..::_::::_:::..:_:._,o-._
===================================================================================================_ --_

_:_ :_:.¥i_i_i_i_!_ _ ______:_i_!__._" _ I

Figure 4.6.1-13. Meshing Trapezoidal Intensity Distributions Permits
Smooth Near-Field Illumination of Direct Drive Targets

By varying the fill factor of these trapezoidal beams, the relative interbeam alignment
accuracy of the optical system can be traded off against laser amplifier efficiency (i.e.,
steep trapezoidal shoulders [large w/r ratios] mean high amplifier efficiency).
Figure 4.6.1-13 illustrates a case of a high w/r ratio. An example of nested trapezoidal
beams with a low w/r ratio is shown below in Figure 4.6.1-14. Since these beams are
in the near field (with a Fresnel number > 100), relatively detailed apodization profiles
are possible, although the impact of the apodization on the amplifier apodization must
be calculated.

i r ,_ , JwL, r _ r

Figure 4.6.1-14. Meshing Trapezoidal Intensity Distributions with Low w/r
Ratios Relaxes Near-Field Laser Beam Alignme.t Tolerances

In practice, it may be importantto includethe capabilitiesof on-boardcomputer control
systemsto permit interferometricalignmentaccuracy of the final focusingmirrorsonto
a surrogatetarget to be attained. Precise erectionof a surrogatetargetat the center of
the target chamber wouldbe a key feature of permittinglaser beams to be alignedto
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submicroradian accuracy. Such precise angular alignment must be carried out for
both q and f corresponding to the two beveled directions of the trapezoidal
apodization. An isometric view of the trapezoidal apodization is shown below in
Figure 4.6.1-15.

h TrapezoidalApodization

Figure 4.6.1-15. An Isometric View of Trapezoidal Beam Illustrates the Interlocking
of Multiple Near-Field Laser Beams Aligned on Direct Drive Fusion Targets

The use of nested trapezoidal beams can be applied to direct-drive targets illuminated
with a variety of beam architectures. Considered briefly here are beam configurations
starting with cubic symmetry (for which N = 6) and going out as far as N = 240. The
nested trapezoidal parameters for these cases are summarized in Table 4.6.1-1.

Table 4,6,1-1
Parameters for Direct-Drive Nested Trapezoidal Beam Arrangements

No. No. of Beams SpotSize onTarget (mm) CouplingEfficiency(%)
1 6 4.34 47.4
2 12 3.07 69.2
3 20 2.38 80.4
4 28 2.01 85.6
5 32 1.88 87.3
6 60 1.37 93.1
7 80 1.19 94.8
8 120 0.97 96.5
9 240 0.69 98.2
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The laser/target coupling efficiencies tabulated in Table 4.6.1-1 were calculated using
Eq. 4.6.1-2 above with the incident laser beam decomposed into annular zones as
shown in Figure 4.6.1-6 above, assuming that the diameter of the critical surface was
remaining constant.

The near field focusing geometry of the trapezoidal nesting of laser bear:is is
illustrated for a single incident laser beam in Figure 4.6.1-16.

DT Sphere of Radius R Focusing Laser Beam

A

r_ _:"'::::::::,'::::_:i:i:i:i._._._iii:::..
Beam Focus Laser

Entrance Aperture
Target = dt G = di/c= to Target Chamber

ot Diameter d

Figure 4.6.1-16. Near-Field Focusing Geometry for Trapezoidal Nesting

Since the DD target is locatedin the near field, the positionalaccuracy,d = Ax, of each
beam incidenton the target sphere is relatedto the requiredDD target illumination
uniformity,_, and the trapezoidalspacingparameter, r, via the simple relation:

d = z%x= gr (4.6.1-11)

Thus, if the TWG requirement for the required DD illumination uniformity (_) is equal to
0.01, then Ax = r/100. The angular pointing requirement, z%6,of the GIMM would
therefore be given by the expression:

z_ = d/(R1) = • r/R1 (4.6.1-12)

where R1 is the distance from the GIMM to the target. The values for the summit width
of the trapezoid, w (see Figure 4.6.1-13 and 4.6.1-14 for a definition of w), are
calculated as a function of the number of laser beam lines, N, and the results
presented above in Table 4.6.1-1. For a fixed target diameter (d = 0.6 cm), there are
other limitations on r since, in addition to optical alignment accuracy, 49, r affects the
laser beam fill factor, _ff. An expression for _ff is given by:

F_ff - w2

w2+ 2r(w+ r) (4.6.1-13)

where w and r are defined previously. In order for laser amplifierpowerextractionto
be efficientand to minimizeopticaldamage, it is importantthat _ff ~ 1, whichwould
force r = 0. This wouldbe undesirablefor the requirementnotedabove for the
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alignment accuracy, z_e. As shown below in Figure 4.6.1-17, a ray from an alignment
laser would be deflected in angle, As = 2d/R, assuming that a shine shield is available
on the DD target to assist in target alignment.

AlignmentLaser Ray.___.__..__ ! Normal to Correct Target Location
, Displacment Error

JDof Target d

Angular i / =
Deflection s

! !

Normal to ActualTarget Location , ,| !

! !

I !

! !

| !
!

Direct-Drive (DD)
Target Sphere
of Radius R

lular Deflection of
Alignment Ray - 2d/R

Figure 4.6.1-17 DD Target Misalignment Geometry tor Alignment Laser Reflecting Off
of Shine Shield: Angular Deflection = Ac_.

The dependence of the laser beam fill factor, _ff, on r is illustratedin Figure4.6.1-18 for
the cases of N = 60, 80, and 120 beams.

If values of the Prometheus-L laser beam fill factors, _ff > 0.8, are desired, then for
60 beams, w = 0.137 cm, r = 0.017 cm, and the alignment accuracy, AC, equals
• r/R1 ~ 9x10-8 radians or ~0.1 I_R. The corresponding sensing angle, Ao_,from the
DD target shine shield is ~2r/R ~ 100 I_R. Although these are challenging
requirements for the Prometheus-L laser/target beam alignment system, the resulting
cost reductions possible may be worth the additional technical investment.

The laser/target coupling efficiency, _, is plotted as a function of the number of laser
beams in Figure 4.6.1-19. To be conservative, these calculations included only the
fiB = _(cos 6o)5 inverse Bremsstrahlung contributions and did not include any
resonant absorption components.
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Figure 4.6.1-18 Laser Beam Fill Factors as a Function of Trapezoidal Ramp Lengths, r.

Laser/TargetCouplingEfficiencyfor DD
Targets with NestedTrapezoidalBeams

(6 mm Target, f/40 FocusingOptics)
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Figure 4.6.1-19. The Laser/Target Coupling Efficiency, _T, Depends on the Number
of Laser Beams Illuminating the Direct Drive Target (Constant 6 mm DD DT Target

Diameter and IB Interaction)
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As shown for large numbers of laser beams, the laser/plasma coupling efficiency
exceeds 90% for a static target. When these calculations are repeated for N = 60 for
critical surfaces ranging from 6 mm to 3 mm diameters while keeping the beam

diameter at the target constant (-1.37 mm), the coupling efficiency, _T, drops from 93%
to 75%, as illustrated in Figure 4.6.1-20.

Absorbed Energy/Beam vs. Target Diameter

NestedTrapezoidalBeams/6mmTarget

100 ..................... '"

' iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii'.............}

2 3 4 5 6 7

Target Diameter, mm

Figure 4.6.1-20. The Laser/Target Coupling Efficiency, P,T, Depends
on the Critical Surface Target Diameter (60 Beams, f/40 Optics,

1.37 mm Spot Size, Trapezoidal Beam Nesting)

When the variation of laser target coupling efficiency with imploding target diameter is
calculated, the integrated energy absorbed by the imploding target was calculated to
be 86.2% of the incident laser energy for the 60 beam case, 6 mm DT target, f/40
optics, and trapezoidal beam nesting. This is to be compared with the 20% integrated
coupling efficiency calculated for the tangential target illumination case above.

4.6ol.9 Summary of Laser/Target Interaction Physics- During the course of
designing the IFE KrF laser driver, some questions have arisen with regard to the final
focusing requirements in order to achieve efficient t;3rgetcoupling. The TWG guideline
has adopted a conservative approach by illuminating the target with at least 60 beams
having diameters at the target approximately equal to the diameter of the target.
Elementary calculations of the laser/plasma coupling assuming that the primary
coupling process is inverse Bremsstrahlung suggest that this conservative approach
may result in less than 15% of the laser beam energy actually being coupled into the
target (with an estimated additional 5% absorption coming from resonant absorption
for a total of 20%). Similar IB calculations carded out for trapezoidal beam nesting to
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minimize the angle of incidencewith the criticalsurface whilo maintainingillumination
homogeneitysuggestthat approximately85% of the laser beam energy can be
coupledinto the target. These calculationsalso suggestthat the importanceof
"zooming"the laser beams to followthe implodingcriticalsurfaceis not as important
for trapezoidalbeam nestingas for tangentialtarget illumination.Thus, there is
evidencethat we shouldbe able to take advantageof the "zoomedoptics"benefit in
calculatingthe amountof laser energy necessaryto drivea given target. A potential
key problemwith the trapezoidal beam nestingis intensityinhomogeneitiesarising
from beam overlappingon the implodingtarget. This is illustratedin Figure4.6.1-21.

,Incident Laser Beams

Spot Size = ,_ CriticalSurface@ t = 0 BeamFocus

Critical Surface @ t = 1;1

Critical Surface @ t = "_2

;al Surface @ t =

•. Beam Foci

\
AdjacentBeam Overlap Direct DriveDT Target

Figure 4.6.1-21. The Imploding Direct Drive Target Critical Surfaces Requires
Zooming of the Near-Field Laser Beams to Maintain Homogeneous Illumination

Since thisoverlappingwouldoccurlate in the target implosion,it is thought likelythat
no Rayleigh-Taylorinstabilitieswould be driven by this overlap.

Lastly,these considerationsraise a concernthat even if we were to achieve the
remarkablelevel of illuminationhomogeneity(___1%)defined in the TWG Guidelines,
the two-lobeabsorptiondistributionof resonantabsorption(Figure4.6.1-9) may make
this stringentilluminationhomogeneityspecificationmeaningless.
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4.6.2 Heavy Ion Driver Targets - In direct analogy with the two types of laser-
driven(LD) IFE targets,there are two generaltypesof Heavy Ion Driver(HID) targets:
(1) directdrive targets, and (2)indirect drivetargets.

Althoughthese HID targets hear some generalsimilaritieswith their laser-driventarget
counterparts,there are some significantstructuraldifferencesin the Hl targetsas well
as major differencesin the energy couplingmechanismsto the targets. For example,
the Hl driverdeliversa 6 ns pulsecontainingapproximately6 MJ of energy inthe form
of non-relativistic,high-Z ionshavingan energy per ion of approximately4 GeV. This
6 MJ of energy is assumedto be stoppedin a relativelythin layer of converter
material. The LD, on the other hand, deliversa 6 ns laser pulsecontaining
approximately4 MJ of energy in the form of ultravioletphotonshaving wavelengthsof
approximately250 nra.

4.6.2.1 Heavy Ion Direct Drive Target DescriDtion - At first glance, the design
of the Heavy Ion Driver (HID) direct-drive target is similar to the LD direct-drive target
illustrated in Figure 4.6.1-1. A diagram of the HID direct-drive target is presented
below in Figure 4.6.2-1.

Plastic (CH)
Converter Material

for Rigidity

CryogenicDT Fuel

Figure 4.6.2-1 The Direct Drive HID Target Has Spherical Symmetry and Requires
Uniform Power Loading of its Converter Shell

As indicated, the HID direct-drivetarget is a spherical,multi-shelledstructure
containingsuccessive layersof converter material,structuralCH (as needed for robust
target construction), and cryogenic DT located at the center of the target. An
alternative design is shown in Figure 4.6.2-2.
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Lead Tamper: 140 micronsThick LithiumLead Pusher: 370 micronsThick

DT Fuel Layer:. 150 rnio"onsThick

Figure 4.6.2-2. Alternative Direct Drive HID Target with Pb
Tamper and LI-Pb Pusher (HIBALL-I)"

Heavy Ion Driver (HID) direct-drive targets yield fusion energy based upon the
following scenario. At a time t = 0, the spherical HID direct-drive target is enveloped by
approximately 100 HID beams symmetrically focused on the converter shell of the HID
direct-drive target and synchronized to achieve the required degree of power loading
uniformity. These focused HID beams consist of non-relativistic ions having individual
energies of approximately 4 GeV. Implosion of the HID direct-drive target is
accomplished by the generation of a homogeneous, spherical implosion wave
capable of isentropically and uniformly compressing the DT fue=to a level of
approximately 20 times liquid density. The direct-drive HID target uniformity of power
loading requirements are similar to those of the LD direct-drive target: Power loading
from the direct drive HID beams5 must be +1% uniform in order to permit isentropic
compression without Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities. This high uniformity of power
loading requirement represents the single most serious HID direct-drive target
engineering problem since it involves the simultaneous achievement of equal beam
currents together with synchronization of the beams arriving in 4_ sterradians.
Compared with the indirect drive HID targets described below, the 1% direct drive HID
target irradiation requirements are extremely difficult to achieve, thereby making this
target design unattractive for HID. Furthermore, having -.100 beam penetrations of the
target chamber for the ~100 HID beamlines would cause serious radiation problems
for the focusing quadrupole magnets and the downstream components.
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4.6.2.2 Heavy Ion Driver Indirect Drive Tflraets - Although the HID indirect-
drive targetsare geometricallysimilarto their LD counterparts(i.e., energy deposition
is achievedwith two-sidedgeometrieswiththe HID energy being converted into x-rays
withina radiationhohlraumenclosure),there are, in fact,some substantialdifferences
betweenthe LD and HID indirectdrive targets.

The design of the HlO indirect-d_:vetarget is fundamentally different than the LD
indirect-drive target oesign described in Section 4.6.1. According to the HID/target
interaction data1supplied by the Target Working Group (TWG), the gain of the indirect
HID target is more well known and defined than the direct-drive HID target. As a
consequence of these data provided by the TWG, the indirect-drive HID target was
selected for the baseline. As a further specification of the HID indirect-drive target,
two-sided illumination was selected for the Prometheus-H HID baseline design.

Compared with the corresponding LD indirect-drive target, there are substantial
differences between the LD and HID indirect-drive targets. Depending upon the
plasma atmosphere generated in the LD indirect-drive target, significant numbers of
hot electrons can be produced by the laser/plasma interaction; whereas in the case of
the HID indirect-drive targets, relatively few hot electrons are produced in the
interactions between the decelerating heavy ions and the converter plugs placed at
each _nd of the HID hohlraum. In addition, for the laser-driven hohlraum, the duration
of the high intensity portion of the laser pulse is limited by closure of the entrances to
the capsule, whereas no comparable effect occurs for the HID hohlraum. This may
permit HID indirect-drive targets to outperform LD indirect-drive targets at the same
driver energy ievels.6,7

Selection of parameters for the lD heavy ion target was complicated by the fact that
most of the deta_!sof such targets are classifieo, lt was known that the targets consist
of a fuel capsule surrounded by a radiation case with a high-Z material. The TWG
directed the fuel capsule parameters. No details were supplied for the radiation case.

According to TWG guidelines, "...single-sided illumination is still sufficiently
specuiative that t,becontractors should continue to carry a two-sided option,...,,.8
Based upon this TWG recommendation and information in the open literature9,10, it
was decided to assume, two-sided illumination for the Prometheus-H baseline target
design.

No guidance was provided on how the DT capsule was to be suspended in the
Hohlraum radiation case. A scheme was developed to support the DT fuel capsule
with sufficient structural rigidity to tolerate accelerations of 100 g°s. Dimensions of the
case were chosen for ease of fabrication and ability to withstand the necessary levels
of acceleration. The supplied heavy ion lD gain curves indicated energy converter
region diameters depending on the ion range and driver energy chosen. The
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converter region was determined for the driver design point chosen, allowing some
beam misalignment with the target.
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4.7 Design Rationale for the GIMM

The last and closest optical component in the laser system before the laser light enters
the reactor cavity will be subjected to intense transient thermal loading, as well as
charged particle and neutron irradiation. For these reasons, it is has been shown in
previous laser fusion studies that the engineering design of a long life and reliable last
mirror is a major challenge. In this section, the rationale behind the materials selection
and design philosophy will be outlined.

Materials Selection - The optical properties of the mirrors surface have been
decoupled from the mechanical properties of the supporting structure. In this regard,
a great degree of flexibility has been achieved in the design. The surface of the GIMM
was chosen to be metallic, because dielectric materials show great sensitivity to the
effects of ionizing radiation. The absorption coefficient of MgF2, and the optical
transmission of ZnS degrade by an order of magnitude, after a fluence limit of 1016
n/cm2 accumulates. Even if most of the color centers are annealed out periodically,
remaining residual defects would lead to very short lifetime.

The leading high reflectivity candidate metals are aluminum, magnesium, silver, gold,
and copper. To select between these metals, the following criteria was considered:

(1) High reflectivity in the wavelength of interest (i.e. 250-500 nm).
(2) Effects of radiation on absorptivity.
(3) Surface temperature rise during the laser pulse.
(4) Thermal fatigue resistance.
(5) Radiation effects on surface deformation.

Although silver has excellent reflectivity, neutron-induced micro-craters are expected
to distort the mirror's surface. Near-surface collision cascades in silver will be very
dense, because of the high electronic stopping power of silver. On the other hand,
copper was excluded on the basis of its high neutron-induced swelling, particularly
when it is pure. the higher fatigue strength of aluminum results in a smaller mirror size,
when it is compared to magnesium. In addition, the neutron-induced swelling rate of
commercial grade aluminum is lower than that of magnesium. For the above reasons,
aluminum has been chosen as the material for the surface of the mirror.

The structural support of the mirror is composed of two parts: a low swelling composite
SiC high-rigidity component, and a concrete shell for control of thermal deformations.
The SiC structure is designed to have small helium cooling channels, running along
the length of the mirror. Two other layers are attached immediately underneath. Each
one r)f these two layers is stiffened by I-beams. The SiC composite construction is
cho en for the following reasons:
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(1) Very low neutron-induceddeformations by thermal and irradiation creep
mechanisms in the temperature range of 500-700 K.

(2) For porosity of approximately 10-15%, no neutron swelling is to be expected,
thus mechanical deformations of the mirror's surface are minimized.

(3) SiC is a low activation material. The choice of SiC will allow passive safety,
and shallow land burial of the mirror at the end of life.

In addition to the SiC structure, a concrete shell is designed to provide complete
restraint to out-of-plane deformations. This is achieved by sliding bolting mechanisms
for the attachment of the bottom of the SiC structure to the concrete shell.

Since the coefficient of thermal expansion of aluminum is higher than that of SiC, a
shear graphitic layer is deposited first on the surface of the SiC composite, and the
aluminum is added on top of the graphitic shear layer. With this arrangement, in-plane
mismatch thermal expansions of the aluminum can be isolated from the SiC composite
structure.

More details and design specifics on the GIMM can be found in Section 6.5.1.8,
Summary of Laser Driver Subsystems, Grazing Incidence Metal Mirror.
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CHAPTER 5
KEY TECHNICAL ISSUES AND R&D REQUIREMENTS

This chapter p,,esentsthe key technical issues and R&D requirements found during the
conduct of the two IFE reactor design studies. The presentation of these issues and
requirements will hopefully benefit the technical community and the decision makers
to help them better formulate the program and technical plans toward the goal of
commercial fusion energy.

5.1 Introduction

Purpose- Although significant progress has been made in inertial fusion energy
research dL_ringthe past decades, the field is still in its early stage of research and
development and the present data base is severely limited. Therefore, many
uncertainties exist in the actual performance and operation of present fusion reactor
conceptual designs. The expected consequences of these uncertainties vary in
magnitude: on one extreme, the uncertainties are so large that the feasibility of the
reactor design is at stake, and, on the other extreme, the uncertainties may simply
require moderate redesign, reduced performance, or increased cost.

This chapter contains a comprehensive list of key physics and engineering issues for
the IFE conceptual reactor designs developed in this study. The chapter also includes
an attempt to determine the additional research and development (R&D) needed to
develop critical systems and reduce development risks for each of the two reactor
design concepts.

The list of key technical issues, shown in Section 5.2, explicitly defines the
uncertainties associated with the physics and engineering operation of IFE reactors
and addresses the potential consequences resulting from each issue, lt is believed
that this list will be useful to engineering and physics researchers, reactor designers,
experimentalists, and program planners in identifying the areas of greatest concern
and their impact on the development and potential attractiveness of inertial fusion
reactors.

The kev issues identified in this work are large in number and they cover specific-

technical issues ranging in complexity and importance. Each of these issues impacts
aspects of feasibility, safety, and/or economic potential of fusion reactors. Resolving
these issues requires new knowledge through experiments, models, and theory. The
issues identified here represent great details that are necessary to accurately
prescribe the R&D necessary to resolve the issues. However, such details have made
the list relatively long with each issue having a focus on a narrow technical area.
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To provide a brief summary of the most important issues, a smaller number of issues,
called critical issues, were identified in Section 5.3. A critical issue is broader in scope
than a key issue; each critical issue may encompass several key issues.

In general, the issues identified here are for the two reactor design concepts
developed in the Prometheus1 study. However, many of the issues tend to be generic
to IFE and are fairly independent of the specific selections made here. To maximize
the usefulness of the list of issues, the degree of dependence of the issue on design
specificity is explicitly identified. Many technical issues for IFE correspond to similar
technical issues in MFE. The degree of similarity is also indicated to facilitate
identifying areas of R&D that are of common interest to MFE and IFE.

There is an intentional bias towards testing issues-those likely to require testing
(experiments) before a commercial reactor could confidently be built. However, it is
not limited to testing alone, the entries in the list are described as "Issues/Technical
Areas" to allow broader categories. The issues serve to identify the R&D needs which
are listed later in the Section 5.5. Also, the quantification of the test requirements
depends heavily on the issues.

The precise definition of an issue is difficult. One reason for this is the interrelated
nature of the technical disciplines and the phenomena involved. For example, in the
solid breeder blanket, thermal stresses may be a primary cause of structural failures.
The thermal stresses are a function of temperature distributions, which depend on the
allowable operating temperature window, which in turn is highly dependent on tritium
transport and inventory, which in turn is a strong function of radiation effects on the
solid breeding material. Structural failures are also affected by material property
changes due to irradiation.

lt is arbitrary to some extent how to break out pieces of the overall behavior of a reactor
component and call them separate issues. Consider, for example, the blanket as a
reactor component. The only real i3sue for the blanket is the demonstration of
adequately meeting its functional requirements of tritium breeding and energy
conversion at economical and safe conditions. To help alleviate this problem and still
retain technical specificity in the issues, an attempt is made to illuminate the logical
pathway to the ultimate consequences or failure modes. For the blanket, these relate
to the basic functions of structural integrity, tritium breeding, heat transport, materials
compatibility, etc.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subject to titlepage restriction 5.1-2



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Organization - The key issue list is arranged according to the major reactor
components shown in the Table 5.1-1. A concise table (several pages) of the key
issues appears in Section 5.2, together with table entries for potential impact, design
specificity, level of concern, relevant operating environment conditions, and degree of
relevance to MFE. Section 5.3 focuses on the critical issues. In Section 5.4, each
issue identified in Section 5.2 is explained in detail, giving the rationale behind the
table entries. For some of the issues, more detailed analysis of the issue is given. The
numbering of the issues write-ups in Section 5.4 exactly corresponds to the numbering
of the table in Section 5.2. The R&D requirements to resolve these issues are
addressed in Section 5.5.

Table 5.1-1 Organization of Components and Technical Areas for which
Technical Issues are Identified

A. Target
B. Driver

- Laser
- HeavyIon

C. VacuumSystemand Evacuation
D. TritiumProcessingSystem
E. CavityDesign

- Wall Protection
- Blanket
- Shield

F. Materials
G. HeatTransportand SecondaryEnergyConversion
H. Maintenanceand Configuration
I. Balanceof Plant
J. Safetyand Environment
K. SubsystemInteractions

Entries and Abbreviations - The entries for Table 5.2-1 and the rest of this chapter

are explained below. The "Reactor Concept" entry simply indicates whether the issue
is relevant to the Laser-Driven or the Heavy Ion-Driven reactor design, or both. The
"Potential Impact" entry for each issue helps to determine the level of concern, or
importance, of the issue. Seven possible impact categories have been defined in the
FINESSE 2 study and are used here as defined in Table 5.1-2. The abbreviations
used in Table 5.2-1 for "Potential Impact" are also defined in this table. These are
divided into two classes of issues: feasibility issues and attractiveness issues. In
general, a feasibility issue is more serious because it could rule out a component
concept on scientific grounds without considering the cost, complexity, or safety
implications relative to alternate energy sources. The most serious issues are those
which can close the device operating window, or design window, thereby eliminating
the design. The attractiveness issues may still be very serious, rendering a reactor
design impractical on the basis of economics or safety.
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Table 5.1-2 Definition of Potential Impact Abbreviations

FeasibilityIssues: DW May Close the DesignWindow
US May Resultin UnacceptableSafety Risk
UL May Resultin UnacceptableReliability,Availability,or Lifetime

AttractivenessIssues: RP Reduced System Performance
RL Reduced ComponentLifetime
lC IncreasedSystemCost
RS Less DesirableSafety or EnvironmentalImplications

The Design Specificity entry indicates if the issue is generic to ali the plant systems,
components, or materials specific to an individual item. To reduce the table size,

abbreviations are used to denote the specificity of components, specific design

concepts, etc. These abbreviations are given in Table 5.1-3. Any feasibility issue that

is generic to a class of component designs is considered to possess a critical level of
concern. Other issues are regarded as high, medium or low levels of concern

depending on a qualitative judgment on their overall severity.

Table 5.1-3 Definition of Design Specificity Abbreviations

System Abbreviation

B Blanket
CBOP ConventionalBalance of Plant
DHI Driver-HeavyIon
DL Driver-Laser
FW FirstWall
S Shield
T TritiumSystem
TF Target Factory
V VacuumSystem
WP Wall Protection

Other Abbreviations

CS CeramicStructure
DS DrawSalt
LB LiquidBreeder
LM LiquidMetal
LS Laser System
SB Solid Breeder
SiC SiliconCarbide
TC TernaryCeramic
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The relevant environmental conditions in Table 5.2-1 indicate those particular
parameters of the operating environment for the component that influence the issue
severity. Those environmental conditions are particularly useful in defining the R & D
required to resolve the issues and in identifying major facilities needs. Operating
environment parameters such as temperature, stress, and surface heat flux are
abbreviated as noted in Table 5.1-4. The influence of neutrons in the operating
environment on a particular issue is important to clarify because of the large effect on
the type of facilities required for the R&D. The effect of neutrons on the particular issue
is indicated by three categories: bulk heating, material damage, and specific
reactions. These are abbreviated in the Issue Tables as H, D, and R, respectively, with
the abbreviations also given in Table 5.1-4.

Table 5.1-4 Key to Operating Environments

.NeutronEffects
H BulkHeating
D MaterialsDamage(Displacements,heliumproduction,etc.)
R Specific Reactions (Tritiumbreeding,helium production,hydrogenproduction,

activation,sputtering,radiolyticdecomposition,etc.)

General
F Fluence TWI Target debris-Wallinteractions
¢ Flux G Geometry
S Spectrum Q Power Density
T Temperature t Time
a Stress State q Surface Heat Flux
C Chemical Environment P Pressure
I Impurities Pt Tritium Pressure
H Tritium v Velocity
A Dimensions (Area) N Cyclic Operation
B Magnetic Field Strength s Surface Condition
b Transient Magnetic Field _, Gamma Radiation
L Laser Hl Heavy Ion
TG Tritium Generation IB Beam Current
D Debris p Pulse Shape
OF Optical Energy Fluence El Ion Energy

pg Background Gas Density E Beam Energy
n Neutron Environment V Vacuum Environment

References for 5.1

1. Prometheus Study, This Report.

2. M.A. Abdou, et. al., FINESSE: A Study of the Issues, Experiments and Facilities
for Fusion Nuclear Technology Research and Development, Interim Report,
Volume 11, UCLA-EGG-84-30, p. 821, October 1984.
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5.2 Identification of Key Issues

This section contains the IFE Key Issues Summary, Table 5.2-1. For each issue, this
table indentifies the applicable reactor concept, potential impact as to feasibility or

attractiveness, specificity to the system design, level of concern, assessment of the

neutron and general environment, and relevance to MFE. Each issue is discussed in
detail in section 5.4.

Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary

Issue/Technicai Reactor Potential Design Level of OperatingEnvironmentRelevance
Area Concept Impact Specificity Concern Neutron General to MFE

A) Target
A.a Target physics
A.a.1 DirectDrive L/HI DW,UL, Generic Critical H, L, TWI, None

Target Coupling RP G, N

A.a.2 IndirectDrive L DW, RP, Generic Critical L,TWI,G,Q, None
Target Coupling lC, RS N,I,S,F,T,

q,s,t

A.a.3 Survivabilityof L/HI DW, RP Generic High S, T, A, G, Low
Targetsin Q, t, q, P, v
Chamber
Environment

A.b Beam/Target
Interaction

A.b.1 Demonstration L/HI UL Generic Critical A, TWl, P Low
of Injectionand
Trackingof
Targets
Coupled with
Beam Steering

A.c Fabrication
A.c.1 Manufactur- L/HI UL, RP, Generic High H,TWl, N Medium

abilityof High lC,RS
Quality,Low
Cost DD andlD
Targets"

B. Driver
B.a Laser
B.a.1 D/TTarget L DW, UL, DL High L,t, G None

Illumination RP, lC

B.a.2 Large Laser L RP, lC DL High L,t, G None
Bandwidth

B.a.3 FinalOptics L DW, UL, DL, S High H, D, R L,t, G None
Pointing RP, lC

_stem
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Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary (Continued)

Issue/Technical Reactor Potential Design Level of OperatingEnvironmentRelevance
Area Concept Impact Specificity Concern Neutron General tOMFE

B.a.4 Grazing " L DW, UL, DL, S, V High H, D, R L, F, TWl, None
IncidenceMirror RP, lC Mirror Q, q, 7
Damage

B.a.5 SBS Pulse L lC DL High L, t, G None
Compressor

B.b Heavy Ion
B.b.1 Timingof Heavy Hl RP, lC DHI High P,Q,I,B,G, Low

IonBeam N,T,E,EI,p,
Hl

B.b.2 Channel Hl RP, IC DHI High P,Q,I,B,G, Low
Formation N,T,E,EI,p,

Hl

B.bo3 Channel Hl RP, lC, DHI High P,Q,I,B,G, Low
Transport RS, RL N,T,E,EI,p,

Hl

B.b.4 Strippingof Hl Hl RP, lC DHI High P,Q,I,B,G, Low
Beam N,T,E,EI,p,

Hl

B.b.5 Alignmentof RP, lC DHI H, D, R P,Q,I,B,G, Low
IndirectHl High N,T,E,EI,p,
Target Hl

C. VacuumSystem
and Evacuation

C. 1 Vacuum Seal L/HI Generic Low High
Compound
Survival in
Nuclear
Environment

C.2 Cryogenic L/HI Generic High High
Pump -
Hydrogen
Capacity

C.3 Chemical L/HI Generic Medium C None
Stabilityof the
Reactor
Exhaust

,,
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Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary (Continued)

Issue/Technical Reactor Potential Design Level of OperatincjEnvironment Relevance
Area ., Concept Impact Specifici+,.vConcern Neutron General tOMFE

D. Tritium
Processing
System

D.1 Tritium L/HI RS B,T, TF Medium High
Inventory Mean
Residence;
Time of Tritium
in the
Subsystems;
Tritium Losses
from the
Subsystems

D.2 Tritium Pert'nea- L/HI
tion from the
FirstWall
Coolant - Liquid
Pb

E. Cavity
E.a Wall Protection
E.a.1 Cavity Vapor L/HI DW, UL Generic Critical .",A,G,TWl, None

Hydrodynamics Q, t, q, P

E.a.2 Cavity Structure L/HI UL, RP, Ali High FT,_,A, Low
Mechanics lC TWI,G,Q,
Response to q P,N,s
Blast

E.a.3 Vapor UHI DW, RP, WP Critical T,A,TWI,G, None
Condensation lC t, q, P
Rate

E.a.4 Radiation Heat IJHI RP, RL Generic High T,A,TWI,G, Low
Transport in Q, t, q
Partially-ionized
Gas

E.a.5 Film Flow L/HI DW Generic Critical A, G, v Low
Control: Thin Film
Injection,
Uniform
Thickness and
Drainage

E.a.6 Film Flow L/HI DW Thin Film High A, G, v Low
Stability and
Response to
Impulsive
Loading
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Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary (Continued)

Issue/Technical Reactor Potential Design Level of Operatin¢=_Environment Relevance
Area Concept Impact Specificity Concern Neutron General to MFE

E.a.7 Pb/Sic Wet- L/HI RP, RL, Specific Medium C, I, s Low
ability lC

E.a.8 Pb Compatibility L/HI RP, RL, Specific Medium T,C, v Medium
with Steel RS

E.b Blanket
E.b.1 Tritium Self- L/HI DW Generic Cntical H, D, R F,_,S,T,C, High

Sufficiency I,TG,A,G,
Q,t,Pt,N,7

E.b.2 Tritium L/HI DW, US, SB Cdtical R,H F,$S, T,C, High
Inventory, lC I,A,G,Q
Recovery, and
Containment

E.b.3 Breeder/Struc- L/HI RL, RP SiC, SB High H, R F,T,C,I,A,t, High
ture Mechanical N,cr,P
Interactions

E.b.4 Off-normal and L/HI lC, RS SiC High H T,s,G,Q,t, High
Accident Pt,V,P,N,
Conditions TG

E.b.5 Structural IJHI RS, UL SiC High H, D, R F,T,G,C,i, Medium
Response and A,G,Q,t,N,
Failure Modes P

E.b.6 Corrosion and L/HI DW SB High H, R F,T, C, !, t High
MassTransfer Pt, N

E.b.7 Tritium L/HI US, UL Genedc High R, D F, N, T, Pr, High
Permeation I

E.b.8 Fabrication L/HI lC,UL SB, SiC High A,G Medium

E.b.9 HeatGenera- L/HI RP, RS Generic High R, H $,S,G,Q,t, High
tion and Power 7
Production

E.c Shield
E.c.1 Effectiveof Bulk

Shield
E.c.l.1 Biological L/HI RS,UL Generic High R, D 0, F, S, G High

Dose during
Operationand
Maintenance

E.c.1.2 Radiation L/HI RS, US Generic High R, D 0, F, S, G High
Streaming
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Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary (Continued)

Issue/Technical Reactor Potential Design Level of OperatingEnvironment Relevance
Area Concept Impact Specificity Concern Neutron General to MFE

E.c.1.3 Analytical L/HI RS, UL Generic High R, D $, S, G, F High
Techniques
and Data Base

E.c.2 Shield L/HI RS, UL Genedc High R, D $, F, S, G High
Compatibility
withCavityand
Vacuum
Boundary,
Inclucing
Assembly/
Disassembly

E.c.3 Activationof L/HI RS, UL Generic Low R, D ¢, F,S, G High
Reactor
Building
Components
Outside the
Cavity

E.c.4 Shielding of L UL, RP, Mirror High D, R,H $, F, S, G None
FinalMirrors RL, lC

E.c.5 Shielding of Hl UL, RP, Magnets High D, R, H $, F, S, G Medium
Quadrupole RL, lC
Magnets

F. Materials
F.a Viability of SiC L/HI RP,RL,U FW, B High D, R "y,T, _ High

Structure L

F.b Thermo- L DW, RP DL High D, R, H 7, T, a Low
Mechanical and
Materials

G. Heat Transport No Ke_,Issue Identified
and Secondary
Energy.
Conversion

H. Maintenance
and
Configuration

H.1 Computer L/HI UL Generic Low t High
Reliability

H.2 Total Remote L/HI DW, UL Generic Low F,S,T,C,H, High
Maintenance B
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Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary (Continued)

Issue/Technical Reactor Potential Design Level of OperatincjEnvironmentRelevance
Area Concept Impact Specificity Concern Neutron General to MFE

H.3 MaterialJoining L/HI DW, lC Generic High F,S,T,C,H, High
B

H.4 Lead Flushing L/HI lC Generic Medium F, T, H Low

H.5 Seal life L/HI DW, lC Generic High F,S,T,C,H, High
B

H.6 Embrittlement L/HI DW, lC Generic Medium T High
Temperature

I. Balanceof Plant No Key Issue Identified

J. Safety and
Environment

J.1 Overallplant L/HI lC,RS T Medium H Medium
tritiuminventory

J.2 Permeationof L/HI RP T Medium H Medium
Tritium

J.3 Normal L/HI lC T Medium H Medium
Operation
TritiumRelease

J.4 NeutronicCross L/HI US Generic High R F,(I),S,Q,y High
Sections/Data
Ubrary for
Activation
Analysis

J.5 Removing L/HI US, lC, FW Medium R F,_,s,Q,7 Medium
Decay Heat from RS
Lead Coolant
Under Accident
Conditions

J.6 Hydrogen Burn L/HI RP, lC TF Medium H, Pt None
Due to Rupture
of Diffusion
Vessel

J.7 Detection of L/HI US, lC FW High F,_,S,T,Q, High
Local Dry Spots (_
Priorto Failure
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Table 5.2-1 IFE Key Issues Summary (Continued)

Issue/Technical Reactor Potential Design Level of OperatingEnvironment Relevance
Area Concept Impact Specificity Concern Neutron General tOMFE

J.8 Detailed L/HI lC, RS Ali High Ali Medium
Accident
Analysis

J.9 Removal of L/HI RP, RS WP Medium I None
Contaminants
from the Liquid
Lead

J.10 Impact of Large L/HI lC, RS WP Low I None
Quantities of
Lead on Waste
Disposal

K. Subsystem
Interactions

K.1 Laser System/ L UL DL Critical F,OF,S,C, Low
Cavity Interface T,n,y,V,s,
and FinalMirror q
Protection

K.2 SiC/Metal L/HI lC CS/ Cdtical C,T,H,A,P, High
Piping CBOP Q,I,v
Transition
Interface

K.3 Heavy-Ion Hl DW DH, WP High pg,Q,IB,G, Low
System/Cavity N,T,E,EI,p
Interface and
Beam Propaga-
tion, Focusing
and Optics
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5.3 Prometheus Reactor Design Study Critical Issues

This section presents the critical issues identified for the laser and heavy ion driver,
reactor cavity and balance-of-plant systems considered for the Prometheus IFE power
plant design study. Each critical issue is broad in scope and covers several of the
most important key issues for a number of components and technical disciplines. The
final list of critical issues is presented in Table 5.3-1. References are collected at the
end of each issue discussion

Table 5.3-1. Mst of Critical Issues Identified by the Prometheus Design Study

1. Demonstrationof Moderate Gain at Low Driver Energy

2. Feasibility of Direct Drive Targets

3. Feasibility of IndirectDrive Targets for Heavy Ions

4. Feasibility of IndirectDrive Targets for Lasers

5. Cost Reduction Strategies for Heavy Ion Drivers

6. Demonstration of Higher Overall Laser Driver Efficiency

7. Tritium Self Sufficiency in IFE Reactors

8. Cavity Clearing at IFE Pulse Repetition Rates

9. Performance, Reliability, and Lifetime of Final Laser Optics

10. Viability of Uquid Metal Film for First Wall Protection

11. Fabricability, Reliability and Lifetime of SiC Composite Structures

12. Validation of Radiation Shielding Requirements, Design Tools, and Nuclear Data

13. Reliability and Ufetime of Laser and Heavy Ion Drivers

14. Demonstration of Large-Scale Non-Linear Optical Laser Driver Architecture

15. Demonstration of Cost Effective KrF Amplifiers

16. Demonstration of Low Cost, High Volume Target Production Techniques
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5.3.1 Critical Issue No. 1: Demonstration of Moderate Gain at Low
Driver Energy - The U.S. National Energy Strategy1 envisionsthree major facilities
for IFE/ICF applicationsdevelopment:a LaboratoryMicrofusionFacility(LMF) for high
gain target performance characterizationand advanced military applications
development;an EngineeringTest Facility(ETF) to providehighpulse rate capability
supportingfusionenergy technologydevelopmentand testing;and a Demonstration
Power Plant (DPP) to validate longterm economic, reliability,availabilityand
maintainabilityissuesfor IFE. The totaldevelopmentcost associatedwiththis planwill
be formidablebecause each facilitywill likelycost more than $1B. lt thereforeis
worthwhileto considerdevelopmentpathsthat mightenable a singlefacilityto
address bothLMF and ETF researchand developmentneeds. Hogandiscussesthe
prospectsfor sucha facilityin a recentpaper2. Target experimentscould be carried
out in a separate, single-shotcavity. Engineeringdevelopmentwould be conducted in
another cavitywiththe target designand driverpulse rate selected to produce
relativelylow yieldand fusionpower. This approachwoulddramatically lowerthe cost
of IFE developmentpotentiallyleadingto a more near-termDPP.

Reactor design studies have typically focused on high-gain, multi-megajoule incident
energy target concepts that are appropriate for economic power production. However,
engineering development, is usually cost limited, lt therefore is worthwhile to consider
if target designs that provide moderate gain (20-50) at low drive energy (1-2 MJ) are
justified. Such targets would lower the facility cost associated with IFE engineering
testing and fusion power demonstration. Target design studies for the Nova Upgrade
have identified conditions under which the ignition "cliff" is shifted to much lower drive
energy with the penalty of lower gain. This is illustrated in Figure 5.3.1-1 which
compares the projected gain for two different sets of implosion velocities and
associated hohlraum temperatures to that projected for the LMF conditions. (The
shaded region at the low energy end of the curves represents the uncertainty in the
location of the ignition "cliff" due to uncertainty in the capsule surface finish.)

As indicated, the alternative target designs coupled with a driver comparable to the
Nova upgrade (1-2 MJ) would be above the ignition cliff and repeatably produce the
output distriloution (neutron/debris/x-ray split) and energy spectra of higher gain
targets. Reactor component development testing could thereby be conducted at low
drive energy with a cavity radius scaled appropriately to duplicate the relevant reactor
parameters. In principle, this should provide the capability to achieve most of the ETF
goals at relatively low power levels with full thermonuclear effects in a moderate cost
facility.
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LaSer Energy ( MJ ) Driver Technology _

Figure 5.3.1-1. Gain Curve Scaling With Hohlraum Temperature Relative to Gain for
the LMF Conditions. Nova Upgrade Will Characterize the 1-2 MJ Region of

Gain Space and Reveal Now Well the Location and Height of the
Ignition Cliff Can Be Controlled. (Figure Courtesy LLNL).

Issue Resolution Strategy - To help identify the region of gain space that is attractive
for reducing IFE development costs, the Prometheus driver, reactor and balance-of-
plant design/cost scaling relations were used to project curves of target gain versus
driver energy for a fixed capital cost facility. A 100 MWe demonstration power plant
was chosen for illustration purposes. The costs are for a first-of-a-kind plant and
include only direct construction costs. A summary of the cost elements included in the
study and tl_eir scaling with yield (Y in MJ), pulse repetition rate (RR in pps), thermal
power (Pth in MW), recirculating and gross powers (Pr and Pg in MWe) and driver
energy (Ed in MJ) is presented in Table 5.3.1-1.

The resulting driver cost variation with output energy is shown in Figure 5.3.1-2 over
the energy range of interest. This figure shows that projected laser costs are typically
less than those for a multiple-beam LINAC but more than those for the 2 GeV single-
beam system. The multiple-beam LINAC efficiency, however, is much higher than that
for the other two driver options which offsets its higher cost.
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Table 5.3.1-1. Summary of Demonstration Power Plant Direct Cost Scaling
Used in Required Gain Curve Study

Cost Element Cost Scaling Relationship (MS)

KrF Laser Driver (NLO) 113 + 163 Ed

Single-Beam LINAC (4 GeV) 288 + 76 Ed

Multiple-Beam LINAC (4 292 + 117 Ed
GeV)
Single-Beam LINAC (2 GeV) 218 + 35 Ed

Multiple-Beam LINAC (2 244 + 116 Ed
GeV)
Land and Structures 60 + 150(Pf/500) °.3

Reactor Plant 50 + 480(Pth/3000) °'5 + 320(Y/500) °'s

Turbine Plant 13 + 176(Pa/1000)o.8 + 20(Pth/2860) + 59((Pth-PQ)/1860)° s

Electric Plant 71.5 + 67(Pcl/1000)

Miscellaneous Plant 57(Pn/1000) °.3

Target Factory 50 + 100(RR/5.6) °.7
i

700 MB
i i o i i

..... 4GeV
" rn 2GeVi I o o ,,

.... ._ "i ,,600 " "" .........
i' /

_, , .1_!..-F ' ,i i

t _ , SB500 -1-. : ....... 4GeV

400 _" "-*".........................
SB

-" ' "-" _) 2GeV

3OO ................... " .................
o _ i o i o

o o o I o o

_" o o i o t o

200 .... _ "_F .........................................,, ' ' ' '
o _ I o o o o i
i o i i o I i

lO0
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Energy to Target (MJ)

Figure 5.3.1-2. Projected Cost Scaling for Small-Size KrF Laser and
Heavy-Ion LINAC Drivers
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Efficiencyplaysa key role in minimizingthe reactorand balance of plantcosts for
smallplantswhere the net poweris comparableto that requiredby the ddver. This is
becausethe recirculatingpower is equal to Pth/ (M _dG) where M is the blanket
energy multiplication(1.1-1.4). If the recirculatingpowerexceeds the gross power
(11thPth), no net power is generated. Conversely,if M _dG exceeds 1/_th by morethan
a factorof two, the reactorand blance-of-plantcostsare determinedprimarilyby the
net powerrequirement. As a result,in a cost-limitedscenario,the gain (hence yield
and associatedplantcost) requiredto producenet powerscales directlywith driver
efficiency. Figure 5.3.1-3 showsthe projectedefficienciesfor the driversconsideredin
thisstudy. The 10% Prometheus-Lsystemefficiencymay ultimatelybe increasedto
15%, but both values are well belowthe 30% efficiencypossiblewith a MB LINAC.
This makes the MB LINAC an attractive option in spite of its higher capital cost.

lt also is worthwhile to note that as driver energy increases, eventually there is no gain
which will support both the recirculating and net output power requirements in a fixed-
cost facility. The driver portion of the cost becomes too large. The required gain
curves thus asymptote to infinity at some driver energy which is a function of the
specified capital cost.

50 .........
i i J

e i i

i 0 i

i i t

, 0 -- MB
40 ............................... ' ..... _,'..L. "--:-"-El" 4GEV"

El" ""

...... :C_V'

i i t o J -- _V__S'_- -o- - - _ - - e-- - _ - - _ _'
lO...... .... ......#

i o e i o o o

i i i i * i o

0 ,,_,i .... i .... i .... i,,,,i,,,,i,, ,,i ....
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Energyto Target (MJ)

Figure 5.3.1-3. Projected Efficiency Scaling For Small-Sized KrF Laser
And Heavy-Ion LINAC Drivers
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These simple power balance and cost relations were used to define curves of required
gain versus driver output energy for different fixed direct capital costs. Figure 5.3.1-4
shows the result for a 100 MWe power plant based on the Prometheus-L driver design
at 10 and 15% efficiency, lt should be noted that the target design windows for cost-
limited development are the important consideration here not the projected capital
costs. Absolute costs may change, but the parametric scaling should result in similar
design windows. To assess whether the design windows are feasible, Figure 5.3.1-4
compares the gain requirement curves to possible optimistic and pessimistic physics
limitations on target gain for indirect-drive targets suggested by Hogan 3.

The figure shows that target gains of 30-50 at a drive energy of 1-2 MJ provide a
possible DPP design window for either 10 or 15% laser efficiency. Improved efficiency
enlarges the design window (or conversely reduces the cost). But the gain required
for a 10% efficient laser is less than conservative limits on possible target gain, with
only $300M in additional funding beyond that needed to provide any design window.
Therefore, there is significant motivation to develop target designs appropriate for this
region of gain space. This is reinforced by the fact that such designs could likely be
validated on Nova Upgrade.

F ' ' ......................... ' Umit

F $1.2B; 10% .._.+_'.......... '

100 l" ...... ,'...... _..............--_/, ,'"y<""<Y'"" .: ...... ,'......

I o o L !oI .,_::" t i ,,. . , ..... _.A_>'. ., ...... , ..... _ .nso._atJvo

I BO r ...... ,, .... ,," / " :" _:._"_ ,1.2B; 15% _, Limit.......

o , .p,-":" t ,

l , , / +,':"/ , /: ,

J. _'."<" / ' /, $1.5B, '10% _" '40I-.... _,-,.... ""' >_" " -tr" " "_: .... A .....t ... :

,o[.... - .............
of,, i i ; ,i, ,,

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

Energy to Target (MJ)

Figure 5.3.1-4. Projected 100 MWe Demonstratlon Power Plant Galn Space Windows
for the Prometheus-L Drlver Conflguratlon. Values Indlcated Only

Include Dlrect Costs.

The simple power balance and cost relations were also used to evaluate the gain
space appropriate for heavy-ion drivers. Figure 5.3.1-5 shows these results for a
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comparable 100 MWe power plant with a single-beam (SB) LINAC driver based on the
Prometheus-H design configuration. To assess the feasibility of such designs,
Figure 5.3.1-5 again includes possible optimistic and conservative limits on gain
suggested by Hogan3. This figure shows that SB power plants only require gains of
20-30 at a drive energy of 1-2 MJ due to the higher driver efficiency. This is greater
than the conservative limit on gain scaling would suggest, but it is well below the
optimistic gain scaling limit. A driver with 2.5 MJ output is required to surpass possible
conservative limits on gain.

lt is also worthwhile to note that the 2 GeV option may provide an extremely attractive
development path. As indicated in Figure 5.3.1-2, this driver costs -60% of the 4 GeV
system because it is half as long. At driver energies above 3 MJ, the number of beams
becomes excessively large (greater than 40) for a 2 GeV system. However, if viable
target designs are possible in the 1-2 MJ energy range, this option provides a very
low-cost driver (<$300M) with a number of beams comparable to that proposed for the
Prometheus-H plwer plant. Further characterization of heavy-ion target designs in this
region of gain space thus is clearly justified.

120 ...................
' ' ._ Optimistic
'. : 7........................:;", u,,t• ....:.':': _'. •

100 "_':'" - " - ....."_...... '

"_m 80 ........ , $1.2B; 4 GeV ............... , , ,

60 ....... ,...... _...:::'.:."::- - - -,...... . ...... ,...... _a......
_(_ . :_:::"" , , , / ,

, . :::" , , , / ,

_,_'e., _::::., , s12e:2Gev ._ _ ,
i 40 ....... ' _ " "_"" "_ -- e" " "_ " "'_ " " _'" _ .... '....... ' "G,.' _t,,j::. , --v--- -_ m _p, , ¢onse_alive

--: _J_ .-. : $1.5B: 2"GeV : _ Umit

....... .... --
20 - .-_i....... , ...... , Y- _i ...........

0 '',Ji,,,,; ....
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

Energyto Target (MJ)
Figure 5.3.1-5. Projected 100 MWe Demonstration Power Plant Gain Space Windows

for the Single Beam Prometheus-H Driver Configuration. Values Indicated
Only Include Direct Costs.

Figure 5.3.1-6 shows these same gain space design windows for a 100 MWe power
plant with a multiple-beam (MB) LINAC driver. This option eliminates the core
recycling and storage rings required for the single beam design, which leads to
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efficiencies between 20 and 40% as indicated in Figure 5.3.1-3. This makes the MB
LINAC an attractive option for a DPP in spite of its higher capital cost, as indicated in
Figure 5.3.1-2, since recirculating power is significantly lower. This is highlighted in
Figure 5.3.1-6, which shows that the required gain curves for an MB LINAC are
actually lower than those for the SB LINAC once funding is large enough to get over
the hump of its higher capital cost. Gains of 10-20 at driver energies between 1 and 2
MJ are ali that is required to build a small DPP using an MB LINAC driver.

The figure also shows that the 2 GeV design may once again offer an attractive
development pathway. The cost advantage of a 2 GeV system is reduced for the MBL
driver, as indicated in Figure 5.3.1-2, but its efficiency is comparable to that at 4 GeV.
Furthermore, target performance will likely be improved at this energy because of the
shorter ion range. A 2 GeV MB LINAC may therefore prove to be the best option for a
heavy ion DPP. The SBL capital cost is significantly lower, but this is offset by reduced
BOP costs for the higher MB efficiency for a small DPP where there is little excess TIG.

120 ......
' : .........i op_s_c

. .+.:,:s:":........ Limit
•., .:.,:"-"

100 ............. , ......................... :"- .............

$1.2B:4 GeV ..............'_"::;"::"

J 80..... _ ..... :,!:J........................
..................: Sl.2B;2GeV6o ............. : .S:.. _, .........................i ,.;.'::"

_, ../': ', / ',

' $1.SB;4GeV ..._r . . . . #

20...... ;!'::__-_'-_ B _ ;> _-_ ......
o .... ; .... ; .... '"_' ' ' ' .... _.... ' .....

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

Energy to Target (MJ)
Figure 5.3.1-6. Projected 100 MWe Demonstration Power Plant Gain Space Windows

for a Multiple Beam LINAC Driver. Values Indicated Only Include Direct Costs.

It, therefore, is critical that the Nova upgrade or a similar plant be implemented in a
timely manner. Target experiments could then be conducted to characterize the
location of the ignition cliff and the height of the gain curves for advanced target
designs. This will establish a database for designing the ETF/LMF facility. An early
-2000 demonstration of low drive energy (1-2 MJ) target designs with repeatable
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gains comparable to those projected by this study would also provide strong
justificatio,, for a lower-cost IFE development pathway utilizing such moderate-gain
targets. This could provide the impetus to accelerate the engineering development
and commercialization of IFE technology.

References for 5._,.1
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5.3.2 Critical Issue No. 2: Feasibility of Direct Drive Targets

Descd.Dtionof Problem - There are strong incentives to consider direct-drive (DD) laser
targets because of higher gains. However, the feasibility and performance
characteristics of DD targets are presently uncertain. These discussions are likely also
applicable to heavy ion, direct drive targets, but the database is non-existent. The
fundamental laser driver architecture of the Prometheus IFE Reactor Design is strongly
influenced by the direct-drive (DD) target illumination requirements given by the Target
Working Group (TWG). Unfortunately, the specified TWG requirements may contain
some serious inconsistencies with published plasma physics requirements for efficient
laser/_,_rgetcoupling. The laser driver spatial intensity profile in the target plane
provided by the TWG is not consistent with the Fresnel number of the beam at the
location of the target. In addition, there are concerns that the long, 80 ns precursor
pulse may produce significant deleterious effects, such as generation of non-linear
scattering processes which may lead to target preheat, thereby preventing an efficient
DT implosion from occurring. Designs for DD targets appear to have been anchored
on experiments conducted on miniature DD targets illuminated with only a few kJ of
laser energy. Large reactor sized, multi-MJ DD targets apparently require entirely
different illumination scenarios. For reactor operation, the DD targets must also be
accurately injected into the target chamber with a tracking/alignment system capable
of meeting the illumination uniformity requirements set forth below.

Review of Taroet IlluminationReauirementsSuDoliedbv TWG - The TWG has
providedthe project with laser direct drivetarget illuminationrequirementswhich
include the followingelements:

(1) _>60 beam illumination with + 1% illumination homogeneity of a 6-mm diameter
target

(2) 80 ns precursor pulse containing 30% of energy, followed by 6-ns main pulse
(long prepulse generates underdense plasma atmosphere 3.2-cm deep prior
to arrival of main pulse, thereby risking generations of SBS, SRS, hot
electrons, and resonant absorption mechanisms)

(3) UV wavelength (<300 nm) with approximately 5 MJ of energy
(4) Tangential illumination (beam diamGterat target = target diameter); no

mention of focal zoom; beams are circular in cross-section, (very wasteful of
laser light, excimer laser beams are square, may encourage resonant
absorption in underdense plasmas)

(5) The spatial intensity distribution of the incident laser beams in the target plane
is described by Itarget(X)= (sin2 x)/x 2 (inappropriate apodization for
homogeneous illumination and efficient excimer laser extraction)
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There were no TWG specified requirements on beam polarization, bandwidth, or beam
quality, ali of which are important parameters in laser/target interactions. During the 6-
ns main pulse duration, the direct drive (DD) target implodes from an initial 6 mm
diameter down to 3 mm, which corresponds to an implosion speed of 2.5x107 cm/sec.
Approximately 30% of the DT fuel is fused during the resulting implosion•

physics of Target Implosion- Using the TWG criteria, the DD target is assumed to be a
6-mm CH spherical shell containing a layer of frozen DT. The initial laser photons
incident on the CH shell blow off an underdense plasma from the CH shell to permit
the main pulse to interact primarily with the plasma atmosphere• The intention is to
drive a symmetrical implosion of the D/T fuel to ,atleast 20 times liquid density• A
diagram of a single beam (one of many) tangentially illuminating a spherical direct-
drive target at the start of the laser pulse is shown below in Figure 5.3.2-1.

Dilute Plasma Ablated by

OuterAnnular PrecursorRamp
TargetAreas
NearGrazing .........

Incidenc .............
....... • . . • • . . . • ,

• . • • . • ....... . , • .

• . , . . • . , , , • .... , . • • • ....

IncidentConverging ............. Direct-QriyeD3"....
Laser Beam ............ .Target of Diorneter D

• ...... , , • , . , .... • . . . , .

• . . • ..... , ....

• .... , , , . • . . ,

...... e., Angle oi Incidence ............. To Laser

BeamFocus

Figure 5.3.2-1. Diagram of Tangential Direct-Drive Target Illumination
Geometry at Start of Main Pulse

A precursor pulsethis longproducesan underdenseatmosphere3.2 cm deep by the
arrival of the main pulse,therebyprovidinga longgain lengthfor non-linearprocesses
whichcan cause targetpre-heat. Duringthe resultingimplosionoccurringat a speed
of approximately2.5x107cm/sec., the targetcompressesto ~50% of its original
diameter. Unlessthe laser beam focal spotsizesare also reduced by 50%, a
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significant amount of laser light would consequently miss the target. A diagram
illustrating this problem is shown in Figure 5.3.2-2.
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Figure 5.3.2-2. Diagram of Tangential Laser Illumination
Geometry at end of 6 ns Laser Pulse

RecaDitulation of Published Plasma Physics Target CouDlina Reouirements -
Uniformity of target illumination for multiple beam geometries is essential for
preventing the growth of Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities• However, it is also important

that the ang!e of incidence, 0, between the incoming laser beams and the target be
minimized in order to absorb the incident beam efficiently into the critically-dense
plasma atmosphere blown off from the target. According to Kruer, 1 the fractional
absorption, fA, for a linear plasma density profile is given by the expression •

32v L )
ei COS5e

fA = 1 - exp 15c (5.3.2-1)
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which, as indicated, depends upon cos 5 e. Here, Vei is the plasma collision frequency
evaluated at the critical density, ncrit. In addition, since an obliquely incident optical
wave reflects from the plasma at a lower density than the critical density, less
collisional plasma is traversed by these waves, further decreasing the coupling
fraction. Calculations were carried out using this absorption function using the
geometry shown below in Figure 5.3.2-3.

VaryingIncidentAngles
for Laser Beam Zones

O5

Direct Drive DT Target

IncidentLaser Beam
DividedInto Zones

Figure 5.3.2-3. Geometry for Computing Angular-Dependent
Light/Plasma Coupling Efficiencles

Using this geometry and Eq. 5.3.2-1, the target coupling efficiency was calculated
assuming that fA = 1 for 0 = 0 with a top hat apodization; the results are plotted below
in Figure 5.3.2-4.

For a linear density profile averaged over the implosion time, these simulations
estimate that only 15% of the laser light incident on the target will be absorbed. Since
the actual beam shapes from the excimer lasers are square, a further reduction in

target absorption efficiency of _/4 occurs. For an exponential electron density profile in

the plasma (ric = ncrit exp(-z/L), the fractional absorption, fA, is given by the expression:

ei COS30

fA = 1 - exp 3c (5.3.2-2)
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Figure 5.3.2-4. Fraction of Incident Laser Light Absorbed For
Linear Plasma Density Profile

which, as indicated, depends upon cos 3 e. Calculations were also carried out using

this absorption function with a top hat apodization, In this case, 28% of the energy
incident on the target would be absorbed.

Resonance Absorotion Calculations - The energy absorbed by resonantly driven fields
in the plasma is described by the expression:2

f v(<E;Er>) r2Eabs= ( 8_ ) dr sineded_) (5.3.2-3)

where Er is the radial electric field of the laser beam. Near the critical density, the
expression for Er is given by:

±l (¢+1) 1
Er al:(1 .(Z_) 4 e exp(iS)= Pc(cos) cos (l)

(iF.k2r2) 22_1g.= (5.3.2-4)

where (ztis given by the expression:
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_l (l+ I)

(_ = k Rc (5.3.2-5)

(where Rc is the radius of the plasma critical density) and where _2(,q) is the
absorption function for the rthmode. The fraction absorption of the lth mode, fRA, is
given by:

so that the total power absorbed from the laser beam as a consequence of resonance
absorption is given by:

= 2--_- (zt (5.3.2-7)

where Psis the laser power in the th mode. The net result of performing the integral in
Eq. 5.3.2-3 is to show that resonance absorption generally depends upon (cos Co);2
the implication is that tangential target illumination proposed by the TWG would favor
resonant absorption over inverse Bremsstrahlung for large angles of incidence.
Perhaps a more serious result of these analyses2 is that the spatial absorption
distribution function is not uniform over the target sphere. The calculated RA
distribution for a vertically polarized laser beam is shown in Figure 5.3.2-5.

As shown, resonance absorption is predicted to produce two symmetrical "hot spots" of
absorption at mid-latitudes on the sphere when illuminated with linearly polarized
light. This may constitute an absorption uniformity problem because this process
occurs even when the sphere is uniformly illuminated. However, by using ;L= 248 nm
laser radiation, the effects of resonance absorption are not expected to be reduced
relative to inverse Bremsstrahlung.

DD Ta[get Injection,Tracking.and AlignmentProblems- The 6-mm DD target is
assumed to be injected into the target chamber with speeds of the order of 200 m/sec.
Owing to the vagaries of mechanical and/or electromagnetic injection methods,
tracking of the target and alignment of the 60 beamlines to the anticipated location of
the target is mandatory. If tangential illumination is used, beams need to be aligned
with an accuracy of +500 p (corresponding to an angle A(z= 25 wad as seen by the
GIMM) relative to the target. If pyramidal apodization is used, much more accurate
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Figure 5.3.2-5. Resonant Absorption Contours on Spherical DD Target

target alignment is required (estimatedto be __.5_ [correspondingto an angle
Ao_= 0.25 I.Lradas seen by the GIMM]). In order to achieve the requisitealignment
accuracyin thiscase, a reflective"shineshield"on the directdrivetarget is strongly
recommended. AlthoughDD target injection,tracking,and alignmentpresent
technologicalchallenges, it is believedthat these problemscan be solved using
careful engineering,parallel dedicatedcomputer processing,and advance metrology
techniques.

Summary_- Present specifications for the DD target illumination requirements such as
those provided by the TWG, are based upon work performed at only a few kJ of laser
energy. Elementary plasma physics and optics calculations suggest that the current
TWG DD target illumination specifications are seriously flawed, lt is essential that DD
target results obtained at hundreds of kiiojoules to megajoules be carried out as soon
as possible to permit realistic DD target driver requirements to be generated. Such
experiments could be performed using the Nova Upgrade laser proposed to be built at
the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory.3,4 Using advances in laser technology
together with SDIO tracking technology, we anticipate that high gain DD targets could
be developed which require only a few MJ of laser energy to achieve optimum
performance. These large reductions in the requirements for laser energy can lead to
significant reductions in COE as well as an increase in reliability. More importantly,
the development steps will have facilities of much smaller size and moderate costs.
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5.3.3 Critical Issue No. 3: Feasibility of Indirect Drive Targets for Heavy
Ions

DescriDtion of Problem - The feasibility of the indirect drive (lD) targets for the heavy
(Hl) ion driver is, in part, linked to: (1) the properties of the method used to transport
and focus the Hl beam to the target, (2) the accuracy and reproducibility of the
repetitive Hl target launch system which injects the lD targets to the center of the target
chamber, and (3) the ability of the high-Z hohlraum cavity to efficiently convert and
smooth the radiation incident on the DT capsule. This study is involved with finding
innovative solutions only to the first and second tasks.

There are several methods of transport of the heavy ion beams across the cavity and
focusing onto one or more locations on the target, either direct drive or indirect drive.
Sections 4.3.2 and 6.5.2.6 discuss these options in some detail. Two methods are
worthy of note, ballistic transport and channel transport. A concurrent IFE Reactor
Design Study I was accomplished by a team lead by W.J. Schafer Associates. This
team selected the ballistic approach while the MDA-led tema chose the channel
transport. In the interest of brevity, the discussion of this issue will be limited to the

channel transport option although may aspects of the issue are common and generic.

In the approach being investigated for the Prometheus-H IFE Reactor Design, a
number of Hl beams is focused onto a stripping foil or cell placed in front of a pre-
ionized channel. The Hl beam(s) are then completely stripped, yielding mega-ampere
currents which overcome space charge repulsion to self-focus the beam(s), thereby
trapping the ions in a small diameter (a few mm) channel whose direction is accurately
determined by the pre-ionizing beam. This self-focused, small diameter beam is

subsequently directed to the convertor regions of the moving hohlraum target capsule.
The target has been injected to arrive at the center of the reactor target chamber
synchronously with the arrival of the Hl beam(s).

Two types of indirect drive, heavy ion fusion targets were considered:

(1) single energy convertor lD hohlraum targets designed for single-sided target
irradiation (SSTI), and

(2) Dual energy convertor lD hohlraum targets designed for dual-sided irradiation
(DSTI).
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The feasibility of efficiently imploding both of these ID targets depends upon the
solution of a series of technical problems, including:

(1) Providing return paths for the 13.3 xl 06 A current for the SSTI beam and for
6.7 x106 A for each beam for the DSTI case.

(2) Successful injection and self-pinching of the Hl beams passing through the
stripping foil(s) into a self-focused, small diameter beam directed at the SSTI or
DSTI lD target.

(3) Accurate pointing of the pre-ionized channel(s) at the energy convertor(s) of
the lD target.

(4) Precision launching of the Hl lD targets to arrive repeatedly at the center of the
target chamber and synchronized with the arrival of heavy ion beams.

Review QfT_rget IrradiationRequi.rementsSuDDliedby TWG - The Target Working
Group (TWG) supplied the team with several unclassified documents2,3 which were
used to design a suitable Hl driver design. The following general Hl driver
requirements were determined from the TWG recommendations"

(1) Tightly focused Hl beams containing approximately 5 MJ of energy are to be
delivered in a main beam pulse duration of 6 ns,

(2) The incidem Hl beam diameters need to be _<6mm at the 1/e2 points,
(3) The Hl beams must intercept the convertor regions with an accuracy of

+_0.5mm.

Physicsof Sinale-Sided Hl lD Target Irradiation- Key to both the Hl lD target
irradiation of both single-sided and double-sided targets for the Prometheus IFE
reactor is the collapse of ali the separate Hl beams into a single, pre-ionized channel
of small dimensions. In the Prometheus IFE reactor design concept, this feat is
accomplished by focusing the separate, bunched beams with large quadrupole
magnets down to a common focus coinciding with a thin stripping foil. A schematic of
this configuration is shown below in Figure 5.3.3-1. Background gas is present to
permit autoneutralization of the focusing beams. Immediately prior to the arrival of the
bunched beams, a non-bunched, precursor Hl beam is precisely directed through the
foil to the predicted location of the Hl target. The target moves approximately 10 _m
while the beams cross the cavity. Care must be taken to avoid damaging the Hl lD
target with the non-bunched beam. A dilute gas (Pb vapor) at a pressure of ~100
millitorr is present in the target chamber. The non-bunched precursor Hl beam forms
an ionized channel in the dilute lead vapor from the foil to the Hl target.
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Figure 5.3.3-1. Schematic of Prometheus Approach for Heavy Ion
Single Sided lD Target Irradiation

Following the arrival of the bunched Hl beams, each +2 ion is stripped to an ~ +80
charge state, thereby increasing the current to a level of approximately 6 MA. This
beam current is more than an order of magnitude larger than is necessary to self-pinch
the combined beams, thereby leading to a trapped, self-focused Hl beam precisely

directed to the energy convertor of the single-sided Hl target. The diameter, 5, of the

self-pinched beam oscillates transverse to the beam direction with an amplitude
determined by the original beam emittance and a period of approximately 20 cm.

Physics of Double-Sided Hl lD Target Irradiation - The technical problems associated
with double-sided Hl lD target irradiation are similar to those described above for the
single-sided Hl lD target case. An additional constraint is that the two Hl pulses must
not only arrive near simultaneously at each of the target energy convertors, but they
must also be accurately aligned spatially. A schematic of the double-sided Hl lD target

irradiation geometry is shown below in Figure 5.3.3-2.
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Figure 5.3.3-2. Schematic of Double-Sided Heavy Ion lD Target Irradiation Geometry

As noted above, key to the Prometheus Hl lD double-sided target irradiation concept is
the collapse of the two sets of separate Hl beams into each of the two pre-ionized
channels of <6 mm diameter. In this case, the non-bunched precursor Hl beams
create the ionized channels in the low pressure (100 millitorr or less) lead vapor prior
to the arrival of the Hl lD target.

In a manner similar to that described above for single-sided irradiation, following the
arrival of the N/2 bunched Hl beams, each +2 ion is stripped to a ~ +80 charge state,

thereby increasing the current to a level of approximately 6 MA. This is sufficient to
self-pinch the combined beams, thereby leading to a pair of colliding, self-focused Hl
beams precisely directed to the energy convertor of the double-sided Hl target.
Previous work performed with heavy-ion beams has shown that high degrees of
precision can be achieved with regard to both timing of pulse arrival as well as
intercepting a small aperture, providing the divergence associated with non-
compensated space charge have been overcome.
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lD Hl Target TransoortProblem_- The problemsasociatedwith transportof the indirect
drive heavy ion beam target relatesto two general categories:

(1) Protectionof the cryogenictarget fromthermal radiation,primarilyemanating
fromthe coolinginteriorof the reactorchamber

(2) Accuratedelivery of the indirectdrive, heavy ion beam target to a location
where the beams can successfullyilluminatethe target.

Indirectdrive targets by their very natureare relativelyfragile and difficultto accelerate
rapidly. In general, accelerationsgreater than 100 m/sec2 are to be avoided. Target
velocitiesshouldbe in the range of 200 m/s to minimizethe transit time acrossto the
centerof the chamber. Sincethe cryogenic DT capsuleis relativelywell protected
fromthe thermal radiationpresent in the target chamber,the Hl lD target is predictedto
be lessproneto heating. Becauseof the 100 mtorr residualleaclvapor pressure,the
effect of viscousdrag andturbulenceon the motionof the target in the chamber must
be determined.

As mentioned earlier, the target injector and the beams must work in conjunction with
each other to provide the required illumination on every target. To date, the
experimental targets have been stationary and the beams and/or target adjusted to
achieve the desired illumination requirements. In demonstration power or commercial
reactors, this degree of accuracy must be achieved every time, several times a second.
This can be accomplished either with a highly precise target injector and the target can
be tracked and the beams adjusted to the known or predicted location of the target.

The factors which effect the final position of the target include the velocity vector at
release and the environment during the transit to the final position. The magnitude of
the vector, if measurable, is not a serious problem as the timing of the beams can be
adjusted to compensate. Alignment of the injector can easily be corrected. The
alignment of the single-sided injector would be easiest because it would enter from the
opposite side of the chamber and would be aligned coaxial with the beam. The
alignment of the injector with dual-sided illumination is more difficult because coaxial
injection is not permitted due to the on-axis precursor beams. The Prometheus
recommendation was to locate the injector off axis by 10° to clear the beamline cone.
This severely complicates the alignment because the lateral component of target
motion relative to the nominal beam axis. Timing of the beam becomes more critical
and/or beam adjustments are required.

One of the more serious difficulties is ensuring that during the release of the target
from the injector no lateral forces are induced which would influence the target velocity
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vector. The precision of the injector can be analytically modeled and then tested
experimentally to verify the required precision. The environmental influences within
the chamber are more difficult, especially predicting how the environment will behave
a few tenths of a second after the prior fusion reaction. Modeling and experimental
evidence will be required to develop the necessary database.

Upon leaving the injector, the velocit_ and position of targets must be determined. The
targets could be tracked (with difficulty) through the shield, blanket, and into the actual
cavity. Depending upon t_ ; known characteristics and behavior of the cavity
environment, the required degree of tracking is determined - the better the
environmenl is known, the less tracking is required and vice versa. Sensors can be
protected to some degree, but high levels of radiation hardening will be required
inside the shield area,

Summ_._.- In the Prometheus IFE reactor concept, the feasibiJty of indirect drive
heavy iol_ targets is largely based upon the successful and efficient collapsing of a
large number of low ionization state particles into one or two single, highly ionized,
self-pinched ion beams that are accurately guided to the energy convertor(s) of a
heavy ion ii, i;ect drive hohlraum. Since the TWG specifications for Hl lD targets were
vague, the Prometheus IFE reactor concept has necessarily incorporated a great deal
of flexibility in the final focus and _ransport portions of the heavy ion driver design.

lt is important to demonstrate the validity of the Prometheus heavy ion final focus and
self-pinched propagation physics experimentally. Since these experiments must be
perforr,_ed at _,.;IIscale, it will be necessary to construct a substantial heavy ion driver
machine in order to demonstrate the concept, lt is strongly recommend that this be
accomplished within the next decade.
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5.3.4 Critical Issue No. 4: Feasibility of Indirect Drive Targets for Lasers

Description of Problem - As in the case of the indirect drive heavy ion fusion target, the
indirect drive (lD) laser fusion target being considered by the Prometheus IFE Reactor
Design is a symmetric, two-sided hohlraum design. The feasibility of efficiently
imploding this lD laser target has difficulties arising from three major sources:

(1) Plasma closure of the two entrance apertures to the hohlraum,
(2) Accurate target tracking and pointing of the multiple laser beams to coincide

with the two entrance apertures of the moving lD target, and
(3) Accurate and reproducible indirect drive target propagation from the pellet

injector to the center of the target chamber.

Significant misalignment of the laser beams could damage the radiation casing of the
target capsule and cause a target misfire.

Review of Target Irradiation ReQuirements SUODliedby TWG. As in the case of the
heavy ion indirect drive targets, the Target Working Group (TWG) has supplied the
team with unclassified documents. In the original inertial confinement fusion driver
guideline document I supplied us, ali references to indirect drive laser targets had
been removed. A second document, 2 obtained much later, has some information

concerning indirect drive laser targets. After careful examining of the information in
these documents 1,2 from the TWG, the following laser driver requirements were
surmised"

(1) Using the Nova Upgrade laser plan of 288 independently pointed beams
arranged in three or four rings of beams on each side of the target with the
beams distributed in angles ranging from 30° to 60 ° from the target axis, the

indirect laser target illumination requirement is achieved, lt should be possible
to reduce the total number of beams to approximately 50. This would require
an energy balance between beams of 5%. (Achieving a 5% balance of power
among the laser beams is significantly easier than the 1% illumination
uniformity required for direct drive laser targets)

(2) Nearly diffraction-limited laser beams are required with essentially ali of the
~2.5 MJ in each of the two beams being contained inside a 1.5-mm diameter

spot. Pulse durations range from around 8 ns at a 5 MJ energy level to 10 ns at
10 MJ. of 6 ns. (This is readily achieved since the focal spot size from a 1-m
aperture mirror located 20 meters from the target chamber can achieve a

15-_m spot size.)
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(3) A laser wavelength is needed for which efficient inverse Bremsstrahlung can
be achieved [UV Wavelength (<300 nm)].

(4) A precursor laser pulse containing 30% of the energy and having a duration of
40 to 50 ns is required.

In general, these requirements are easier to meet than those specified for the laser
direct-drive target. There are, however, some additional problems associated with lD
laser targets which may seriously affect performance.

liPLaser T_roet TransDortProblems- As noted, indirect drive laser targets are
relatively fragile and difficult to accelerate rapidly. In general, accelerations greater
than 100 m/sec2 are to be avoided. Since the cryogenic DT capsule is relatively well
protected from the thermal radiation present in the target chamber, the laser lD target
can survive for longer periods in the target chamber (i.e., the propagation speed of the
laser ID target need not be as great as that required for the laser direct drive target
owing to this protective feature). See Section 5.3.3 for a list discussion of similar
problems.

- The feasibility of indirect drive laser targets is largely based on overcoming
a number of potential technical problems: (1) directing 50 nearly diffraction limited
laser beams accurately to the entrance apertures of the target and (2) reliably
transporting the indirect drive target to the center of the target chamber with great
precision. A great deal of flexibility in the final laser beam focus and transport portions
of the laser architecture was incorporated to accommodate the range of specified
requirements. As in the case of the direct drive target, technical development of high
speed tracking and laser pointing systems are required in order to assure that ali laser
beams would be properly positioned on the entrance apertures of the lD target.

References 5.3.4
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5.3.5 Critical Issue No. 5: Cost Reduction Strategies for the Heavy Ion
Driver

Descriotion of Problem - The attraction of the Heavy Ion (Hl) approach to IFE has

always been related to the fundamental technical feasibility of building a system with
the required properties to drive a pellet to ignition. The basic accelerator technology is
well developed, the beam physics is tractable, and existing accelerator systems have
exhibited 25-year lifetimes with 95% availabilities. A system to provide the required
average power could have been built ten years ago. The problem is cost. A 10-GEV
linear accelerator built with today's technology would cost billions of dollars.

There are two key issues associated with Hl driver cost reduction:

(1) Space charge limited transport of a bunched beam, and
(2) High current storage rings for heavy ion beams.

Space Charge-.Limited Transport of a Bunched Beam - Experiments and computer
simulations have shown that transporting beams for several kilometers at their space

charge limit should be possible, with little emittance growth. However, this Hl beam
transport has only been demonstrated with low energy, low power, unbunched beams.

If the Hl beams have to be transported at currents lower than the space charge limit,
then the accelerator will have to have a longer pulse (in the case of an induction

LINAC) or more quadrupole transport channels within the same accelerator, thereby
increasing the cost of the accelerator.

High Current Storage Rings for Heavv Ion Beams - One of the characteristic properties
of linear accelerators is their ability to run at rather high average powers and relatively

high repetition rates. Since the clearing time in the IFE reactor chamber precludes
very high repetition rates for the DT pellet ignition, the LINAC is forced to operate at
uneconomically slow repetition rates. This problem can be eliminated if the beams for
the LINAC can be stored for a short period of time. By operating the induction LINAC
in the burst mode, the induction cores are used over and over, and of course, each
core is therefore smaller in diameter.

The issue here is one of demonstrating that a Hl beam of the required intensity can

be stored in a storage ring for the requisite time, typically on the order of 1 to
2 milliseconds. The issues are similar to those associated with bunched beam

transport, but have the additional complications associated with closed orbit
synchrotrons, such as betatron and synchrotron resonances, etc., which can give rise
to emittance growth or beam loss. Furthermore, beam induced vacuum instability is
another problem which must be overcome. Ali of these issues can only be resolved
with an experimental storage ring with parameters reasonably close to what is
required.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disdosure of data
:_bjoct',o"".......... '_,"-" 5.3-26



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

5.3.6 Critical Issue No. 6: Demonstration of High Overall Laser Driver

Efficiency

De$cripti0n of Problem- The excimer laser driver system has a number of components
which can individually be optimized to yield high efficiencies. The achievement of
high efficiency is viewed as a crucial requirement for the laser driver. In addition to the
achievement of high efficiency is the corresponding goal of highly reliable
components. The laser driver consists of the following four major elements:

(1) Excimer laser amplifiers
(2) Raman accumulators
(3) SBS pulse compressors
(4) Computer controlled and self-aligning optical train which directs the laser

beams through the various optical components and down into the target
chamber.

The latter three elements require some additional development and testing before they

can be judged adequate to be incorporated into a mature laser driver design. The
major problem to be addressed here is the first element, the excimer laser amplifiers.

The fundament of an efficient, reliable laser driver is the successful design,

construction, and testing of excimer laser amplifier modules.

During the past five years, relatively little work has been carried out in the USA with
regard to improving the efficiency and the reliability of moderate sized excimer laser
amplifiers. Some analytical studies I have been carried out on both electron-beam
excited excimer lasers (EBEELs) and electron-beam sustained electric discharge
lasers (EBSEDLs) which offered (on paper) gross wall plug efficiencies as high as
17%. These efficiencies, however, are more likely to be reduced significantly if
incorporated into a large laser system architecture. The main concern is that no
experimental work in excimer amplifier development is either currently in progress or
planned by the Department of Energy (DOE).

Work in the Soviet Union with sliding discharge cathodes in CO2 discharge lasers has
produced some promising results which may offer alternatives to the EBSEDLs. The
electric discharge lasers offer an inherently higher efficiency than the EBEELs since
excitation of the excimer species occurs along the neutral channel, thereby avoiding
the excitation of a large number of higher-lying states (which may contribute relatively
little to the overall amplifier extraction efficiency). Moreover, by avoiding transmitting
large beam currents through foils, hibachis, etc., the overall pumping efficiency may be
significantly higher.
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ReQuired Future Work @nExcimer Laser Amplifier Modules - There are several
problems with the electric discharge excimer lasers which require further experimental
work. These include:

(1) Characterization of the optimum pulse duration and gas mixture to achieve
efficient operation with a matched, efficient, pulsed power system.

(2) Sensing and prevention of the formation of arcs in the discharges.
(3) Extension of the operating lifetimes of the amplifiers to reach levels of 109 to

1010 amplifier firings between failures.
(4) Control of color center formation and chemical attack of amplifier windows

during the 109 to 1010shot operational periods.

If these problems were analyzed theoretically and solutions found experimentally
during a series of technological development programs granted by DOE to industry,
the workhorse of the Prometheus excimer laser driver could be developed to the point
that it could be incorporated into a credible IFE reactor system by the year 2030.

Summa_ - The major obstacle to the development of a reliable, highly efficient
excimer laser driver for IFE reactors is the lack of work previously performed or
currently planned on moderate-sized (2-4 kJ output) excimer laser amplifier modules.
lt is strongly recommended that DOE support an aggressive excimer laser amplifier
program with the goal of producing a 2 to 4 kJ amplifier with a wall plug efficiency of
12% and a mean time between failures of between 109 and 1010 shots.

Amplifier modules this size can fail in operation without producing a deleterious effect
on the overall operation of the IFE reactor. Additional work would be needed on the
Raman accumulators, SBS pulse compressors, and beam conditioning systems as
well in order to achieve the objective of an efficient, reliable, operational IFE laser
driver by the year 2030.

Reference for 5.3.6

1. "New Techniques for KrF Laser Fusion Systems," Interim Report for Los Alamos
National Laboratory, pp. 2-70 through 2-72, Los Alamos, New Mexico, written by
Spectra Technology, Inc., Seattle, Washington.
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5.3.7 Critical Issue No. 7: Tritium Self-Sufficiency in IFE Reactors

Introduction - Fuel self-sufficiency is a critical requirement for a renewable energy
source. The first generation of fusion power reactors will operate on the DT cycle.
Since tritium is not available in nature, tritium must be bred internally in fusion reactors

using neutrons generated in the DT reactions. Therefore, careful analysis of the fuel
cycle is necessary to evaluate the conditions that must be met in a fusion reactor
design. These conditions must then be used as absolute criteria in selection among
design concepts and in defining the range of acceptable performance parameters.
Self-sufficiency requirements must be included in a prudent plan for fusion research
and development.

Several characteristics of tritium and fusion reactors that make fuel cycle analysis
complex are (1) tritium is a gas in the natural state, (2) tritium undergoes radioactive
decay with a relatively short, 12-yr half life, (3) tritium must be fed nearly continuously
into the reaction chamber, (4) the fractional burnup, i.e. the fraction of the tritium atoms
fed into the reaction region that undergo fusion reaction before they are removed out
of the reaction region, is relatively low, (5) removal and processing of the fuel exhaust
from the reaction region involve many physical, chemical and thermal processes and,
generally, require a significant amount of time, (6) tritium bred in the blanket
surrounding the reaction region must be extracted and processed through several
processes that take time and, (7) the amount of tritium that can be produced in the
blanket per fusion reaction is sensitive to the choices of particular technologies of key
reactor components (e.g. neutral beams vs. rf in MFE or laser vs. heavy ion beams in
IFE) and to many of the specific design features and performance parameters for a
given technology (e.g. penetrations associated with direct or indirect KrF laser driver).

In previous work, 1 fuel cycle analysis was performed and fuel self-sufficiency
conditions were derived for magnetic fusion reactors. There are substantial
differences in the fuel cycle and in the reactor characteristics, and hence in fuel self-
sufficiency conditions and requirements between MFE and IFE reactors. The
purposes of this work are (1) to develop a mathematical model for the fuel cycle in IFE
reactors, ancl (2) to derive fuel self-sufficiency conditions and requirements. Future
work should compare the requirements and potential for attaining self-sufficiency in
future IFE and MFE reactors.

Self-sufficiency ConOition - The tritium breeding ratio (TBR), Jkis defined I as:

.+
NA-
N" (5.3.7-1)
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.where is the rate of tritium production in the system (primarily, the blanket) and N
is the rate of burning tritium in the fusion reaction chamber (i.e., the fuel target in IFE or
the plasma in MFE). Defining two specific breeding ratios, the required TBR, Ar, and

the achievable TBR, Aa; the condition to attain tritium self-sufficiency in fusion reactors
can then be written as:

Aa_>Ar (5.3.7-2)

Since fusion is in a relatively early stage of R & D, accurate and clear definition of Ar

and Aa must be general enough to account for uncertainties in reactor system
description and in predicting its performance.

The required TBR (Ar) in a self-sustained fusion power economy must exceed unity by
a margin, G, necessary to (a) compensate for losses and radioactive decay of tritium

during the period between production and use, (b) supply a holdup inventory in
various reactor components, and (c) provide inventory for startup of other fusion
reactors.

The required Jkr, as shown later, is a function of many reactor parameters as well as

the doubling time, td, and the radioactive decay constant for tritium. Examples of these
parameters are the fractional tritium burnup in the target, and the mean residence time
and tritium inventory in various reactor components such as the target factory, blanket,
and tritium processing systems. Many of these parameters vary from one design to
another; and, for a given design, the prediction of some of these parameters is subject
to uncertainties. We write:

Ar = 1 +Go + ZXG (5.3.7-3)

where Go is the breeding margin for a reference conceptual design based on a given

estimate of its performance parameters, and where AG is the uncertainty in estimating

the required breeding ratio (1 + Go).

The achievable TBR, Aa, is also a function of the reactor design with particularly strong

dependence on the first wall/blanket design concept. At present, accurate prediction
of ./kasuffers from two types of uncertainties:

(1) Uncertainties in system definition: Fusion reactor design concepts are
evolving. The choices for many of the design features, materials, and
technology options have not been made. The achievable TBR is strongly
dependent on many of these choices.
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(2) Inaccuracies in prediction: For a well-specified reactor system, the prediction
of the achievable breeding ratio is subject to uncertainties. These are due to
approximations or errors in the various elements of the calculations, e.g., in
basic nuclear data, data representation, calculational methods, and geometric

representation. We write the achievable TBR, Aa, as:

Aa = Ac- Aa (5.3.7-4)

where Ac = TBR calculated for a specified blanket in a specified reactor system

Aa = uncertainty in calculating the achievable TBR

2 2Aa = As + Ap (5.3.7-5)

where

As = uncertainty associated with system definition; i.e., the changes in Ac due
to probable changes in the system definition

Ap = uncertainty in predicting the breeding ratio (Ac) for the specified system
due to nuclear data uncertainties, numerical approximations, geometrical
modeling, etc.

In comparing the potential to achieve tritium self-sufficiency among various reactor
concepts or among various blanket options for a given reactor design, it is useful to
define a "figure of merit." One such figure of merit is

= Aa- Ac = (Ac- Aa)- (1 + Go + AG) (5.3.7-6)

Required TBR - The analytic model developed in Reference 1 was modified to
describe the various elements of the tritium cycle in an IFE reactor. The model is
shown schematically in Figure 5.3.7-1. A set of differential equations was written down
to relate the tritium inventories in the various components of Figure 5.3.7-1 to their
operating parameters. The equations were solved analytically to derive explicit
expressions for the functional dependence of the tritium inventories. An exact
expression for the required TBR as a function of the doubling time and the tritium cycle
operating parameters was derived. A computer program was written, using these
equations, to calculate the dependence of the required TBR on the key physics and
technology parameters of an IFE reactor. Table 5.3.7-1 denotes the abbreviations
used in Figure 5.3.7-1.
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Figure 5.3.7-1. Schematic Model of the Fuel Cycle tor IFE Reactor
Operated on the DT Cycle
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Table 5.3.7-1 Abbreviations Used in Figure 5.3.7-1

A = TBF
I;q- = tritiumburnrateinthe target
li = tritiuminventoryincompartmenti
Ti = meanresidencetimeoftritiumincompartmenti
gi = nonradioactivelossfractionoftritiumincompartmenti

= tritiumdecayconstant
13 = tritiumfractionalburnupinthetarget
fi = tritiumfractionalleakagetocompartmenti
Ig constantflowrateoftritiumrecoveredfromwaste,steam,andairprocessingunits

I1

Ac "_'1(1 -fc)

I1

Bc = "_"lfc

A set of reference parameters was selected to represent the present best estimate.
This reference parameter set is shown in Table 5.3.7-2. The calculated value of the
required TBR with this reference parameter set is 1.05. A sensitivity study was then
performed to determine the sensitivity of Ar to variations in various parameters, lt was

found that the required TBR is most sensitive to:

• 13 tritium fractional burnup in the target
• Tlo the tritium mean residence time in the target factory
• tr the number of days of tritium reserve on site
• td the doubling time

Figure 5.3.7-2 shows the variation of the required TBR with these most important
parameters, lt can be seen from this figure that the required TBR can increase to

~1.25. Figure 5.3.7-3 shows the variation of Ar with simultaneous change in the values

of 13and TlO. The required TBR increases dramatically, e.g. to ,-1.5 if 13drops to 5%
and TlO becomes 20 days. Such high TBR can not be achieved in a fusion reactor.
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Table 5.3.7-2. Reference Parameter Set for Tritium Self-Sufficiency Calculation

Tritiumconsumption(burninplasma), I_1 (kg/day) 0.3
Doublingtime, td(yr) 5
Tritiumfractionalburnupinplasma,_(%) 3 0
Tamereservedfor independenttritiumsupply,tr(day) 2

Non radioactivelosses(chemicaltie-upin radioactivewaste, etc.) in
Breeder processing,¢2(%) 0.02
Blanketcoolantprocessing,¢3(%) 0.001
Fuel clean up andisotopeseparationunits,¢4(%) 0.0
Reactorchamber andexhaustprocessing,_6(%) 0.05
Driverregionprocessing,¢7(%) 0.1
Wall protectionprocessing,_:8(%) 0.1
Target fabrication processing,_10(%) 0.1

Tritium mean residence time in
Blanket, T1 (day) 1
Breeder processing, T2(day) 0.1
Blanket coolant processing, T3(day) 100
Fuel cleanup and isotope separation units, T4(day) 1
Reaction chamber and exhaust processing, T6(day) 1
Driver region processing, T7(day) 100
Wall protection coolant processing, T8(day) 100
Target fabrication and target storage, T10(day) 10

Tritium fractional leakage from
Breeder to blanket coolant processing, fc(%) 0.001
Plasma to limiter processing, fL(%) 0.01
Plasma to wall protection processing, fF(%) 0.01

Constant tdtium flow returned from the waste, steam
and air processing, 19(g/day) 0.01

The achievable TBR is generally in the range of 1.1 to 1.3 with about 20% uncertainty

due to system definition and prediction capability. Two important conclusions arise

from this analysis:

(1) R&D effort for IFE must aim at achieving certain range of parameters that have
direct impact on tritium self-sufficiency. For example, the R & D goals should

be to achieve 13> 20% and TlO < 10 days.

(2) Tritium self-sufficiency is a critical issue in IFE, as it is in MFE. Demonstration

of tritium self-sufficiency must be a goal for early integrated test facilities.
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Figure 5.3.7-2. Variation of Required TBR with Reactor Parameters
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TlO/TlO(reference)

Figure 5.3.7-3. Variation of Required TBR as a Function of TlO (Residence Time in
Target Factory) for Various Values of the Tritium Fractional Burnup (13).

References for 5.3.7

1. M.A. Abdou, et al, "Deuterium-Tritium Fuel Self-Sufficiency in Fusion Reactors,"
Fusion Technology, vol. 9, pages 250-284 (March, 1986).
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5.3.8 Critical Issue No. 8: Cavity Clearing at IFE Pulse Repetition Rates

DescriDtign of the Prol;)lem - Following each pellet explosion, the cavity fills with target
debris and material evaporated or otherwise ejected from the cavity surfaces. ThisJ

material must be removed from the cavity before the next target is injected. In the
Prometheus designs, the cavity is cleared by recondensing the condensable gases
onto the surface of the first wall, and by pumping non-condensable gases out through
large ducts.

Operation of a power reactor requires continuous operation at several (i.e., ~5-10)
pulses per second. For a fixed reactor thermal power, lower repetition rates require
higher yields, which in turn produce unacceptably high driver energy requirements
and excessive loads on the surrounding components. In order to ensure that a
feasible design window exists, the cavity pressure must be reduced to the level
required for target and driver energy propagation.

Evacuation requirements are based on propagation limits for both targets and driver
energy. Base pressure requirements are important for two reasons: (1) the time to
evacuate the chamber depends on the pressure, and (2) the level of protection to the
first wall (and final c '.: ;s) afforded by the cavity background gas depends strongly on
the pressure. If a sufficiently high background pressure could be allowed, the
survivability of the solid surfaces might be substantially enhanced.

Analysis - Driver propagation requirements depend on the type of driver. For the
Prometheus-L design, the Pb pressure limit for laser propagation was estimated as ~1
mtorr@0°C. Above this value, gas breakdown is expected to occur, in which case the
laser beams would be degraded. Target gain would start to decline.

Due to the innovative, heavy-ion channel transport mechanism used in Prometheus-H,
a much higher base pressure is considered acceptable. In this case, the 100 mtorr
limit is determined also by target transport. Target propagation limits depend on the
target design. Indirect drive targets are generally more robust than direct drive, and
can propagate at higher base pressure with less degradation. In order to resolve this
aspect of the issue, accurate estimates of maximum allowable base pressure need to
be determined for each target and driver design to be pursued.

Under idealized conditions, achievable cavity clearing times can be estimated by
analyzing mass and energy transport within the cavity. Figure 5.3.8-1 shows the
results of such a calculation. Cavity vapor temperature and pressure histories are
plotted for a Pb wetted-wall cavity design. In this case, approximately 3 kg of Pb are
evaporated by direct energy deposition from the x-rays which reach the first wall. The
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initial average cavity vapor pressure and temperature are estimated as 49 kPa and 3
eV, respectively. A much larger amount of Pb is subsequently evaporated due to rapid
radiation cooling of the cavity vapor. Before the recondensation phase begins, about
80 kg of Pb (10 14m)is evaporated.
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Figure 5.3.8-1. Cavity Vapor Pressure and Temperature Histories Following the Blast.

Based on this analysis, the cavity pressure drops below 1 mtorr before the next shot.
However, the actual physics of energy and mass transport and vapor recondensation
is very complex under the e^treme conditions following a target explosion. The cavity
gas is partially ionized, and subject to highly time-dependent processes such as
hydrodynam!c shock waves. Non-ideal effects such as liquid droplet formation and
effects of penetrations provide additional uncertainties.

While many uncertainties exist, there are also various design solutions which can be
adopted to improve the cavity clearing rate. For example, condensing surfaces (or
cold jets) could be added. Some design proposals use large slugs of cold liquid to
evacuate the chamber. More research is needed to better understand clearing
requirements, the recondensation process, and to develop design solutions to this
critical issue.
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5.3.9 Critical Issue No. 9: Performance, Reliability, and Lifetime of Final
Laser Optics

Description - In this study, successful conceptual mirror designs were introduced.
These designs involved both the dielectric turning and focussing mirror and the final
optical component, the Grazing Incidence Metal Mirror (GIMM). Analysis of the
proposed design indicated that, with proper selection of materials and mechanical
configuration, the GIMM lifetime can be very long-on the order of the plant lifetime.
Clever shielding designs and materials selection for the dielectric elements can
likewise lead to great improvements in the overall laser reactor concept. In ali
previous studies of laser fusion so far, it has always been concluded that the final
mirror will have to be at distances in excess of 30-40 m away from the cavity center
and that the lifetime and reliability will be small. Preliminary analyses of the
Prometheus design approach indicated the mirror could be a life-of-plant component
and yet be located 20 meters from the cavity center. An in-depth study of the
performance, reliability, and lifetime of the final optical components is necessary.
Advances in this area will, undoubtedly, lead to significant improvements of the entire
concept and will likely benefit other technological areas which rely on the reliable
performance of large laser mirror systems.

Analysis -

Turning Mirror- As far as the turning mirror is concerned, two categories of research
will be pursued:

(1) Shielding design of a neutron dump, and pinhole for minimization of the

damage caused by ionizing radiation (i.e. neutronic and photonic).
(2) Materials selection and data base analysis for the optimum choice of dielectrics

with the minimum amount of damage. In this area, rate theory would be used
to compute the accumulation rates of color centers and their impact on the
optical properties of the dielectric. To our knowledge, this approach has not
been attempted so far. A model with these capabilities can actually lead to the
development of annealing strategies for the elimination or reduction of the
effects of radiation on the optical properties of the dielectric materials.

Grazing Incidence Metal Mirror - The design of a reliable, long-life GIMM is critical to
the success of the laser fusion concept. A detailed thermo-mechanical design
involves the following features:

(1) De-coupling between the optical and structural functions of the mirror. A high
strength aluminum alloy is deposited on top of a composite SiC stiffened
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support structure. A very thin graphitic shear layer would be desirable, such
that the larger thermal expansion of the aluminum surface does not lead to
buckling patterns on the mirror's surface which would degrade the optical
quality of the laser beam.

(2) A low activation, zero swelling composite structural support of the aluminum
surface. Thermal deformations of the surface are corrected for by uniform end
moments. These correcting moments can be induced by clamping the
structural support to a rigid concrete shell, which would also give only one two
degrees of freedom for thermal expansion. Design of mechanical
sliding/bolting systems must be demonstrated in order that the deflections
caused by th_ small temperature gradient across the mirror's surface can be
completely eliminated.

(3) Detailed structural analysis of the aluminum optical layer, the supporting
composite structure, and the graphitic shear layer.

(4) Determination and analysis of the possible modes of damage to the mirror.
This would involve fatigue and creep damage assessments, lt is to be borne in
mind that fatigue analysis of the composite structural substrate does not follow
the established rules for metal systems. On the other hand, fatigue of the
surface aluminum layer (a few mm thick) can also be minimized, or perhaps
eliminated, if more effort is directed toward stress redistribution in between the
optical aluminum layer and the structural substrate.

(5) Investigation of the possibility of piezoelectric, or other error detection and
correction mechanisms, for final mechanical control of the optical quality of the
mirror's surface.
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5.3.10 Critical Issue No. 10" Viability of Liquid Metal Film for First Wall
Protection

Description of the Problem - In the Prometheus designs, a thin liquid metal fiim wets
the first wall in order to prevent the solid structures from rapidly degrading due to the
extremely high instantaneous heat and particle loads. To prevent liquid from entering
the cavity, the thickness of the film is maintained as small as possible. For this scheme
to be successful, ali structures exposed to the blast must be covered. Analysis of dry
spots suggests that operation for periods of timG greater than 10-15 minutes will cause
irreparable damage to the first wall.

While a great deal of research has been carried out on film flows, the materials,
configuration, and environmental conditions for inertial fusion are unique, and little
effort has been expended in the IFE community to determine how films will behave
under these conditions in a real engineering system. The major uncertainties include:

• Film feeding and thickness control
• Blast effects

• Flow around geometric perturbations (such as beam penetrations)
• Protection of inverted surfaces

The film thickness must be relatively uniform in Prometheus because the surface
power conducts through the film. The local film thickness determines the local surface
temperature, which strongly influences the condensation rate. Even for very thin films,
the flow becomes turbulent and instabilities are likely to develop. Therefore, better
understanding of the nature of instabilities and possible remedies are critical. Good
wetting between the solid surface and liquid film is very important.

EXplosive effects resulting from the blast may lead to further problems. Several effects
.... are present:

(1) A large impulse is imparted to the film following rapid evaporation at the
surface

(2) Additional shock waves strike tl_e wall as the cavity vapor responds to the blast.
These shocks cause motion of the soli0 structures which could eject liquid into
the chamber

(3) Rapid "isochoric" bulk heating of the liquid creates high pressures, which can
cause fragmentation of the liquid film.

The problem of wall protection with films is particularly difficult near inverted surfaces
(such as the upper h_misphere or tops of beamlines) or at penetrations and
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nonuniformities in the cavity interior. Dripping is likely to occur from inverted surfaces,
so that the concept of slow porous flow may need to be supplemented with alternate
methods, such as inertial jets or magnetic guiding.

Figures 5.3.10-1 and 5.3.10-2 show the jet velocity required, and the film thickness
and minimum flow rate required for film attachment on the upper hemisphere. The
velocity and thickness can be high, leading to large flow rates. The option of using
MHD guiding has been shown to be capable of resolving this problem, but adds
design complexity to the device.
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Figure 5.3.10-1. Minimum Velocity Required for Film Attachment
on the Upper Hemisphere
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Figure 5.3.10-2. Turbulent Film Thickness and Minimum Flow Rate
Required for Film Attachment on the Upper Hemisphere
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5.3.11 Critical Issue No. 11: Fabricability, Reliability, and Lifetime of
SiC Composite Structures

Descriptionof the Problem- The viability of using SiC structures in the first wall and
blanket is a key consideration of the laser and heavy ion designs. If these concepts
are to be believable, efforts should be made to assess the factors involved in
determination of acceptable lifetimes, and to determine the appropriate manufacturing
methods and their economics. Anticipated lifetimes for FW/B components are not well
known. Limited resources allocated to this area precluded a realistic assessment of
the anticipated lifetimes. Without this knowledge, system reliability, maintenance and
economics wouJd be seriously challenged. In order to perform this task, several
investigations need be considered, lt is too simplistic, and perhaps misleading, to use
the accumulated fluence, or displacements per atom, to make projections of lifetimes.
The determination of such lifetimes would need knowledge of the various effects of
radiation. The most prominent of those are neutron induced swelling, embrittlement,
fiber shrinkage, and/or detachment from the matrix, creep crack propagation at high
temperatures, and crack bridging mechanisms during irradiation.

On the other hand, the technology to process and manufacture SiC composites is at its
infancy. An evaluation of manufacturing methods, potential, and costs is needed.
Manufacturing methods are classified into fiber production techniques and matrix
processing technologies. A variety of possibilities exist, with potential consequences
on both economics and design.

Analysi_

(1) Radiation Effects on the properties of SiC Composites: The relevant effect of
irradiation to be investigated are: displacement damage production in various
neutron spectra; swelling rate dependence on temperature, fluence and
porosity; irradiation induced creep; irradiation embrittlement by
amorphization; high temperature crack nucleation and propagation under
static and dynamic conditions.

(2) Lifetime assessment of the FW: A realistic determination of FW lifetime would
require analysis of a number of material and structural properties of the first
wall. The data base accumulated under item (1) above would have to
phenomenalogically modeled in the form of appropriate design equations.
These equations will include crack growth under cyclic loading at high
temperature, radiation creep rate, thermal creep rate, and swelling rate. These
mechanical property equations will then be used in a structural analysis code
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for determination of stress and strain fields under time-dependent loading
conditions. The lifetime of the FW/B structure will be dictated by:

(a) fatigue crack growth.
(b) maximum allowable inelastic deformations.
(c) maximum stress/strain criteria under the complex multiaxial loading

situation in the structure.

(3) Manufacturing and reliability: Existing manufacturing techniques involve CVD,
CVI, and HIP technologies for the matrix. A wide range of fibers and
architecture are also possible. The structural performance, lifetime and
reliability are ali dependent on the manufacturing method of the composite. In
addition, cost is an important factor, which will be also determined by the
manufacturing technique.
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5.3.12 Critical Issue No. 12: Validation of Radiation Shielding
Requirements, Design Tools, and Nuclear Data

Descriptionof the Problem- Radiation shielding must protect both personnel and
sensitive reactor components. Components with the most stringent protection
requirements include the final optics in a laser-driven fusion reactor. Other
components with important radiation protection requirements include magnets in the
heavy ion driver, instrumentation and control. Two important requirements must be
imposed on the radiation shield in order to enhance attractive environmental and
safety features of IFE reactors. First, the bulk shield (immediately surrounding the
blanket) must be designed so that the long-term activation in reactor components
outside the cavity and inside the reactor building is minimum. Such components
include the heat transport system, heat exchanger and/or steam generators, and a
variety of auxiliary system and constitute a large material inventory that would
tremendously increase the waste disposal problem if allowed to be highly radioactive.
Second, the IFE shield should be designed to permit some personnel access to the
reactor building outside the bulk shield within days after shutdown. Although full
remote maintenance should be planned for, having personnel access capability after
shutdown is deemed necessary in a number of foreseen cases and unforeseen
events.

These critical requirements on the shield combined with the fact that the shield is one
of the largest (in volume and weight) and more expensive components in an IFE
reactor necessitate careful shield design. Sophisticated capabilities for predicting the
radiation field and associated radiation response in materials are required. Although
advanced capabilities exist, uncertainties in accuracy remain due to modeling
complexities, nuclear data uncertainties, limitations of calculational methods in void
regions and deep radiation penetration problems, and time dependent behavior of
materials and components. For example, it is likely that components will deform
during operation, which may head to unpredictable streaming paths. Improvements in
methods, data and experimental verification of prediction capabilities are needed.

Establishing accurate radiation protection requirements is necessary, particularly for
components whose shielding is either physically difficult (e.g. final optics in laser
driver) or results in substantial economic penalty. Thus, quantitative and reliable
knowledge of the effect of radiation on materials and components is required.
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5.3.13 Critical Issue No. 13: Reliability and Lifetime of Laser and Heavy
lon Drivers

Description of Problem - The reliabilities and lifetimes of excimer laser and heavy ion
beam driver systems profoundly affect the operating characteristics of an inertial fusion
energy (IFE) reactor. Although both the excimer laser and the heavy ion beam drivers
are powered with somewhat similar pulsed power systems, the critical issues
associated with these two drivers are sufficiently distinct that they ShOL,,J be
considered separately. There are presently no known technical problems which could
keep either of these driver types from performing reliably as IFE drivers.

Reliab.ility and Lifetimes of Excimer Laser Drivers - Two general types of excimer laser
amplifiers have been considered for IFE:

(1) Direct electron-beam pumping through a foil, and
(2) Electric-discharge pumping.

The first category can be constructed in larger sizes (and hence output energies) than
the latter. Theoretical simulations suggest that the electric-discharge laser may be
more reliable than the e-beam pumped laser. There are, in addition, a number of
similarities which these two types of excimer lasers share. First of all, a key parameter
for each of the lasers is the small signal optical gain, Go given by the expression:

Go = exp(_NL) (5.3.13-1 )

where (_ is the stimulated emission cross-section for the excimer laser transition, N is

the inversion density of the excimer laser amplifier, and L is the length of the active
excimer gain medium. Typically, Go must be less than some fixed number (such as
20-30) in order to avoid unwanted parasitic oscillations in the amplifier volume. A
somewhat higher limit is set by the superfluorescent limit which defines a relationship
between the amplifier solid angle, _a, and the small signal gain, Go. A simplified
expression1 for the superfluorescent limit on amplifier gain is given by the inequality:

_ln 24- Go < _a

/(G o 1)3 (5.3.13-2)

where the amplifier solid angle is given approximately by da2/L2 for a rectangular
amplifier (where da is the amplifier aperture). Since _ is nominally a fixed parameter,

in order to keep Go below the parasitic limit, L and/or N must be adjusted. The
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difficulty here is that the excimer inversion density, N, is related to the inversion
energy, Es, in the medium given by the expression:

Es = NhvLda2 (5.3.13-3)

where, as before, da is the amplifier aperture, h is Planck's constant, and v is the laser
frequency. An important parameter for laser amplifiers is the inversion energy per unit
volume, Ps= EsN = Nhv. In optimizing amplifiers, frequently Ps is maximized in order
to obtain the highest output energy/cm3 form the excimer amplifier gain volume. A
typical limit for Ps is 20 J/liter, or more typically 10J/liter.1 Thus, in order to keep Go
below either the parasitic limit or the superfluorescent limit, it is easiest to adjust L, the
gain length. In carrying out these optimizations at constant _ and N, the results tend to
reduce the size of the excimer laser amplifier to dimensions of the order of
50x50x200 cm with a volume of approximately 500 liters. Amplifiers this size tend to
produce less than 5 kJ of output energy, an amount of energy which is only 0.1% of the
total driver energy of 5 MJ; this is an important factor in performing the overall driver
failure mode analyses. Designers of e-beam pumped lasers, however, have produced
designs for much larger amplifiers, theoretically producing output energies of
hundreds of kilojoules.

Each of these two types of excimer lasers is briefly described below:

_E-BeamPumped ExcimerLsser_;-Direct electron-beam pumping permits large
volumetric excitation of the excimer gain media (typically a mixture of noble gasses
plus a halogen). Ali of the pumping energy delivered to the gas is delivered by the e-
beam. This excitation scheme has been attractive for the construction of large excimer
lasers since it is readily scalable to large apertures (,,-100cm), energies, and volumes
(thousands of liters).

The e-beam is generated under hard vacuum conditions (10-7 torr or better), whereas
the excimer gain medium is approximately 1 amagat (or 760 torr). A thin foil is used to
separate the high vacuum e-beam from the corrosive halogen atmosphere inside the
laser amplifier. Since the excitation area is given by the product daL, a relatively large
foil area in a typical e-beam pumped excimer laser amplifier (such as the LAM2 with a
~100x200 = 2x104 cm2 area) is exposed to the vacuum interface. In order for the thin
(several micron) foil mechanically to support the force exerted by 760 torr, a
mechanical bridge-type structure (often referred coas a Hibachi) which may block a
portion of the incident e-beam is installed to stiffen the foil structure. In operation, the
high power e-beam is accelerated through potentials in excess of 106 V, and upon
traversing the foil, some fraction (30-50%) of the electron beam energy is lost. The
action of this large amount of energy is deposited into the small volumes of the foil and
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Hibachi, thereby greatly stressing these elements, particularly the foil in cases in which
the beam current density is not uniform. The problem increases significantly in
repetitive operation since it necessitates water-cooled Hibachis. The repetitive
operation of an e-beam pumped excimer laser has hitherto been unreliable because
of periodic foil ruptures. In order to overcome this problem, e-beam pumped excimer
laser have received a considerable amount of technological development.

Even with the greater energy capabilities of EBELs, a substantial number, n, of EBELs
is required to generate the ~5 MJ of energy required for the Prometheus laser driver.
(The required laser energy on target is 4 MJ but, owing to optical inefficiencies
associated with beam combination, propagation, and pulse compression, the output
energy from the EBELs needs to be at least 25% greater than the desired net energy.)
Assuming that each of the n optimized e-beam pumped excimer amplifiers produces
an output energy = 5 MJ/n (which is presumably more than 1% of the total driver output
energy), the mean number of amplifier firings between failures must be at least n x 108
if the IFE reactor operation is not to be interrupted between maintenance periods.

Electric-Discharge Excimer Lasers - Much less experimental work has been carried
out on electric discharge excimer lasers. In this case, excitation of the excimer gain
medium occurs on the neutral channel with relatively low-lying species being
produced. This can enhance the efficiency of the amplifier. Unlike the e-bgam
pumped excimer laser, the full pumping power does not flow through a foil/Hibachi
structure, and predictions are that this design would be more reliable following an
intensive development effort.

Owing to the nature of the electric discharge, the available pulse duration is shorter
than that for the e-beam (200 ns compared with ~ 500 ns). Electric discharge lasers
for which da > 30 cm appear to have serious discharge stability and efficiency

problems. As a consequence, using the scaling relations outlines above, the electric
discharge lasers tend to optimize at energies of a few kilojoules. For energies this
small, the overall reliability of the IFE reactor would not be impaired if several electric
discharge amplifiers failed. Assuming such amplifiers could readily be replaced by
robotics, the impact of discharge amplifier failure on reactor operation is regarded as
minimal. As a consequence, if failed electric discharge excimer lasers can be
replaced more rapidly than they fail, then the mean time between failure
characteristics the IFE reactor will be independent of the excimer amplifiers.

R__e.liabilityand Lifetimes of Heavy Ion Drivers - The fundament of an efficient, reliable
Prometheus heavy ion driver is the successful design, construction, and testing of a full
scale accelerator suitable for operation in a burst mode (~50 kHz) to fill storage rings
with 18 beamlets at a rate of ~3.5 pulses/sec. Accelerators can be made to be very
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reliable if great care is taken with regard to the control of the magnets, particularly in

the (recommended) case of superconducting dipoles, quadrupoles, and triplets. A
large amount of data is available on the failure modes of linear accelerators (LINACs),
and there are no serious technical problems which would render this design
unreliable. The key element for long, reliable operation of the LINAC is a very fast,
highly automated control system which can sense beam mispointing before
superconducting magnets are either heated sufficiently to make them go "normal" or
damaged by the beam. Under competent computer control, the heavy ion driver would
only require attention during regular IFE reactor maintenance intervals (possibly every
two years). A key element in this Hl driver reliability assessment is the development of
an adequate computer control system employing the latest developments in artificial
intelligence, parallel processing, and expert systems (see Section 6.5.3.3).

Accurate simulations of the dynamics of the LINAC, the filling of the storage rings, the
bunching, the rapid expansion to the triplet focusing magnets, the focusing down into
the pre-formed channels, the complete stripping of the heavy ions, and the dynamics
of self-focused heavy ion beams propagating down the channels to the target are too
difficult to attempt presently, and the results, even if favorable, would require
experimental verification to be trusted. Thus, the major emphasis on demonstrating
the feasibility of heavy ion drivers should be experimental.

lt is essential that a carefully planned heavy ion driver developmental program be
designed to test each of the key elements of the proposed Prometheus-H IFE heavy
ion driver in order to create a design data base sufficient to permit suitable
modifications allowing the driver to reach its full reliability potential. In particular,
experimental results on beamlet accumulation (without emittance growth) for ms time
scales in storage rings, self-focused beam stabilities, locking the focused beams into a
pre-formed channel, etc., are crucial for developing this promising driver concept.

References for 5.3.13

1. G.J. Linford, E. R. Peressin, W. R. Sooy, and M. L. Spaeth, "Very Long Lasers,"
AppliedOptics 13, pp 379--390, (1974).

2. L.A. Rososha, et al., "Aurora Multi-kJ KrF Laser System Prototype for ICF," Fusion
Technology 11, pp. 497-531, (1987).
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5.3.14 Critical Issue No. 14: Demonstration of Large-Scale Non-Linear
Optical Laser Driver Architecture

.Des_riDti0n of Problem - The fundament of the Non-Linear Optical Subsystems
proposed for the Prometheus-L driver is based upon the very strong experimental and
theoretical bases of non-linear optics. Since both proposed subsystems are simply
large optical cells filled with H2 and SF6 respectively, there are very few components
present which can fail. The primary question is how well the system will function
properly on the first pulse. If the electro-optical subsystems can be tailored to achieve
first time operation, the overall architecture should prove to be as reliable as other
state-of-the art, high speed, high voltage electronics. A balance must be struck
between the extremely high gains (and concomitant high conversion efficiencies) of
which these systems are capable. Thus, the reliabilities and lifetimes of the two types
of non-linear optical subsystems proposed for the Prometheus-L IFE reactor design
hinge primarily on the support optical equipment that is associated with the non-linear
optical (NLO) devices. The two NLO devices are:

(1) The Raman accumulators
(2) The SBS pulse compressors

Numerous key non-linear optical (NLO) subscale experiments and analyses have
been performed in the last twenty years which demonstrate the capabilities of these
two types of NLO devices. In order to properly implement them, however, each needs
to be supplied a Stokes seed beam, and therein lies most of the questions regarding
the success of the architecture reliabilities and lifetimes.

- To achieve highest efficiency
while averaging excimer laser intensities across the accumulator aperture, the
proposed Prometheus Raman accumulator system uses crossed stimulated rotational

Raman scattering. This architecture sets limits on the bandwidth, Z_Vlasersof the

excimer pumps, on the crossed Raman angle, e, and on the dimensions of the gain

length (to avoid generating higher order Stokes beams). The physics is relatively well
understood. A detailed design could be made now using present understanding.
Tests at full scale could be made if approximately 30 two-kilojoules KrF excimer laser
amplifiers were available as pump sources.

The required Stokes seeds can be derived from taking a small portion of the available

excimer pump light, injecting the pump light into a Raman oscillator filled with the
same gas used in the Raman amplifier. This process generates an automatic

frequency shift, AVR, equal to the required Raman shift. Injectin:.; this Stokes seed

beam into the Raman amplifier at an angle e to the pump beams permits a high Quality
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(in the case of the Prometheus-L design, 80 kJ) output beam to be generated following
path matching of the seeds to the original pump beams.

If stimulated rotational Raman scattering proved to be too difficult to control under the
required test conditions (higher order Stokes, etc.), stimulated vibrational Raman
scattering could suffice, at a slight reduction in overall operating efficiency. The
Raman accumulators should be able to achieve high degrees of reliability.

Generation of Stokes Seeds for SBS PulseComDressors- The Stokes seeds for the
SBS pulse compressors are generated electronically by "chirping" (acoustical-
frequency shifting) the leading edges of the 80 kJ output beams from the Raman
accumulators. Some technological development needs to take place to permit full
aperture "chirpers" to be installed, but subscale tests with small crystals have
produced promising results. Work at the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory has
already produced Pockels cells having conducting electrodes with apertures of
approximately 30 cm. Experimental verifications need to be made of theoretical
predictions of compressed pulse shapes and conversion efficiencies given the specific
requirements on pulse shape established by the Target Working Group.

In the same vein, fast, large aperture (~100 cm) Pockels cells to be used for pulse-
shaping the depleted pump beams from the SBS pulse compressors for synthesizing
the required precursor pulses need to be demonstrated.

Although the development of large aperture Pockels cells may prove difficult, there do
not appear to be any serious technological problems associated with synthesizing
large aperture electro-optical (E/O) switches from smaller components. This synthesis
may have significant advantages, for example, in the suppression of transverse SBS
losses in the Pockels cells.

The SBS pulse compressors and attendant E/O switchyards currently represent the
highest risk elements in the Prometheus-L driver design. Failure of any of the Pockels
cells or "chirper" modulators would mean the loss of an entire 80 kJ beamline, with
consequent failure of direct drive targets. In some cases, continued operation with
indirect drive targets could be considered even if one of the 80 kJ beamlines went
down.
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5.3.15 Critical Issue No. 15: Demonstration of Cost Effective KrF
Amplifiers

D_;_d_otionof Problem - One of the key elements associatedwith developing a cost
effective KrF laser driver for the Prometheus reactor design study is the design of the
output KrF laser amplifier module. These KrF ampiifier modules represent the
fundamental building-blocks of the KrF driver, generate the output energy pulses for
the KrF laser driver, and the nature of their design represents a major fundament of the
laser driver reliability. These KrF amplifiers need not only meet requirements of output
energy, pulse duration, beam quality, beam diameter, wavelength, bandwidth, etc., but
also stringent requirements on reliability, consistency of operation, etc. In order to
prevent catastrophic failure of the IFE reactor, the Prometheus has designed a laser
driver which can permit the occasional failure of a KrF amplifier without requiring the
concomitant shutdown of the reactor. As this freedom from KrF amplifier failure is
predicated upon the choice of IFE reactor operation with direct drive targets, a limit is
placed upon the laser energy delivered by each KrF amplifier such that the 1% direct
drive target illumination uniformity requirement is met. Given 60 beams arranged
symmetrically around the spherical direct drive target, together with a nominal laser
driver energy of 5 MJ, the loss of 5 kJ (or approximately 6%) from each of the 60
beams from time to time should still permit target illumination uniformity to be
maintained, at least for tangential target illumination schemes. KrF amplifier output
energies of 5 kJ represent a significant derating of current designs and successful
development of reliable amplifier prototypes should be achievable during the next
decade if sufficient funding is made available.

Previous Department of Energy (DOE) and Department of Defense (DOD)excimer
laser research and development programs have identified two general excimer laser
amplifier design configurations:

(1) Direct electron beam excitation of relatively large (V > 1000 liters) excimer
laser amplifier volumes, and

(2) Electric discharge excimer laser amplifiers with the excitation of the KrF
excimer achieved along the neutral channel for geometries involving moderate
(V < 200 liters) volumes.

The first excimer laser amplifier design configuration, electron beam excited excimer
lasers (EBEL), has received extensive development from both the DOE and the DoD
with KrF amplifier modules as large as 2000 liters being constructed. The second
configuration, electric discharge excimer lasers (EDEL), has been much less
thoroughly investigated; some preliminary theoretical work was funded by DOE1
several years ago, but little experimental verification of the predicted high EDEL
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efficiency was made. Each of these two KrF amplifier design configurations has its
supporters and detractors. The EBEL has received priority development over the
EDEL because the EBEL scales to larger volumes (and hence larger output energies)
much more readily than does the EDEL. For single-shot DOE applications and for
some DoD applications, this scalability advantage of the EBEL has been important.
For an IF:.'=-reactor application in which reliability for c. 109 over long periods of time at
repetition rates of 3-10 Hz is crucial, the potentially higher reliability of the EDEL
makes this configuration of greater interest than formerly.

During the course of the reactor design study (including reviews with Government
scientists), the question has been raised whether or not KrF amplifiers can be
designed to fulfill ali the technical requirements (summarized below), while still
achieving a cost effective level of performance to permit the overall cost of electricity
(COE) for the IFE reactor to be competitive. Our design should significantly reduce the
risk of developing a cost-effective KrF final amplifier design for three reasons:

(1) The amplifier output energy has been reduced from the 250 kJ level suggested
for EBELs down to levels of the order of 5 kJ,

(2) Since the dimensions of the laser amplifier are of the order of 30x30x200 cm,
parasitic oscillations and superfluorescent losses are more easily controlled,

(3) Optics costs and risks are significantly reduces as the effective aperture of the
amplifier is reduced to 30 cm.

The new non-linear optical beam combination design approach which has made it
technically feasible to relax the energy, volume, and aperture requirements for the KrF
laser amplifiers is the implementation of forward stimulated rotational Raman
scattering amplifiers for beam combination, larger aperture synthesis, and improved
beam quality. Nonetheless, there remain a series of developmental problems
associated with both types of amplifiers.

In evaluating the relative risks associated with the two excimer laser designs, the
requirement performance parameters of each is summarized below in Table 5.3.15-1
and Table 5_3.15-2.

Note that the large volume EBEL amplifier module must have a saturating laser pulse
passing through the active volume in order to prevent serious superfluorescence and
parasitic oscillation losses associated with the high (_3.8 neper) small signal gain of
the amplifier.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto title page restriction 5.3-53



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Table 5.3.15-1 Design Requirements for EBEL

RequirementDescription DesignValue
Output Energy 240 kJ
AmplifierAperture 3x3 m
Pulse Duration 500 ns
AmplifierVolume 54 m3
AmplifierGain Length 6 m
AmplifierGain Coefficient .023/cm
Energy Storage Density 7 J/liter
Energy ExtractionEfficiency 0.7
Final Anode Voltage 3.3 MV
OverallEfficiency 10%
Bandwidth 1% or 1013Hz
LaserWavelength 248 nm
ActiveMedium KrF
TotalGas Pressure 760 torr
Pulse Compressor AngularMultiplexing
LaserBeam Quality 1.4 XDL
Peak to Peak LaserBeam Homogeneity 20%
Numberof ShotsBetween Failures 101o
RepetitionRate 5 Hz

Table 5.3.15-2 Design Requirements for EDEL

Requirement Description DesignV_Llue
Output Energy 4 kJ
AmplifierAperture 30x30 m
Pulse Duration 200 ns
AmplifierVolume 0.18 m3
AmplifierGain Length 2 m
AmplifierGain Coefficient 0.05/cre
EnergyStorage Density 22 J/liter
EnergyExtractionEfficiency 0.7
FinalAnode Voltage 50 MV
Overall Efficiency 12%
Bandwidth 1010Hz
Laser Wavelength 248 nm
ActiveMedium KrF
TotalGas Pressure 760 torr
PulseCompressor ChirpedSBS
LaserBeamQuality 1.1 XDL
Peak to Peak LaserBeam Homogeneity 5%
Numberof ShotsBetween Failures 109
Repetition Rate 5 Hz

Comparison between Table 5.3.15-1 and Table 5.3.15-2 will indicatethat the
requirementsfor the EBEL are generallymuch moredifficultto attainthan those listed
for the EDEL, with regardto the requiredoptics,the pulsedpower,and the
performanceof the amplifiersthemselves. The key developmentalproblems
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associated with each of these two types of excimer laser amplifiers are summarized
below in Tables 5.3.15-3 and 5.3.15-4.

Table 5.3.15-3 EBEL Developmental Problems

# Descriptionof ProblemArea PossibleSolution
1 FoilRupture HomogenizeE-Beam Current Density
2 ParasiticOscillations LowerAmplifierReflectivities
3 Amplified Superfluorescence ReduceAmplifierSolidAngle
4 High Costof Large Windows Segmented Optics
5 RadiationDamagefromE-Beams Lower Anode Voltage
6 ReducedBeam Quality Phase Conjugation
7 Optics Damage Reduce Radiation Fluence
8 CatastrophicFailureMode RedesignFoil SupportStructure

These EBEL developmental problems are relatively well undgrstood in view of the

extensive theoretical and experimental studies of these amplifiers carried out by both

the DOE and the DoD. For successful implementation into an IFE reactor, the most

important development for the EBEL is the need for a dramatic increase in the mean

number of amplifier firings between failures. As summarized below in Table 5.3.15-4,
there are also significant problems associated with the EDEL approach, but since the

amount of research and development for these amplifiers is relatively small, larger
uncertainties in this excimer laser design exist:

Table 5.3.15-4 EDEL Developmental Problems

# Descriptionof ProblemArea Possible ,Solution ......
"'i Stabilization of Discharge Discharge Uniformity; Control F2 Bum
2 Uniformity of Discharge Excitation Elimination of Cathode Fall Region
3 Reduced Excimer Beam Quality Beam Combination in Raman Cell
4 Achieve 109 Shot Lifetime Engineer Pulsed Power/Electrodes
5 Optics Damage Reduce Radiation Fluence
6 Vedfy Excitation Efficiency Conduct _=ullScale Experiments

Compared with the EBEL, the developmental problems for the EDEL appear to be
more tractable although relatively little work to date has been completed for these
devices.

Summary - Considerable developmental work has been carried out during the last
decade on EBEL amplifiers. Although much progress has been made in achieving the

ambitious design goals for EBEL amplifiers, these devices are currently not believed to

be capable of meeting a 10 9 shots-between-failure requirement. Moreover, the

primary advantage of the EBEL design over the EDEL is the ability of the e-beam
excitation to scale to larger amplifier volumes. This is not desirable for a reactor

design since it causes the excimer laser amplifier to become the cause of a single

point failure.
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lt must be emphasized that significant KrF amplifier development work must be carried
out in the next decade if the demanding requirements for the KrF driver amplifiers are
to be met. Thus, the essence of this Critical Issue is that substantial development effort
will be required in order to provide the KrF amplifiers which will be the workhorses of
the future IFE reactor. Details will be defined in the associated Research and

Development section.

References for 5.3.15

1. Mark Kuschner, et al., "New Techniques for KrF Laser Fusion Systems," Interim
Report for Los Alamos National Laboratory, Spectra Technologies, Inc., Seattle,
WA (1986).
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5.3.16 Critical Issue No. 16: Demonstration of Low Cost, High Volume
Target Production Techniques

Description - Target production for IFE reactors will require technologies which are
presently either nonexistent or insufficiently developed for such an application, lt is,
therefore, very difficult to accurately estimate the production costs of such targets.
These difficulties are further aggravated by the potential need for sabots to deliver the
targets to the reaction chamber and, in the case of indirect drive, for an outer case
which must meet stringent engineering requirements. Target cost is clearly a critical
issue in light of the fact that IFE reactors will consume huge numbers of targets (on the
order of 108 per year), and will be uneconomical and, therefore, impractical if these
targets are too expensive.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto title page restriction 5.3-57



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

This page intentionally left blank.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureofdata
_u_=ctto_, _e.,st,_o_ o.,_-oo



INERTIALFUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

5.4 Key Issues Description

This section provides more detail on the key issues previously identified in Section
5.2, Table 5.2-1. The same designation noted in Table 5.2-1 will be used in this
section. Each issue will be described in depth, followed with more detail regarding
each of the table entries. The same abbreviations and notations explained in
Section 5.1 and used in Table 5.2-1 are used in this section. Some of the issues

have substantiating analyses.

Issue A. Target

A.a Tar0et Physics

Issue A.a.1 Direct Drive Target CouDlin_g

Description - Absorption of driver radiation by direct drive laser targets is a complex
process involving inverse bremsstrahlung, resonance absorption and various light
scattering instabilities such as stimulated Brillouin scattering (SBS), st;mulated Raman
scattering (SRS), laser light filamentation and two plasmon decay (TPD). These
processes occur both at the critical surface and in the volume space about the target.
Ali of these processes can play a potentially critical role in affecting the uniformity of
direct drive illumination and target coupling efficiency.

lt is now believed that illumination nonuniformities in IFE reactors must be kept below
1% to avoid the excitation of hydrodynamic instabilities. This is a difficult technical
requirement in view of the fact that on the order of half a million targets per day must ali
be accurately illuminated by approximately 60 laser beams. These targets will not be
mounted on stalks and accurately positioned before each shot as has been done in
previous laser fusion experiments. Rather, they will be injected into the reaction
chamber with the aid of pneumatic, electromagnetic, centrifugal, or other accelerating
devices. Inaccuracies will inevitably occur in this complex process in the form of slight
variations in-injection velocity, beam pointing errors, etc. lt is necessary to consider ali
these factors in judging the technical feasibility of a reactor design.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (DW, UL, RP) The design window may be ciosed if a beam
arrangement cannot meet illumination symmetry requirements under realistic
conditions. Unavoidable beam pointing and target injection errors may result in
unacceptable reliability even if a beam arrangement would work under ideal
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conditions. Failure to meet symmetry requirements would reduce system performance
by forcing the reactor to operate on a less favorable gain curve.

Design SDecificitv- (Generic)

Overall Level of Concern - (Critical) Unpredicted target coupling deficiencies are not
expected to lead to a gradual drop off in target gain. Instead, because of the physics of
implosion, hot spot generation and propagating burn presently envisioned for ali
reactor types, failure would be sudden and catastrophic.

ODeratina Environment - (H, L, TWI, G, N) Tritium inventory will be affected by the
efficiency of target burn. Laser type and wavelength will influence coupling efficiency
more than choice of heavy ion driver design parameters. Poor target coupling can
lead to incomplete vaporization and the generation of solid target debris. Beam
geometry will affect coupling efficiency. The severity of the technical problem is
increased by the need for cyclic operation.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - None

Analysis - A code has been written to analyze the problem of target coupling efficiency.
Results obtained to date will be reported at an upcoming IEEE conference.

,,

Issue A.a.2 Indirect Drive Laser Tar aet Couplinq

Description - The indirect-drive IFE laser target design consists of a cryogenic DT fuel
capsule located inside a radiation-enclosing cavity (or hohlraum) designed to
accomplish the following three goals:

(1) Convert the incident laser energy efficiently into soft X-rays,
(2) Using the particular shape of the hohlraum enclosure, these soft X-rays are

focused into a uniform irradiation of the cryogenic DT fuel capsule,
(3) Uniform irradiation (and consequent absorption) of the soft X-rays by the DT

fuel capsule leads to ablation and the resulting rocket reaction produces a
uniform DT target compression permitting the interior of the DT Target to reach
values of pr (product of density [p] and compressed target diameter [r]) with
3/2kT ~ 25 KeV adequate to achieve rapid fusion of the fuel via the reaction"

lD 2 + lT 3 = 2He 4 + on1 (14 MeV)

A number of problems have been identified with achieving these three indirect-drive
laser driven (IDLD) IFE target goals.
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Attainment of Goal #1- Goal #1, the efficientconversionof incident laser energy into
soft X-rays is hamperedby the physicalstructureof current lD LD targets. Access of
the incoming laser beams to the hohlraum wall is attained by transmittingthe high
power laser beams throughtwo small apertures (inthe case of 2-sided laser
illuminationscenarios) in the radiation-opaquelD LD target casing. Great care must
be taken to avoid allowinghigh intensityportionsof the incident laser beams to
irradiatethe opaque lD LD target casing.

Previousresearch has demonstratedthat the interactionof the high power laser light
with the edges of the entranceaperturesto the hohlraumproduces sufficientdensities
of plasma above the criticaldensityto reduce the transmissionof laser light
significantlyinto the lD LD targetcapsule. This plasmaclosureprocess is time
dependent.

Attain..me.ntof_Goal#2 - Uniform irradiation of the DT target with the soft X-rays
generated by the target represents a difficult technical problem requiring the
simultaneous achievement of homogeneous X-ray conversion together with isotropic
illumination by the quasi-ellipsoidal optical figure of the radiation enclosure itself.
Physical optical analyses of such homogeneous irradiation have indicated that a high
degree of DT target irradiation uniformity is very difficult to achieve in certain design
configurations.

Attainment of Goal #3 - DT target implosion, avoiding any Significant Rayleigh-Taylor
instabilities, is a complex magnetohydrodynamic process requiring stringent initial
conditions on the irradiation uniformity, spectral distribution of the incident X-rays,
avoidance of target preheating by hot electrons or hard X-rays, etc. The achievement
of this goal is cn :cial to the success of both indirect-drive and direct-drive laser IFE
targets.

Reactqr Concept- Laser

Potential lm_pact- (DW, RP, lC, RS) The design window may be closed if the majority
of the laser light cannot propagate into the hohlraum for efficient soft X-ray conversion.
This would necessitate increased laser irradiation energies, shortening of the laser
pulse duration, etc. If the optical figure of the hohlraum radiation enclosure is unable
to provide uniform irradiation of the DT fuel capsule, high yield will not be obtained
from the target implosion. This would force the IFE reactor to operate at a lower
efficiency.

Design Specificity- (Generic)

Overall Level of C.oncern - (Critical) Low conversion efficiency of incident laser light by
the target may result in the laser light interacting strongly with the plasma cloud
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generated around the IFE target. These laserplasma interactionsmay result in the
generationof hot electrons and hard X-rays which may cause catastrophic target
preheat, leadingto enormousfluctuationsin IFE reactor output power.

OperatingEnvironment- (L, TWI, G, Q, N, I, S, F, T, q, s, t) Operatingpowerfor the
laser driverwill be stronglyaffected by the target couplingefficiency and target yields.
The tritiuminventorywill be affected by the target yields. Poor target couplingfor
indirectdrivetargets can lead to additionaldebris problems. Enlargementof the
hohlraum may lead to increase in contaminantsif materials other than Pb are used.

Degree of Relevance t_oMFE - None

Ar)alysis- Several codes are available to analyze the problems of indirect-drive laser
IFE target physics. These analysesmust be anchoredto realistic laser IFE
experimentsbefore the issuescan be resolved.

Issue A.a.3 Survivability of Tarc_e.tsin Charnb..er Environ .m.en:t

Description - The chamber environmentis hostileto the cryogenic integrityof the target
and could even potentiallycause significantablationof the target surface. The precise
physical conditionswhich will exist in an IFE reactor chamber is still a very open
question. The evaporation/recondensationissue requires realistic experimental
investigationfor its resolution,and the radiationbackgroundwill likelybe non-LTE for
much if notali of the cycle. However,parameter studiescan be undertakento find
when chamber conditionsbecome a seriousthreat to target survival.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (DW, RP) If the present projectionsof chamber temperature,
pressure, and radiationbackgroundprove overlyoptimistic,the cryogenic survivalof
the target in the chamber may be threatened.whichwould have a deleteriouseffect on
system performance.

Design Sp_ifi_tv- (Generic)

Overall Level of Concern - (High) Target designs should protect the cryogenic fuel. lt
appears that significant departures from presently projected chamber conditions would
be necessary for significant deterioration of target performance to occur.
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ODerating Environment - (S, T, A, G, Q, t, q, P, v) Ali factor which affect conditions in
the chamber have an impact on target integrity. Background radiation and pressure
arc ,_eyfactors.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Low) There is some similarity between this issue and
the issue of ablation from the cryogenic pellets which may be used to refuel MFE
reactors.

Analysis - Analysis of the question is presently being conducted by the team with the
aid of a 3D hydrodynamics computer code. A parameter search is planned which will
show at what levels various chamber conditions begin to pose a threat to the target. At
the same time, the study will determine the ability of background gases in the chamber
to affect the trajectory of the target. This work is not yet finished.

Issue A.b Beam/Tar(let Interaction

Issue A.b.i Demonstration of 'iniection and Trackin0" of Taroets Coupled_ -- v

with Beam Steerino

DescriDtion - According to the Tarcjet Working Group, illumination nonuniformity must
be kept below 1% rms. This means that injection and tracking must be sufficiently
accurate to keep target mispositioning at less than 0.1 of the capsule radius during
illumination. Assuming the target is exactly where is should be, beam mispointing
errors must also be kept below about 0.073 of the target radius to assure adequate
illumination uniformity. To meet these stringent requirements, some sort Gf a real time
tracking system along with electronic beam steering is necessary.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

p_otential Imo..a_ - (UL) Symmetric implosions are critical to the success of inertial
fusion. Excessive departures from adequate illumination symmetry will not lead to a
gradual fall-off in target gain. rather, gain will show a steep drop to near zero levels if
generation of hydrodynamic instabilities disrupts the implosion process.

Design Soecificitv- (Generic)

Overall Level of Concern - (Critical) Unless adequate illumination symmetry can be
guaranteed, IrE is technically out of the question.
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ODerating Environment- (A, TWl, P) Cavity dimensions will have an affect on the
impact of small deviations in injection velocity. Target failure due to beam mispointing
and injection velocity errors will lead to the generation of solid target debris.
Fluctuations in background pressure could potentially affect target velocity.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Low) Injection systems must also be used in MFE solid
cryogenic pellet refueling schemes. However, although accurate pellet trajectories are
important, they are not as critical as in IFE.

Analysis - A code has been written to study the effects of various combinations of
injection velocity errors and beam mispointing on IFE reactor performance. Results
obtained with the code will be provided as they become available.

ju_. ii, ..... i ,,,,.,. " ,., i., .,. , , .

A.c Fabrication

' i |"

issue A.c.1 Manqf_ctur_bility of Hi ah Qu,qlj_._,, Low cost DDpnd lD

Description - Previous target production for ICF has been in very small batches, often
with each target custom made. Inspection for flaws in surface finish, concentricity and
thickness could be made almost at leisure. Fusion energy generation will require the
production of hundreds of thousands of targets of uniformly high quality ever day.
These targets must be produced with a low turn around time to avoid high tritium
inventories. Efficient fill techniques must be demonstrated for reactor size targets. The
ability to create uniform fuel layers using the beta heating process or some other
procedure must be demonstrated. The feasibility of using artificial intelligence and
mechanization for accurate mass inspection must be proved. For an indirPct drive
target, a case must be mated to the capsule, probably under cryogenic conditions,
which assures symmetric burn while at the same time providing a sufficiently robust
overall configuration to survive acceleration and transit through the target chamber.

Reactor ConceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential lm.pact - (UL, RP, lC, RS) To avoid high tritium inventories it is advisable to
produce targets on a "just in time" basis. Therefore, if any of the major steps in the
production process proves unreliable, reactor shutdown would result. Failure of
inspection and quality assurance procedures to assure uniformly high quality targets
would result in lower gain and poor system performance. Targets must be
manufactured cheaply or the large consumption of targets will lead to excessive costs.
Target manufacture will require the presence of large tritium inventories in the
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factories. Rapid fill rates and efficient beta heating must be demonstrated to assure
that these inventories do not become excessive.

Design SDecificity- (Generic)

.Overall Level of Con(;:ern- (High) Resolution of this issue will mainly affect the issue of
cost. Inability to produce targets efficiently will not preclude the generation of hJsion
power, lt will simply make it economically unattractive.

ODeratingEnvironment - (H, TWl, N) Reactor tritium inventories will be strongly
affected by the efficiency of the target fill and beta heating processes. Poor target
quality will lead to incomplete burn and the resultant generation of target debris. The
continuous operation of the reactor assumes no interruption of the target supply.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - Similar problems will be faced in MFE if solid fuel
pellets must be produced and injected into the reactor on a cyclic basis. This presently
seems a likely MFE refuel,ng method.

Analysis - A technical note is available from KMS on required factory tritium
inventories. Theoretical and experimental work on the beta heating process presently
indicates that the process will generate uniform fuel layers efficiently and quickly under
ideal conditions, lt remains to be shown that such conditions can be provided for
millions of targets at once in a factory environment. Diffusion filling of a reactor size
CH (plastic) target has not been demonstrated to date. However, diffusion rates for CH
are well known and this step in the production process is not expected to present any
technical problems. However, diffusion filling will require large tritium inventories.

Issue B. Driver
.,

i

B.a. Laser Driver

'1

Issue B.a.1. DT Ttlraet IllUmination Issues

[;)escriDtion- Current Target Working Group (TWG) Guidelines I call for tangential
illumination of the direct-drive spherical DT target with at least 60 beams producing an
overall ~1% intensity uniformity, no polarization specification, a pulse duration of 6 ns,
an incident laser energy (at _L= 248 nm) of 5 MJ, together with a pre-pulse ramp of
60-80 ns with --1% of the laser energy. The TWG stated the laser/target coupling
efficiencies are implicitly included in the provided target gain curves. Elementary
calculations for inverse Bremsstrahlung (IB) assuming an laser light/target coupling
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dependence of (cos 00)5 derived from planar target experiments2 indicate that DD
coupling may be relatively inefficient. Furthermore, the prepulse is expgcted to
generate a 6-cm diameter underdense plasma atmosphere around the DT target
which in the presence of summed laser intensities as high as 1015W/cm2 could give
rise to significant stimulated Brillouin scattering (SBS) and stimulated Raman
scattering (SRS) together with attendant production of suprathermal electrons unless
very high laser bandwidths were available. Lastly, the influence of resonant
absorption (RA) has been assumed to be negligible assuming that the laser driver
operated in the 250 nm wavelength range. Since RA deposits energy in the plasma in
a two-lobed pattern2, the concern arose that if this mechanism were enhanced by the
tangential illumination criterion of the TWG, it would not be possible to meet the ~1%
target illumination uniformity requirement.

The worst case scenarios for the direct-drive illumination issues break down into two
possibilities: (1) the DD illumination can be accomplished with inefficient coupling of
laser light into the target, and (2) it may be necessary to go to an indirect drive target
design.

There are additional key issues associated with indirect-drive laser-driven targets; i. e.,
plasma closure of the hohlraum entrance apertures preventing laser pulses from
efficiently coupling to the target.

References

1. Ronald C. Davidson (MIT), et al., "Inertial Confinement Fusion Reactor Design
Studies Recommended Guidelines," prepared for DOE Office of Fusion Energy,
September 1990.

2. J.J. Thomson, C. E. Max, J. Erikkila, and J. E. Tull, "Absorption of Focused Light by
Spherical Plasmas," Physical Review Letters, 37, pp. 1052-1056, (1976).

Issue B'.a.2 Larae Laser 'Bandwidth ,,,issues ' ' ' '

Descriotion- By virtue of their quantum mechanical properties, excimer lasers are
theoretically capable of generating efficient, high power, partially-coherent laser
beams having relatively large bandwidths of up to 0.1%. Thus, for ;L= 250 nm, the
laser frequency would be v = c/_L= 1.1x1015Hz, so that the maximum bandwidth
would be Av ~ 1012Hz or 1000 GHz. Hitherto excimer lasers operated with very wide
bandwidths have exhibited temporally unstable oscillation characteristics in part
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because of the complex mixture of laser modes which broad-band resonators would
permit to exist within the laser. A second problem arises if non-linear optical (NLO)
processes (such as stimulated Raman scattering [SRS] and stimulated Brillouin
scattering [SBS]) are required for beam combination and pulse compression. Both
SRS ,and SBS become inefficient for laser bandwidths significantly greater than
10 GHz unless careful attention is paid to the NLO device design. Lastly, propagating
intense, broad-bandwidth laser pulses through a significant number of dioptric
elements can produce both temporal and angular dispersion, thereby endangering the
target illumination uniformity budgets.

From a target illumination standpoint, laser beams having broad-bandwidths may
solve some problems. Coherent beams incident at relatively small angles produce

interference fringes on the surface of the target which "wash out" in a period of time, I:c,

of the order of 1/Av, which for Av = 10 GHz, 1:c ~ 100 ps. Secondly, intensity thresholds
for SBS and SRS in the underdense plasma atmosphere around the target increase

as the bandwidth of the illuminating laser is increased for Z_Vlaser > Z_vSBS or Z_Vlaser >

&vSRs.

Thus broad bandwidth illumination could reduce DT target preheat from suprathermal
electrons.

Other key laser amplifier issues have to do with demonstrating a well-engineered laser
amplifier design: This category of key issues includes:

(1) Developing a fail-safe design (i. e., if an excimer laser amplifier fails, no reactor
shutdown will be required)

(2) Meeting a wall-plug efficiency of c. 12%
(3) Achieving a mean number of firings between failures of 109
(4) Producing a very high quality output beam quality. (This factor can be

mitigated if a Raman accumulator is used to improve beam quality.)

.... .

Issue B.a.3 Final ODtics Pointin_o System

Description - The final optics pointing system must meet a precise requirement for
achieving target illumination uniformities using 60 laser beams defined in Section 3.1,
above. This pointing requirement will be made for fusion targets moving at a high
speed (possibly ~1 km/sec) through a residual atmosphere in a cylindrical target
chamber, lt is assumed that the nominal focal length of the focusing mirro¢:_will be
~40 m, so that if the focusing mirrors were used also for pointing the laser, interbeam

pointing accuracies of the order of _e ~ lx10 6 rad would b__.required, depending also
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upon the near-field apodizations of the 60 tangential illuminated laser beams. An
additional uncertainty would be the degree to which ali 60 beams would have to be
deflected to compensate for a ballistic DT target that was off course by a distance, _x.
Small spatial misalignments, z_x,are not as serious for meeting the target illumination
requirements (Issue B.a.1, above) since such a misplaced target would experience
only second-order illumination uniformities since the interbeam alignment stringencies
set the first order target illumination requirements.

Hitherto, IFE target alignment systems have had to deal with fixed targets so that the
final optics pointing system would be significantly more complicated than previous
systems. Methods and techniques exist to align the 60 beams relative to a precision
surrogate target. Where needed, this methodology needs to be incorporated into the
design of the mirror pointing and centering system.

Issue B.a.4 Grazing InGidence Mirror Damage

Description- A key issue for the excimer laser driver is the control of optical damage
on mirrors and windows in the system. Excimer laser amplifiers put their amplifier
windows at particular risk since these windows are simultaneously exposed to ionizing
radiation, UV laser light, and the corrosive effects of F2 gas. A key element in
controlling optical damage is to design the laser elements to produce spatially smooth
beams with little or no intensity ripples. Use of a Raman accumulator with excimer
laser pump beams has hitherto proven to be the most effective method for controlling
intensity spikes from excimer lasers.

The grazing incidence mirror for the Prometheus-L reactor is currently situated at
distances of the order of 20 m from a source of X-rays, neutrons, charged particles, etc.
having a total power of the order of 2.8 GW of which approximately 1/4% will be
incident on the grazing incidence mirrors, assuming a pulse repetition rate of 5 Hz, a
target gain of 124, and a laser energy of 4 MJ/pulse. In addition, assuming that the
each of the 60 beam lines will have an energy/pulse of approximately 70 kJ delivered
at an angle of incidence of 80°, these mirrors will be exposed to 6 ns pulses of
ultraviolet laser radiation at an average fluence of (t)laser cos (80°) ~ 2 J/cm2. At the
present time, a composite mirror structure of aluminum and silicon-carbide is proposed
for the grazing incidence mirror, and with the leading edge of the mirror located at a
distance of 20 m from the center of the chamber, swellings on the optical surfaces of
the order of _4 are expected to occur during the first year of operation. Calculations
by UCLA indicate that swelling in the aluminum layer will be sufficiently minor that
piezoelectric-activated transducers for mirror figure control may not be necessary.
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One of the serious hazards faced by grazing incidence mirrors is potential damage
due to particles that may be deposited on the surface of the mirrors. These particles
are illuminated not with fluences of 2 J/cm 2, but with much more dangerous fluences of
10 J/cm 2 since the cos (80°) does not apply in this case. Although many particles are
expelled from mirrors under these circumstances, particles that stick to the mirror
surface in the presence of laser fluences this high can produce catastrophic damage
to optical surfaces. 1

Reference

1. G.J. Linford, "Simulations of Intracavity Laser Heating of Particles," Proceedings of
SPIE, 1415, pp. 196-210, (1991).

Issue B.a.5 SBS Pulse Compressor

D_criDtion - Although many experiments and theoretical analyses concerning the
behavior of stimulated Brillouin scattering have been carried out, the use of large scale
(Elase r > 1 kJ) SBS cells for performing 100:1 pulse compression with high efficiency

has not yet b,aen carried out in the United States. Calculations 1,2 have suggested that
~100:1 SBS pulse compression can be achieved, but it has been shown theoretically
that it may be difficult to achieve 6 ns pulse durations with high conversion efficiencies.
Mak, 3 et al., reported that in work performed in the Soviet Union, 100:1 compressions
of long pulse KrF lasers had been achieved with 99% efficiencies at energy levels of
the order of 1 kJ.

Additional experimental work needs to be performed to demonstrate that the Soviet
approach using a "chirped" input Stokes, possibly in a ramped format, can achieve the
requisite pulse shape with a high conversion efficiency. There does not seem to be a
serious concern that the SBS pulse compressor can achieve the requisite pulse
compression ratio and pulse shape--the primary problem appears to be that the
conversion efficiency may lie between 50 and 70%. Use of large aperture Pockels
cells and appropriate delay lines can permit the depleted SBS pump (representing the
remaining 30% of the energy in the SBS cell) to be used as the 80 ns precursor for the
main laser beam.

References

1. "New Techniques for KrF Laser Fusion Systems; Stimulated Brillouin
Architectures," Spectra Technology interim report for Los Alamos National
Laboratory, pp. 1-3 through 1-6, (1989?).
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2. "Ramp Stokes Seeds for SBS Pulse Compressors," TRW IOC from Gary Linford to
ICFRDS Team, K323-L-91-142, 18 July 1991.

3. Arthur A. Mak and Leonid N. Soms, "Optical Methods for Laser Beam Control,"
Proceedings of SPIE, 1415, pp. 110-120, (1991 ).

,,

B.b Heavy lon

Issue B.b.1 Timing of Heavy lon Beams

D_scriDtion - In order to meet the TWG's requirements for the heavy ion indirect drive
target, it will be necessary to achieve better than a ~0.5-ns time difference among ali
16 Hl beams through the LINACs, channel formation, channel transport, stripping, and
focusing into the hohlraum. This degree of precision is currently not within the state of
the art and will need development to attain.

,_,, ,

Issue B.b.2 Chi_nnel Formation

.Description - A complete description of the individual beam properties including
current, charge state, density, energy charge density profile, rise time, degree of
symmetry, and beam radius will be required to characterize channel formation in the
background gas. In addition, the physics of interaction with the beam in terms of the
background gas properties must be made. These background gas properties are:
composition (Pb, D2, DT, He, plastics, etc.), density, ionization potentials, degree of
ionization, etc. lt is presumed that the heavy ions will have Z ~ 82, initial charge state
+2, current tens of MA, and energies of approximately 5 GeV.

Issue B.b.3 Channel Transport

Description - There are key issues associated with the transport of space-charge
limited heavy ion beams through the reactor cavity to the target. The problems
associated with Hl channel transport include collapse of channel due to pinching,
motion of plasma within the solenoidal magnetic field, recirculating neutralization
currents, attraction of elections, repulsion of ions, etc. In addition, it will be necessary
to know the betatron period vs. the ionic charge state. Development of instabilities
such as "kink" and "sausage" need to be understood, both experimentally and
theoretically.

There are several critical issues which will require validation through experimentation
and modeling before self-formed transport channels can be considered truly viable.
Foremost among these is a laboratory demonstration of a self-pinched heavy ion
beam transport channel. The transport characteristics of the channel must then be
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assessed including: (1) fraction of the beam ions initially captured in the channel,

(2) fraction of the beam energy lost due to background collisions and back EMF,
(3) fraction of the beam energy lost near the target where opposing side channel
currents begin to cancel the confining azimuthal field, (4) fraction of the prepulse
energy eroded during channel formation, (5) capability of the channel to re-image the
focal spot at the channel entrance onto the target, (6) limitations on beam focal spot
size _ the channel entrance, (7) demonstration of sufficient control over the channel to
accurately position the focal spot on the target, and (8) characterization of background

gas conditions/limitations for stable channel formation.

Reactor Concept- Prometheus-H

Potential Impact- RP, lC, RS, RL

Design Specificity_- DHI (Driver, Heavy Ion)

Overall Level of Concern - High

The capability to form a stable, self-pinched transport channel to re-image a heavy ion
beam focal spot on a target would have significant positive economic and technical
impact on design of a heavy ion-driven inertial fusion power plant.

OPerating Environment
P - Background Gas Density T - Temperature
Q - Power Density E - Beam Energy
IB - Beam Current El ion Energy

G - Geometry p - Pulse Shape
N - Cyclic Operation Hl - Heavy Ion

Relevance to MFE - Low

This development issue is not directly relevant to MFE.

Issue B.b.4 Strippinq of Hl Beam

Descriotion - The stripping of the Hl beam in a thin foil needs to be understood in terms
of the momentum vector of the completely stripped beam. In addition, if an ionizing
laser is used to generate a channel, the interaction of the stripped Hl beam with the
weakly ionized channel through the gas needs to be thoroughly investigated. The
precision with which the Hl beam follows the laser beam needs to be established
accurately since it strongly impacts the accuracy with which the Hl beams can be
delivered to the indirect drive target. In addition, a reliable method is required for the
introduction of the laser beam through the foil area and into the impact region for the

injected indirect-drive target. In addition, the phenomenon of self-focused beam
capture inside the pre-formed channel needs to be investigated experimentally.
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Issue B.b.5 Alionment of Indirect Hl Taraet

Description - Although the alignment stringencies of the Hl beams to the indirect drive
target are less severe than those placed on the excimer laser driver irradiating a
direct-drive target, it is necessary to combine the 16 Hl beams into a bundle of
sufficiently small size (--1 mm) to permit the efficient irradiation of the target without
damaging the capsule. This problem is therefore intimately related to the channel
transport issues raised above in sections 3.3 and 3.4.

Issue C Vacuum, System and Evacuation

Issue C.1 Vacuum, Seal Compound Survival in Nuclear EnvironmentF

Description- Elastomers such as Viton, Buna and teflon are frequently used for seals
in vacuum designs. These as well as other candidate elastomeric compounds may be
quite susceptible to degradation and alteration of properties in a nuclear environment.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - Alternative, more expensive and labor intensive designs utilizing
metal seals will be required if nuclear hardening of elastomeric seal materials is not
accomplished.

D_.._:sianSDecificity- This issue is generic to ali reactor concepts.

Over.ali Level of Concern - Low. This problem will have to be solved and may add to
remc,te maintenance costs, the problem has been encountered before and existing
seal designs are available.

ODeratinqEnvironment-

Degree0f Relevance tO MFE - High. Magnetically confined fusion devices have
encountered this problem and have sponsored studies to determine applicable
alternative seal designs.

Analysis- None.
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Issue C.2 Cryogenic Pump Hydrogen Capacity

DescriDtion- The largest design factor affecting the vacuum system is cryopump
hydrogen capacity. Current pumps have relatively limited capacity which drives
designers to choose between large numbers of pumps or frequent pump regeneration.
Increases in hydrogen capacity may be accomplished through pump design trade-offs,
sacrificing the ability to pump large amounts of heavier gas species.

_tor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

.potential Impact - Vacuum system design may be changed due to increases in
hydrogen capacity. Reductions in the number and/or size of cryogenic pumps has
impact on remote maintenance systems, shielding requirements, reactor exhaust
reprocessing system as well as the vacuum system.

Design Specificity - This issue is generic to ali inertial confinement reactor concepts.

,Overall Level of Concern - High. This issue could significantly reduce the size of the
reactor vacuum system. As shown in the potential impact statement, the issue has a
ripple effect through several reactor subsystems. Significant cost reductions are
possible.

ODeratina Environmentv

Degree of Relevance to MFE - High. MFE reactors have significant gas loads and the
vacuum system spatial restrictions are significant.

Ana.lysis - See Section 6.6 of report.

Issue 0.3 Chemical Stability of the Reactor Exhaust

Description - The carbon and hydrogen isotopes contained in the reactor exhaust
could combine to form various hydrocarbon molecules. This chemical recombination
could produce flammable and/or toxic compounds. Vacuum and reactor exhaust
systems operation and design could be affected.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion
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Potential ImDact - Vacuum system design may be changed due to reduced atomic
hydrogen gas loads as well as the potential health and safety hazards. The exhaust
system design may also need alteration to allow separation of the hydrocarbons for
potential cracking/reprocessing operations.

Design Specifi(;:ity- This issue is generic to ali inertial confinement reactor concepts
that introduce carbon into the reactor.

Overall Level of ConCern:- Medium. This issue could significantly reduce the size of
the reactor vacuum system, lt also has the potential to increase safety problems and to
add to the fuel reprocessing complexity. This issue w;ll have to be addressed prior to
design of the first reactor.

Operating Environment- High temperature carbon and hydrogen exhaust gases.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - None. Carbon and other chemically reactive
compounds are probably present in only insignificant amounts in an MFE reactor.

Analysis- None.

Issue D Tritium Processinq System

Issue D.1 Tritium Inventory

Description - The Tritium Fuel Cycle System is required to manage and process ali
tritium containing streams in the IFE plant. These include supply of tritium to target
fabrication, processing of reactor chamber exhaust to remove protium and impurities,
and treating tritiated impurities to recover tritium. In addition, tritium is to be recovered
from the breeder blanket to ensure self-sufficiency. Also, various systems such as
coolant, beam lines, reactor building atmosphere and waste water need to be
decontaminated to remove tritium.

The key issue in the Tritium Fuel Cycle System is the tritium inventory and mean
residence time of tritium in the subsystems and tritium losses from the subsystems, due
to the radiological hazard posed by tritium. Tritium is a weak beta emitter with a half
life of 12.3 years, lt is a particular biological hazard because hydrogen is an important
chemical component of the life cycle and the hydrogen isotopes are extremely mobile.
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Reaotor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion. The design of the Tritium Fuel Cycle System
is relativei; independent of the driver design and is similar whether the Heavy Ion or
Laser driver is selected.

Potential Impact - (RS) Containment and control of tritium present some special
problems because tritium can permeate through materials and form volatile species.
Tritium cleanup and safety systems are provided to protect the plant staff, the public
and the environment from exposure to too much tritium, by effectively limiting the
escape of tritium. They must also quickly recover ali the tritium deposited in reactor
systems to limit inventories and prevent decay losses.

Design Specificity - (B, T, TF) There are three subsystems of the Tritium Fuel Cycle
System in an IFE plant with potentially large tritium inventories, i.e. the blanket, the
exhaust processing system and the target factory.

Level of Concern - (Medium) Several strategies are suggested for controlling tritium to
very low concentrations and for limiting the escape of tritium to the environment. By
proper selection of material combinations, highly reliable processing systems and their
operating conditions and multiple barriers, the tritium inventories and leakage can be
minimized. Tritium escaping to the plant containment can be removed by gas cleanup
systems.

ODerating Environment-

Relevance to MFE - The tritium issue is virtually identical for IFE as for MFE with the
exception of a large tritium inventory associated with the target fabrication for IFE.

Analysis - A critical issue is a serious problem which only R&D can resolve. A problem
which can be resolved through conservatism in design and where R&D has only
economic justification, could be termed a technical issue.

For DT fuel c:ycle self-sufficiency the blanket performance is a critical issue. The tritium
breeding required defines a number of concerns of which only a few quality as issues.
For example, the tritium inventory in the blanket is one of the parameters of the blanket
issue. Tritium recycling from the chamber is, for steady state conditions, not an issue.
The chamber tritium inventory (at steady state) may be an issue which could be
packaged with another parameter; i.e., the tritium content of the first wall protection
material, into a broader issue. Tritium inventories in the fuel processing systems are
not an issue, for the given design the amount of tritium in the system is known and is
acceptable. If however, the reference design changes to some different concept, this
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may become an issue. The time required for target fabrication and target storage
could be packaged into a broader target fabrication issue.

Based on the above comments and on the present design, there is no critical issue in
the Fuel Cycle Design.

.,,

Issue D.2 Tritium Permeation from the First Wall Coolant- Liquid Pb

Description - Approximately 40% of the heat produced in the reactor will be removed
by liquid lead and transferred into the ultimate heat transfer medium steam which will
convert this into energy in a steam turbine. The permeation rate from the Pb side of
the heat exchanger is of serious concern. Any permeation rate in excess of the
release limit is unacceptable for direct heat exchange in a steam generator for directly
driving the turbine. The following theoretical mitigating options exist:

(1) Double wall [1.1] or composite heat transfer tubes [1.2]. Option [1.1 ] could have
an interspace between tubes which would be purged and evacuated.
Alternatively, option [1.2], would feature a composite heat transfer tube wall
which would have tailored permeation barriers consisting of dissimilar metals
and/or oxide barriers.

(2) Use of an intermediate coolant loop. Such loop would transfer heat between
Pb and steam, and provide opportunity for recovering permeated tritium.

Option 1.1 is, from the fuel cycle design point of view, very simple. In this case a purge
gas would sweep the interspace under vacuum. The gas would be processed in one
of the main fuel processing loops such as PeA (if He is used) or fuel purification loop if

hydrogen is used. However, from the heat transfer point of view this option may be
very difficult to implement as the heat transfer from liquid lead to steam may be
severely restricted.

Option 1.2 would have no impact on the fuel cycle since the permeation would be
restricted to values below noticeable levels. There would be no additional processes

required.

Option 2 would, due to the high temperatures, involve a medium other than water.
Such medium would most likely have to be liquid metals (or steam) since even known
organic coolants could be used only to some 420°C.

In order to see if the concern is relevant the permeation rate was attempted to be
calculated:
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Solubility of T in LiQuid Lead - UDDer Permeation Limit - Ghoniem 1 suggests solubility
values of 0.11-0.25 [cc T/100 mg Pb] at 500 and 600°C respectively. Such high
figures appear to be in agreement with Opie and Grant 2 which were never
experimentally duplicated; 4 and Hofman and Maatsch 3 could not measure figures
above 0.01 which apparently was the detection limit of their instruments. Even this
lower figure, when extrapolated for the high Pb flow of 20,311 kg/s [1] (or 7.3 x 1011
[g/h]), will yield tritium transport _igures in excess of the 29.29 mol/h fuel6d into the
chamber. However, a more useful source of solubility dependency on pressure is
shown in Reference 4 and Figure 5.4-1. From this the solubility is 1.2 x 10-2 [appm H
in Pb/torrl/2]. The simplifying news is that the solubility appears not to be temperature
dependent. Consequently cooling of Pb will not release any T in the heat exchanger.
This leads to an assumption that the partial pressure of T on the Pb side of the heat
exchanger is equal to the pressure at which the equilibrium solubility was established
in the chamber. The chamber preusure 6 appears to follow a decay exponential from
104 Pa to 0.2 Pa during each of the 0.25 sec interval between explosions. An
approximate integration of that pressure indicates that the average pressure is in the
130 Pa region. If the mole fraction of T2, mt T is 0.208, the partial pressure of T2 is:

P T = rnfT x 130 - 0.208 x 130 = 27 [Pa] or 0.205 [torr]•

The amount of tritium dissolved in Pb transferred to the heat exchanger is:

T2= 106 x -.----XApb Q

where:

PT = partial ;aressure of Tritium in the chamber [torr];
K3 = Solubility = 1.2 x 10"2 [appm H in Pb/torrl/2];
AT = atom number for tritium = 3;

Apb = atom number for lead = 207.2;
Q • -- F=owot lead to the heat exchanger 20311 kg/s or 7.3 x 10lc [g/h]
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Figure 5.4-1. The Solubility of Hydrogen in Selected Metals and Alloys 4
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The resulting tritium flow in solution is:

T3 = (0"205)1/2 x 1"2x10610"2 x 207.23 x 7.3 x 1010 = 5.7Ig 1

This represents the upper limit for the permeation, since no more tritium can be carried
out of the chamber.

Tritium Permeation - From Reference 5, the following correlation applies for a group of
steel based materials:

perm = 0.5 x expI-1.__00.1= 1.41 x 10-5. cm3 (STP)x, mmcm 2 x min x torr 1/2

if: perm - Permeability (see above);

and for Gas constant R = 1.98, wall temperature T = 723 K, and:
A = Heat transfer area 1.5 x 106 [cm 2]

tp = Wall thickness of the heat transfer tubes = 2 [mm];
PT = Partial pressure of Tritium = 0.205 [torr];

The T permeation rate is:
1/2

60 x perm x A x (pT) x MT
TPerm = 2 x 1000 x 22.4 =

60 x1.2 x1.41 x10 .5 /2x (0.205)1 x 6
.205) 1/2 g2 x 1000 x 22.4 = X x (0 = 16.8 x 0.25 = 7.56 (_)

lt is apparent that the permeation flux through clean tubes in the Pb heat exchanger is
exceeding the amount of tritium dissolved in Pb. From the mass balance, the amount
of tritium "dropped out" of the solution must be in balance with the amount permeated.
From the material balance, the permeation rate must be equal to the amount of tritium
left in the heat exchanger. This balance will be reached at a lower partial pressure
where the dfssolved tritium is equal to the permeation flow. For such balance, the
following applies"

T permeated = T supplied with Pb - T returned in Pb

or:

7.56 x (px)l/2 5.7 x (px)l/2
= 5.7-

(0.205) 1/2 (0.205) 1/2
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Consequently:

(px)1/2 = 0.194; and Px = 0.037 torr ;

The new permeation rate is:

(0"037)1/2 (g]T3x = 5.7 x (px)I/2 1/2 = 5.7 x /2 = 2.45
(Pchamber) (0-205) 1

And the tritium flow returning to the chamber will be:

Tsr = 5.7-2.45 = 3.25[ g]

PQrrnQ_,tionwith Oxide Barriers- Bell5 offers permeation impedance factors ranging
from 100 to 1000 for stainless steel conditioned by water oxidation at 600°C. For
Incaloy 800 the corresponding figures are ranging from 167 to 319. This still leaves
permeation flux in the range of 7 to 70 [mg/h] or in terms of Ci/h 70 to 700 Ci/h. Even
the lower of the two figures could stillcause a tritium extraction problem. With
composite walls and or space the permeation flux could be reduced by 4 orders of
magnitude which could bring the permeation into the range of 7 Ci/h or 167 Ci/day
which is still hardly acceptable, lt appears that the permeation control may have
resorted to much more drastic steps such as oxidizing the permeated tritium in the tube

interspace (or in the intermediate loop or on the Pb side of the heat exchanger) which
should lower the permeation rate.

Tritium Inventory_for the Fuel Cycle Comoonents - As the design progresses, the
earlier preliminary estimate of tritium inventories for the fuel cycle has been updated
from the earlier figures extrapolated from ITER. These are shown in Table 5.4-1.

Table 5.4-1" Tritium Inventories for Fuel Cycle Systems

ServiceorSystem Process T Inventory[g]
IsotopeSeparation(ISS) Cn/o-distillation 56
ImpuritiesfromFuel Permeation 5
TritiumfromImpurityreject HITEX 0.5
TritiumfromSolidBreeder PressureSwingAdsorption 2.8
TritiumfromWater Distillation+ VPCE 0.3
TritiumfromAtmospheres Recombiner/Dryer 25
SolidsremovalfromPb TBD 0
Fuel Managementand Storage Zr/Coor U beds 600-800
BreedingBlanket Solid,He purged,He cooled 50-500
Coolant Helium 0
SolidWasteDe-tritiation TBD TBD
Total 740-1400
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Issue E. Cavityv

E.a Wall Protection

Issue E.a.1 Cavity Vapor Hydrodynamics

DescriDtion- Vapor hydrodynamics following the blast affects both the pressure loads
seen at the wall and also the condensation rate for cavity clearing, both of which are
serious issues. Hydrodynamic phenomena in the cavity are very complex, involving
temporally and spatially dependent energy deposition, shock propagation and vapor
mass transfer. The hydrodynamics is also intimately coupled to cavity heat transfer,
which is itself very complex.

Reactor C0nceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (DW, UL) Vapor hydrodynamics strongly affects recondensation and
cavity clearing; if the cavity clearing rate is too slow, the reactor concept is not
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feasible. Unacceptably high pressures at the first wall would cause early failures or
result in conservative designs that increase cost and lower performance.

Design SDecificity.-(Genetic) Dry wall protection schemes use cover gases, whereas
liquid protection schemes fill the cavity with evaporated liquid. In either case, this is an
important issue.

Overall Level of Concern- (Critical)

ODeratinoEnvironment- (S, A, G, TWI, Q, t, q, P) Many factors affect cavity
hydrodynamics. Initial conditions are set by the blast yields and spectra. Vapor and
surface conditions are important, including temperature, pressure, power density and
heat flux. Dimensions, geometry, and wall interactions also affect the phenomena.

Degree of Relevance tOMFE - (None) This work is only slightly related to plasma
disruptions.

Issue E.a.2 Cavity Structu,r.e Mechanical ResD0ns'e to Bl_st

Description- The main sources of loading on the first wall are due to: (1) impulse from
rapid evaporation, (2) shock waves in the cavity gas, and (3) weight of the Pb. If the
resulting stresses and strains are too large, then the fatigue life of the first wall may be
unacceptably short, or the cavity will have to be designed more conservatively. Many
failure modes will depend on the mechanical responses in the first wall structures.
Mechanical response is very design dependent, and is difficult to predict currently due
to the unique material design, component configuration and attachment scheme, as
well as the complex loading conditions. Innovative design approaches can be
envisaged to reduce the peak stresses; these require analysis and testing to
determine the extent to which they are successful.

ReactorConcept- Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (UL, RP, lC) If the resulting stresses and strains are too large, then
the fatigue life of the first wall may be unacceptably short, or the cavity will have to be
designed more conservatively.

Design Specificity - (Ali IFE reactors must address this issue.)

Overall Level of Concern - (High)
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ODerating Environment - (F, T, o, A, TWl, G, Q, q, P, N, s) Mechanical responses
depend very strongly on the local conditions in the first wall, including temperature,
stress state, etc., and are strongly influenced by geometric factors. In addition,
simulation of proper loading conditions is important, such that the requirements on the
environmental conditions are very difficult.

Degree of Relev.._ncetO MFE - (Low) This problem resembles the response to
disruptions, and to some extent the mechanical response of large components (such
as the blanket) under cyclic operating conditions.

Issue E.a.3 Vapor Condensation Rate

Description - For liquiJ-protected first walls, evaporated material must be removed
from the cavity quickly to allow rapid firing of the targets and beams. In most designs,
this requires condensing the vapor on the wall or on separate condensing surfaces.
Noncondensables must be pumped separately. The condensation rate is limited by
processes in the cavity and by heat transfer to the cooling medium. The condensing
surface must be adequately cooled to a temperature lower than the saturation
temperature at the desired cavity base pressure. The basic heat and mass transfer
processes under ideal conditions are relatively well known, but insufficiently studied at
present. Lack of experimental data makes the modeling predictions very uncertain.
More seriously, non-ideal effects, such as nucleate recondensation, aerosol transport,
droplet generation and transport, 3D effects contribute very large uncertainties.

Reactor CQnceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion

potential Impact - (DW, RP, lC) Inadequate cavity clearing lowers the allowable
repetition rate, raising the yields and/or lowering the power produced. If the yields
become too high, the driver energy and wall loads may become prohibitively high.
Alternatively, one could reduce the net power produced, although this would almost
certainly destroy the economics.

Design Specificity - (Most wall protection schemes)

This issue is relevant, with the possible exception of a few schemes such as HYLIFE-II,
in which the cavity is cleared by liquid slugs.

Overall Level of Concern - (Critical)
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Ooerating Environment - (T, A, TWI, G, t, q, P) The main parameters which dominate
recondensation are the temperature and pressure in the cavity and at the first wall.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (None) Some possible relationship to plasma
disruptions.

Issue E.a.4 Radiation Heat TransD0rt in Partially-Ionized Gas

Description - The x-ray and debris energy is absorbed in the cavity background gas or
in the vapor shield which arises from film evaporation. This leads to vapor
temperatures up to several eV. In this partially-ionized regime, emission and transport
of thermal radiation is very difficult to model. Thermal radiation is particularly important
for the analysis of dry spots (or dry walls), but also contributes to the determination of
the cavity clearing time.

Reactor ConceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (RP, RL) Thermal radiation affects vapor recondensation and cavity
clearing time, although its importance in this regard is uncertain (the time constant may
be fast enough such that thermal conduction and mass transport dominate), lt is more
important when dry spots occur; when no liquid is present, evaporation of the dry wall
due to thermal radiation is more important.

Design Soecificitv- (Generic)

Overall Level of Concern - (High)

Operating Environment - (T, A, TWl, G, Q, t, q) Target yields and spectra determine the
initial conditions. The background gas pressure and temperature and wall temperature
are the most important parameters.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Low) Thermal radiation in partially-ionized gases
shares some similarities with the plasma edge region of an MFE reactor, although the
materials are different.

Issue E.a.5 Film Flow Control" Iniection, Uniform Thickness, and
Drainaae

Description - Any solid surface exposed to the blast will rapidly deteriorate; complete
wall coverage is mandatory. Further, if the thickness of the film varies too much, then
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the wall temperature will vary, limiting recondensation. Excessive variation of film
thickness will lead to overly conservative design, driven by the hot spots. Many
problems have been identified with control of the film thickness. One of the most
difficult problems is protection of inverted (upper) surfaces. Any finite-thickness film is
subject to Rayleigh-Taylor instability and will drip down into the cavity. Proposals to
aid in upper end-cap protection include inertial jet injection and magnetic guiding.
Drainage is another serious concern, as large pools at the bottom of the cavity would
become hot and limit recondensation.

ReactorConcept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential ImDact- (DW) Inability to adequately protect the solid surfaces makes this
design concept impractical.

D_;ign Specificity - (Generic to thin film wall protection.)

Overall Level of Con_:ern- (Critical)

Ooerating Environment - (A, G, v) Most aspects of this issue are independent of the
radiation and blast environments.

Degree of Relevance tO MFE - (Low) Some similarity to free-surface films as
innovative divertor protection.

Issue E.a.6 Film Flow Stability and ResPonse to Impulsive Loadinq

D.es.criDtion- The ability to maintain a constant film supply through a porous wall under
impulsive loading is highly uncertain. Resolution of this issue requires a good
understanding of the time-dependent surface pressure and the interaction of the fluid
and structure. Rapid heating from the blast, sometimes called isochoric heating, can
cause liquid to eject into the cavity. In this event, beams and targets would not
propagate into the chamber.

Reactor Conceot - Laser and Heavy Ion

potential Imoact - (DW) If liquid is ejected into the cavity, then beams and targets
would not propagate and the film concept would be impractical.

Design Specificity - (Thin film protection schemes.)

Overall Level of Concern - (High)
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ODerating Environment - (A, G, v) Requires simulating both the film conditions as well
as the blast conditions which establish the time-dependent loads.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Low) Some similarity to free-surface films as
innovative divertor protection.

Issue E.a.7 Pb/SiC Wettability

DescriDtion - Good wetting between Pb and SiC is necessary to provide reliable
supply and coverage of Pb to the first wall. Preliminary experiments indicate that the
two materials do not wet, even in a very pure atmosphere. Wetting is particularly
important at inverted surfaces, where capillary action is needed to help support the
film. Chemical additives to the SiC matrix (e.g. metals) may be necessary to
encourage wetting.

Reactor ConceDt- Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential ImDa(;:t- (RP, RL, lC) If good wetting can not be obtained, then the film supply
system would become very complex and more subject to failures.

Design SpecifiGity - (Specific to this design, using Pb and SiC in a thin-film
configuration.)

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium) Wetting is important, but it is predicted that
solutions to this problem can be obtained without a huge R&D investment.

Operating Environment - (C, !, s) This is primarily a materials issue, with little effect
from the operating environment.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Low) Possible relationship to LiPb breeders in SiC
blankets, alt.hough this combination is not one of the principal MFE design concepts.

Issue E.a.8 Pb (_0mDatibility with Steel

Description - The maximum bulk outlet temperature of the Pb first wall coolant is
limited by compatibility with steel in the pipes and heat exchanger. Dissolution of steel
is controlled primarily by temperature. Previous studies have set limits of the order of
10 mm/yr erosion to prevent heat exchanger plugging. This translates to a coolant
bulk outlet temperature limit of approximately 500-550°C. These estimates are based
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on extrapolation from data obtained for sodium-steel interactions, and may not be valid
for Pb-steel. Since the bulk coolant temperature is important in determining the
thermal cycle efficiency, accurate measurements are important. Impurity control
methods, such as cold trapping may allow an increase in the allowable temperature,
and should be explored as weil.

Reactor Conceot - Laser and Heavy Ion

potential Im0a,_t - (RP, RL, RS) - Lower temperatures result in lower thermal cycle
efficiencies. If the corrosion rate is too high, heat exchanger plugging may result.
Transport of steel constituents into the reactor cavity would result in additional
radioactivity.

Design Specificity - (Specific to Pb-steel systems.)

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium)

Operating Environment - (T, C, v) The concern is outside the radiation environment.
The major parameters are temperature, impurity content (especially oxygen), and
coolant velocity.

Degree of Relevance tO,MFE - (Medium) Material compatibility is a generic issue. Pb
corrosion is related to LiPb corrosion, which is an important issue for MFE.

E.b Blanket Issues

Key technical issues for blankets can be listed in the following categories (major
sources of uncertainties for each issue category are also shown).

1. Tritium self-sufficiency
- Uncertainties in achievable breeding ratio (inventory)
- Uncertainties in required breeding ratio (production rate, burn up)

2. Triiium inventory and recovery
- Tritium transport mechanisms
- Solid breeder micro-structure

- Chemical trapping
- Surface processes
- Irradiation effects

- Temperature limits
3. Breeder/structure mechanical interactions

- Swelling
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- Interface heat transfer
4. Off-normal and accident conditions

- LOFA, LOCA
- Tritium behavior during transients
- Module pressurization

5. Structural response and failure modes
- Uncertainties

6. Corrosion and mass transfer

- LiOT formation and vaporization
- Breeder/clad corrosion under irradiation and temperature

- Coolant impurities

7. Tritium permeation
- Surface kinetics

8. Fabrication & Assembly

9. Heat generation and power production
- Nuclear heating rates and energy multiplication

Each issue is described in more detail below.
,,,.

E.b.1 Tritium Self-Sufficiency

Description - Tritium self-sufficiency is a necessary goal for fusion, which is satisfied
when the achievable tritium breeding ratio equals or exceeds the required tritium
breeding ratio. Blanket-related uncertainties in the achievable tritium breeding ratio
include uncertainties in tritium production rates due to limitations in neutronics
predictive capability and data base and to material and configuration choices.
Uncertainties in the required tritium breeding ratio relate mostly to the blanket
inventory.

Reactor ConceDt - I_/H

Potential Impact - (DW) Tritium self-sufficiency is a critical issue that may close the
design window since it is a required goal for a fusion reactor.

Design Specificity- Generic

Overall Level of Concern - Critical

ODeratinq Environment-

Neutron: H, D, R
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Parameters: F, @,S, T, C, I, TG, A, G, Q, t, Pt, N, 7

Degree.of Relevance to MFE - High

E.b.2 Tritium Inventory and Recovery

DescriDtion - Tritium inventory and recovery in the solid breeder blanket is important
for two reasons. First, the feasibility of the blanket depends on whether or not it can
breed enough tritium to satisfy the tritium self-sufficiency requirement. The required
tritium breeding ratio increases with increasing breeder inventory. Secondly, this
tritium inventory may be a large safety risk, depending on its magnitude and mobility.
Uncertainties in the tritium transport mechanisms are large and are associated with
both lack of fundamental property data and with the effect of integrated operation in a
fusion environment. Achieving acceptable levels of tritium inventory and recovery
would also impose temperature limits on the breeder and blanket and affect design
configuration and operating flexibility.

Rea_tor Conceot - L/H

Potential Imoact- (DW, US, lC) The impact of tritium recovery and inventory on tritium
self-sufficiency makes it a critical issue as it may be responsible for closing the design
window. In addition, a large tritium inventory is a major safety concern because of
hazard during accidents, as well as an economic penalty because of the larger initial
tritium supply required before the device becomes self-sufficient.

Design Specificity - Solid breeder blankets

Overall Level of Conq@rn - Critical

ODeratino Environment-

Neutron" H, R

Parameters" F, @,S, T, C, I, A, G, Q

Degree of Relevance to MFE - High

E.b.3 Br@eder/Structure Mechanical Interactions
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Descriotion - The mechanical interactions between the solid breeder material and the

structural material can lead to either degradation of the performance or seriously limit
the useful lifetime or safe operation of the blanket module. These interactions are
driven by differences in thermal expansion, creep and swelling behaviors.

Reactor Concept - L/H

P@tential ImDact - (RP, RL) Material property changes such as melting points, and
compatibility between structure and breeder under irradiation and temperature and in
the presence of impurities may limit the lifetime or performance of the blanket.

_D.esign SDecificity- Solid Breeders/SiC

Overall Level of Concern - High

ODeratina Environment-

Neutron: H, R

Parameters: F, T, C, I, A, t, N, c, P

Degree of Relevance to MFE - High

E.b.4 Off-Normal and Accident Conditions

.Description - The reactor would have to be designed to withstand several types of
accident transients with no (or minimum) Ices of investment. These transients include
Ices of flow and Ices of coolant accidents and tube sheet failure inside the blanket

module. Adequate ability to predict system response to such transients, including
tritium behavior and module pressurization effects, is needed.

.Reactor Concept - L/H

Potential Impact - (lC, RS) Inaccurate predictions could lead to either over-design with
associated costs, or under-design with potential for serious fault conditions.

Design Specificity- generic, SiC

Overall Level of Concern - High
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ODeratino E" vironme_*, -

Neutron" H

Parameters: T, s, G, Q, t, Pt, v, P, N, _G

Degree of Relevarlce to MFE - High

ii ,,, f ,'l'l _ i : iii ,, , ii, :

E.b.5 Structural ResDonsQ..and Failure Moces

Description - Knowledge of failure modes and rates in blanket components is
necessary because of their critical impact on the economic potential _r=dsafety.
Virtually no data exist on failure modes and rates of components in a fusion
environment. Possible failure modes that need to be examined experimentally are
crack growth under cycling and irradiation, and cracking at welds and discontinuities.
However, the most important information from experiments is expected to be the
identification of unforeseen failure modes.

Reactor Conceot - L/H

Potential Im0act - (RS, UL) Understanding of structural response and identification of
failure modes are critical to the economic potential and safety of a fusion reactor.

Design SDecifici_.- Generic, SiC

Overall Level Qf (_0ncern - High

Operating Environment-

Neutron' H, D, R

Parameters" F, T, <_,C, I, A, G, Q, t, N, P

pegree of Relevance to MFE - Medium

E.b.6 C0'rrosi0n and'.Mass Transfer ...............

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use of dfr,closure of data
+,,.,m_ttot,,+_e ,+=,,ct_ 5.4-33



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92EG_08, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Descriotion - With helium as coolant, the key concern are the impurities and their effect
on the structural material. Of concern also is the material interaction at the

breeder/clad interface including the effect of burnup, and the formation of LiOT
enhanced by moisture impurity and formation which could lead to LiOT vaporization
and Li mass transfer, as well as enhanced corrosion.

Reactor Conceot - IJH

Potential Imoact - DW (particularly for Li20) LiOT formation and vaporization is of
particular concern for LiOT. Mass transfer of LiOT to cooler regions could result in
plugging purge flow paths and loss of breeder material.

Design Soecificitv - Solid breeder (Li20), SiC

Overall Level of Concern - High

Ooeratine Environment-

Neutron" H, R
Parameters" F, T, C, I, t, Pt, N

Degree of Reli_vance to MFE - High

E.b.7 Triti:gm' PQrmeation ...................... '

DescriDti0n - Tritium permeation from the breeding material into the coolant may be a
problem at interfaces where large areas of relatively thin walls separate breeder and
coolant. In the absence of cracks, tritium will diffuse through structural components at a
rate determined by surface kinetics, tritium vapor pressure and permeability.
Corrosion/chemistry at both interfaces of structural components may either inhibit or
enhance tritium permeation. Alternately, cracking of engineered or natural barriers will
strongly affect permeation.

Reactor ConceDt - L/H

Potential Impact - (US, UL) Tritium permeation into the coolant is a substantial safety
penalty since it may be difficult to prevent further tritium transfer outside of the primary

coolant. A major tritium permeation problem would require replacing the faulty blanket
module(s).

Desion Soecificitv -Genericv v
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Overall Level of Concern - High

ODeratinoEnvironment-v

Neutron" D, R
Parameters: F, T, I, Pt, N

Degree of Relevance to MFE - High

iill ii i iii iii i ii iii i1 ii i i i

E.I).8 Fabrication

DescriDtion- Manufacture and assembly of the SiC tube sheetsand modulesare
uncertainand need to be demonstrated.In addition,the fabricationof the solidbreeder
is unc,=.rtain.The basic materialmust be producedand assembledintothe desired
form _lth the desired microstructureand packingfraction. Precautionswith Li20 are
necessarybecause it is hygroscopicand LiOH is corrosive.

ReactorConcept- I_/H

PotentialImpact- (lC, UL) Blanketcostand reliabilityare dependenton ease of
fabricationand assembly.

Design Specificity- Solid Breeder, SiC

Overall Levelof Concern- High

Ooeratina Environment-

Neutron:
Parameters: A, G

Degree of Relevance to MFE - Medium,dependingon MFE blanketdesignsimilarity

iii

E.b.9 Heat Generation _nd Power Production
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Descd0tion - Uncertainties in the prediction of nuclear heating rates due to
inaccuracies in neutronics data and/or transport code affect temperature levels and
gradients, which govern most blanket phenomena. Uncertainties in predicting the
energy multiplication factor for the blanket affect the power production. In addition,
uncertainties associated with decay heat production would affect accommodation of
afterheat under normal and accident conditions.

Reactor Conceot - L./H

PotQntial Imoact - (RP, RS) Poor prediction of heat generation during operation has
implications on the design limit and the performance of the blanket.

Desian Soecificitv - Generic, solid breederv

Overall Level of Concern - High

ODeratina Environment-

Neutron" R, H

Parameters: _),S, G, Q, t, 7

Dearee of Relevance to MFE - High

E.C Shieldina

Issue E.c.1 Effective of Bulk Shield

Issue E.c.I.1 BioloGical Dose During ODeration and After Sh_Jtdown for
Meintenance

Descriotion - During reactor operation, the occupational exposure limits outside the
reactor site (outside reactor building) must be maintained. The bulk shield
thickness/material outside the FW/Blanket system and the reactor building
thickness/material must be designed to ensure meeting these exposure limits during
reactor operation. After shutdown, the activation level attained in the bulk shield due
to prolonged irradiation during reactor operation determines the waiting period before
accessing reactor building. This also applies to the shielding materials of the laser
beam lines and the beamlets (including the prepulsed beams) in Hl reactors. Extra
shield may be required at localized zones to ensure maintaining the exposure limits
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(e.g. around the laser windows at the inlet of laser beams to reactor building and at the
far ends of the Hl beams). Primary uncertainties in actual dose levels arise from
tolerances in bulk shield assemblies, distortion resulting from thermal and radiation
effects, and neutron streaming through gaps and penetrations.

Reactor (_on_eot - Laser and Heavy Ion.

Potential Imoact - (RS, UL) If shielding is insufficient, this will require additional shield
and/or components rearrangement. This could lead to delayed plant operation and/or
reduced period of operation, imposing economical and availability penalties.

Design Specificity- (Generic)

Qverall Level of Concern - (High)

Operating Environment - (R, D; _ ,F, S, G) Fusion neutrons are required to interact
with bulk shield/reactor building as the source of radiation. Dose levels are governed
by the material selection (for both during operation and after shutdown cases), neutron
and gamma fluxes and spectra, and the actual geometry and arrangement of the bulk
shield. Heat deposition and removal in bulk shield (due to neutrons/gammas
interactions during operation and due to decay heat after shutdown) is an important
design issue which has safety/reliability implications.

Releva..nce to MFE - (High)

. i ii,, , i , , ,,, ,,

Issue E.c.1.2 Radiation Streaminq

Description - Neutrons stream through: (a) the relatively large opening of the laser and
Hl beams, and (b) the gaps/slits between shield assemblies (of the bulk shield,
shielding of the beamlines, shielding of vacuum ducts, etc.). Neutrons/gammas
reaching the ends of the beamlines will increase local exposure dose and radiation
damage to components in the vicinity. Neutrons/gammas streaming through gaps/slits
impeded in the bulk shield design also increase local flux levels which will require
safety factors to be impeded in the design of shielding segments.

Reactor ConceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (RS, UL) Accurate estimates of neutrons streaming through the
relatively large openings of the laser and Hl beamlines penetrating the bulk shield is
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essential for protecting laser windowsand sensitivecomponents and for the
designing of the extra local shield around these components.

Design SDecificity- (Generic for both laser and Hl)

Overall Level of Concern - (High)

ODeratin9Environment- (R, D; (1),F, S, G) In general, level of neutrons/gammas at the
end of openings/gaps/slits depends on the energy, spectrum, and the fluence of the
primary neutrons streaming through these opening. The size and shape of the
openings/gaps/slits (e.g. Diameter/Length of large openings, straight vs. irregular or
stepped shape for gaps/slits) is a determining factor to the flux level at the ends of
these per_etrations.

Relevance to MFE - (High) Largelaser and Hl beamlineopenings are similarto the
openingsof the neutral beam injectors/vacuumducts in MFE.

i

Issue E.c.1.3 Analytical Techniaues and Data Base

Description- Neutronand gammatransportcodesand nucleardata base are used to
predict the nuclearperformanceof the bulkshieldand dose level behind it during
operationand after shutdown.The adequacy of these codes/data in predictingthis
performanceas well as neutrons/gammasstreamingthroughpenetrationsimpeded in
the bulkshield is an importantdesignissue not onlypertainingto bulk shielddesign
butto the designof ali other nuclearcomponents.Uncertaintiesin estimatingthe
operatingenvironmentof sensitivecomponentsare best relievedby additional
conservatismin bulk and penetrationsshield thicknesses.

ReactorConceDt- Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential ImDact- (RS, UL) The additionalconservatismin designingthe bulkand
penetrations,shield (or safety factors)to cover the currentuncertaintiesin nucleardata
( transportand responsedata) and the approximationsused in the transport
calculationshas an adverse impactonthe overallcostof the reactor. Integral
experimentsare needed to test and validatethe designsafety marginsand/or to
improvethe data base used in design.

Design SDecificity- (Generic)
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Overall Level of Concern - (High)

Ooeratina Environment- (R, D; _, F, S, G) Integralexperimentsdedicatedto test and
validatethe neutron/gammatransport codes/data used in shieldingdesign will require
either a 14.1 MeV point sourceor a simulatedlinesource. The latteris more suitable
for streamingexperiments.

RelevancetOMFE - (High)
,,, .,

Issue E.c.2 Shield Compatibility with Cavity and vacuum Boundary.
Including Assembly/Disassembly

Description- Shieldsare generally heavy,weightingmore than a 50 tons apiece.
They must be fitted together with such accuracy that the slit width between them is
small enough to maintain the level of radiation streaming through these slits/gaps
below a certain specified level. The design of support mechanism for the blanket and
shield must consider various factors such as competition for space, differences in the
amount and direction of thermal expansions, clearance against earthquakes, etc. In
the process of assembling/disassembling the shield, activation level of shield
materials may require remote handling.

Reactor Con_eot- Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Imoact- (RS, UL) Mechanical interactions between the various segments of
the shield and/or other components may lead to mechanical failures. Additionally, the
type of maintenance (vertical vs. horizontal) is a determining factor to reactor
reliability/availability. From a safety stand viewpoint, if the precision of the
assembly/disassembly is not enough, neutrons/gamma streaming could occur leading
to unacceptable radiation dose levels.

Design SDecifiqity.-(Generic)

Overall Level of Concern - (High) Because of the complexity and serious
consequences of mechanical failures with regard to shield compatibility with cavity
and vacuum boundary, the level of concern is high in this case. Furthermore, although
radiation streaming through slits/gaps between the shield segments seems to be
inevitable, reduction in the streamed neutrons/gammas could be achieved by
considering stepped slits/gaps or by adding additional shielding when feasible.
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Operating Environment - (R, D, _, F, S, G)Although irradiation creep has some effect
on mechanical failures, neutrons and transported gammas have the dominant role in

generating bulk heating in the shield segments and thus causing thermal expansions.
Neutrons are also the source of concern with regard to streaming and activation
issues.

Relevance to MFE - (High)

i

Issue E.c.3 Activation of Reactor Building Components Outside the
Cavity -

IDescri0tion - The combined thickness of the blanket and bulk shield is an important
contributing factor in determining the fusion power and economics of a reactor. The
bulk shield thickness should be chosen such that activation of components located in

the reactor building and outside the cavity is kept minimal (e.g. activation of heat
exchangers, vacuum pumps, etc., if the design calls for installing them in the reactor
building). The situation in laser and Hl reactors are more relaxed compared to MFE
since no inboard shield is required to protect the superconducting magnets in these
reactors. However, the protection of the final mirrors and the quadrupole magnets
(see issues # D.3.4 and D.3.5) are key design issues for IFE.

Reactor ConceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact- (RS, UL)

Design SDecificitv- (Generic)

Overall Level of Con(;:ern - (Low)

Operating Environment - (R, D ; (I),F, S, G) Neutrons/gammas are required to interact

with components located outside the cavity. Level of activation of these components
depends on .their location, size, and materials.

Relevance to MFE - (High)

Issue E.c.4 $hieldinq of Fini31 Mirrors

DQscription - Neutrons and gammas stream through the laser beam ducts from the
center of the cavity ali the way to the Grazing Incidence Metal Mirrors (GIr_M), the
turning mirrors, and the laser windows. Streamed neutrons can also end up in the
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laser building and hence cause damage to the sensitive optical components.
Because the beam duct from the GIMM to the cavity is conical in shape, most of the
radiation damage to the GIMM (quantified in terms of dpa/FPY) is caused by the
uncollided neutrons streaming directly from the cavity center to the GIMM. In addition
to these neutrons and the collided ones in the shielding materials located in the
vicinity of the GIMM, neutron-induced gammas deposit substantial part of their
energies in the GIMM. This impact the life-time of the GIMM. To minimize neutrons'
damage effect in the GIMM, a neutron trap zone is normally located behind the GIMM
to absorb transmitted neutrons and lessen neutron reflection to the GIMM. Damage to
the turning mirrors are primarily caused by collided neutrons in the liner/shield
materials around the beam duct. Excessive dose absorbed in the laser windows leads

to their damage.

Reactor Concept - Laser

Potential Impact- (UL,RP,RL,IC) GIMM transmission characteristics adversely affected
by radiation damage caused by neutron streaming leading to short life-time. Thermal
stresses cause deformation and reduced performance. Frequent replacement of the
GIMM impacts system cost and the overall reactor availability. This applies as well to
the turning mirrors and the laser windows whose life-time are generally longer than
the GIMM's.

Design SDecificitv- (Mirrors)

Overall Level of (_oncerp - (High)

ODeratina Environment- (R, D, H; _, F, S, G) High-energy neutrons (..,12 MeV) for
GIMM, relatively moderated neutrons ( several MeV) for the turning mirrors and laser
windows are the main cause for reduced performance due to radiation damage.
Geometry of the mirrors impacts life-time (e.g. flat vs. paraboioid or ellipsoid mirrors,
grazing incident angle, mirror thickness, etc.)

Relevance to MFE- (None)

, • ,,,,

Issue E.c.5 Shielding of Quadrupole Magnets

DescriDtion - Focusing magnets in a Hl beam driven reactor are damaged by neutrons
streaming through the beam ducts unless adequate shielding is provided to protect
these superconducting magnets. The damage is quantified in terms of the dpa/FPY to
the Cu stabilizer, the peak radiation dose to the insulator, the fast neutron (> 0.1 MeV)
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fluence and peak power density in the magnet. Radiation damage is more serious in
the quadrupole magnets closer to the cavity where shielding is needed most.

Reactor Concept- Heavy Ion

Potential ImDact - (UL,RP,RL,IC) Radiation damage to the epoxy (or to the more
radiation-resistant polyimide) insulator is not reversible. Frequent repair has the most
impact on the driver cost. Shielding should protect excessive radiation dose to the
insulator such that the insulator could last the life-time of the reactor. Peak radiation

damage to the Cu stabilizer (reversible) should be kept below a specific design limit to
allow for few (if not at all) annealing processes during the plant life-time and, hence,
increasing the plant availability. Total heat deposited in the magnet should also be
kept below a specific integrated value to avoid magnet warm-up.

Design SDe_ificity- (Magnets)

Overall Level of Concern - (High)

ODerating Environment - (R,D,H ;_, F, S, G) Neutrons streaming through the Hl beam

ports at the FW and colliding in the beamline shielding materials are the main cause of
magnet damage. Neutrons and gamma heating in the insulator, when excessive, is a
life-limiting factor.

Relevance 1_0MFE - (Medium) Although there is a degree of relevance exists to MFE
but the geometrical arrangement of the magnet relative to the primary neutron source
in Hl IFE reactor is different from MFE. In the latter, neutrons streaming through the
beamlines are incident with a glancing angle to the magnet shield, relaxing the
shielding requirements in this case.

,,i i

Issue F. Material

i

Issue F.a Viability of SiC Structures

Description - The viability of using SiC structures in the first wall and blanket is key
consideration of the laser and heavy ion designs. If these concepts are to be
believable, efforts should be made to assess the factors involved in determination of

acceptable lifetimes, and to determine the appropriate manufacturing methods and
their economics. Anticipated lifetimes for FW/B components are not well known.
Limited resources allocated to this area precluded a realistic assessment of the
anticipated lifetimes. Without this knowledge, system reliability, maintenance and
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economics would be seriously challenged. In order to perform this task, several
investigations need be considered, lt is too simplistic, and perhaps misleading, to use
the accumulated fluence, or displacements per atom, to make projections of lifetimes.
The determination of such lifetimes would need knowledge of the various effects of
radiation. The most prominent of those are neutron induced swelling, embrittlement,
fiber shrinkage, and/or detachment from the matrix, creep and fatigue crack
propagation at high temperatures, and crack bridging mechanisms during irradiation.

On the other hand, the technology to process and manufacture SiC composites is at its
infancy. An evaluation of manufacturing methods, potential, and costs is needed.

Manufacturing methods are classified into fiber production techniques and matrix
processing technologies. A variety of possibilities exist, with potential consequences
on the economics and design.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion. The work is applicable to both Laser and
Heavy Ion designs.

PotentisI Impact - (RP, RL, UL) Short lifetime of the SiC structure would result in an
unacceptable reliability and/or availability. Additionally, reduced performance and
reduced component lifetimes are expected.

Design Specificity - (FW, B) SiC structures are used in both the First Wall and Blanket
components.

Overall Level of Concern - (High) Without reasonable and reliable lifetime of structural
components, the entire design is compromised.

Operating Environment - (D, R; y, T, _) Neutron and gamma radiation, high
temperatures, and moderate stress levels.

Degree of Relevanc@ to MFE - (High) The development of low activation SiC
composites is one of the important technology goals of magnetic confinement fusion.

Analysis -

(1) Radiation Effects: Assessment of the effects of radiation on SiC has not been
thoroughly made. Experimental data and theoretical analyses will be available
in the near future through the MFE materials program. Assessment will include
mechanical properties, swelling, and high temperature creep.
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(2) Fatigue Life: Fatigue analysis of the FW/B structure can be very involved, lt
requires accurate determination of the mechanical loading imposed by
ablasion and repetitive reflections of pressure shock waves. A study of fatigue
crack initiation and propagation in the structure is necessary. Reasonable
assessments on this basis will require, at least, 2-D finite element analysis of
the FW/B front and side walls. Considerations of the effects of radiation on
fatigue crack growth will have to be on the basis of theory/extrapolation.

(3) Manufacturing of the FW/B: Existing manufacturing techniques involve CVD,
and CVI processing technologies for the production of the composite's matrix.
The fibers can be produced by the Yajima method (Nicalon), the Rice hulls
method (US), the Los Alamos method (Whiskers). Combinations of fiber and
matrix processing produces the composite. Assessment of the cost, reliability,
and the capability for large component fabrication is desirable.

Issue F.b Thermomechanical and Materials Desion of Laser ODtiCS
--

Descriotion- The mirror designs which we introduced in this study have been
successful, at least conceptually. Nevertheless, greater improvements can be
achieved, and more certainty and recognition may be realized, once we perform the
proper thermostructural analysis. This will include materials selection data base,
possible various configurations which would minimize surface deformations, laser
energy density limits, and thermal fatigue limits. More work is needed on the dielectric
tuning mirror, since it is quite sensitive to radiation effects.

Reactor Concept - Laser. The work is applicable only to the KrF Laser design.

Potential ImDact- (DW, RP) The lifetime and design of the optics system in the neutron
environment systems has long been identified as key to the performance of the
system. The window may actually be closed if the lifetimes of the turning and grazing
incidental mirrors are too short for economic feasibility. Additionally, the reliability of
the entire system hinges on the reliability of the optics system.

Design So_cifi¢ity - (DL) This issue is specific to the Driver Laser (DL).

Overall Level of Concern - (High) Without reasonable and reliable performance of the
optics system, the laser concept is at risk.

Operating Environment- (D, R, H; 7, T, c) Neutron and gamma radiation, high
temperatures, and moderate stress levels.
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Degree of Relevance 1;0MFE - (Low) Optical components are used in MFE designs for
RF heating and for diagnostics. However, the environment is not as severe, and the
problem is not perceived to be a concern to the MFE community.

Analysis - Research is expected to be along two major fronts; Materials selection and
thermomechanical design. This research will be concerned with the detailed design of

the two final mirrors; the turning and the grazing incidence. The turning mirror will
likely be selected of a dielectric material, which will be very sensitive to the effects of
both neutron and gamma radiation. The neutron fluence limit is generally on the order
of 1016 n/cm 2. The effort will involve shielding design to reduce neutron and gamma
fluence, material selection for better solutions to the problem and analysis for accurate
determination of the radiation limits. Further innovative thermomechanical designs of
the GIMM may reduce its size and bring it closer to the cavity.

,, ,',

Issue H Maintenance anti Configuration

Issue H.1 (_omputer Reliability

DescriDti0n - Current guidelines on the relative safety of plant operation equate
manual operation, mechanical interlocks, double electrical interlocks and triple
computer interlocks. These guidelines date from the early days of the fission industry
and need to be updated to reflect technological advances since that time. in other
industries single computer systems are proving more "safe" than both mechanical and
electrical interlocks when used in complex manufacturing plants. New guidelines are
needed to put requirements for different levels of safety criticality and task complexity
with approval procedures that equalize approval requirements for computers with
other technology. IAEA study on this issue started in mid-1991 with seminar in Vienna
in July.

Reactor concept- This issue applies equally to Laser and Heavy Ion options.

Potential ImDact - (UL) This issue will result in unacceptable reliability and availability
through the use of older less suitable technological solutions in areas where
regulation hinders the adoption of computer based solutions.

Design SDecificitv - (Generic) This issue is generic and has impact to various degrees
in ali current power production options with increasing impact with plant size.
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Overall Level of Concern - (Low) The level of concern ascribed to this issue is low
based on the current level of action from the International Atomic Energy Authority
among others.

ODerating Environment - (t) Operating environment for this technology is assumed to
be STP with the only key parameter time although current work on radiation hardness
of electronics could bring in far more onerous conditions on a limited proportion of
computer equipment.

Degree of Relevance tO MFE - Due to its generic nature this issue is equally applicable
to MFE.

Analysis - The current treatment of computer systems in the nuclear industry is thought
to be overly restrictive given the current proliferation in many industries of computers
with increasing power and reliability. While the need for verification of computers is
not questioned, the current procedures are restrictive. In software QA, the seven-level
process model for software development, starting with specification requirements and
ending with traceable software code, is thought by many to be unusable and costly
without guaranteeing software reliability. The International Atomic Energy Agency
recognizes computer systems can play a significant role in improving nuclear plant
safety and economics but this needs to be supplemented with an update of the current
implementation standards.

Issue H.2 Total,, Remote M_intenance

DescriDtign - The design of plant to only have services for robotics and not humans is
not something done in 1992 unless radiation levels or regulation force the issue.
Given the overall trends in automation, it is probable that this tenth-of-a-kind plant
should be designed for exclusive use of automation in key areas.

Reactor Concept - (Laser and Heavy Ion) This issue could bring in significant cost
savings and design advantages if total remote maintenance (TRM) is used.

Potential ImDa(;t - (DW, UL) This issue could bring in significant cost savings and
design advantages if TRM is used.

Design Specifi(;:ity - (Generic) This issue is generic and applicable to ali design
options with toxic and/or radioactive elements or compounds and high radiation
environments.
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Overall Level of Concern - (Low) The level of concern on this issue is low, based on
the assumption that TRM will be accepted in future decades.

Operating Environment- (F, S, T, C, H, B)

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (High) Due to its generic r_ature this issue is equally
applicable to MFE.

Analysis - Designing the reactor building to accommodate robots and not humans is a
contentious point though by 2030 the 'risk' in planning to keep humans out of ali
hazardous areas should be accepteo. Even with no HVAC or human walkways,
human access for emergency purposes can be accomplished with suited workers on
mobile platforms.

i'1 i'_ i iiii iii=1 i i i i i

Issue H.3 _Material Joinin0

DescriDtion - The joining of and to silicon carbide is a largely untried process
particularly at elevated temperatures.

Reactor Concebt - This issue applies equally to Laser and Heavy Ion options.

Potential Impact - (DW, lC) This issue has the pote,Jtial to close the design window
though with R&D it is probable it can be solved.

Design Specificity.- (Generic) This issue is general to ali design _olutions using
ceramic composites which, by 2030 will probably mean a majority.

Overall Level of Con_:er.r"- (High) High due to the lack of knowledge in this area.

Operating Environment- (F, S, T, C, H, B)

Degree of HeLe,,vanceto MFE - (High) Due to its generic nature this issue is equally
applicable to MFE.

Analysis; - Joining of silicon carbide structural parts is not well understood. This will
also be affected by the presence of lead coolant. Composite joints are often handled
using metal implants though in this case further problems due to differential expansion
would occur. Joining of composites to metals is an area needing rest.arch, especially
with differential expansion issues at flanges, etc., particularly the joint between the
silicon cooling pipes to stainless steel in the helium cooling lines.
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Issue H.4 Lead Flushina

Description- When the reactor vessel is allowed to cool the lead coolant will solidify in
the first wall requiring some sort of draining or flushing process to remove lead and
allow the first wall tiles to be taken out individually. Any lead that remains will cause
severe sealing problems on reassembly in the key primary cooling tubes.

Reactor conceot - This issue applies equally to Laser and Heavy ion options.

Potential Impact - (lC) This problem could have a significant cost impact as well as
potentially decreasing the availability of the reactor.

Design S0ecificitv- (Generic) This issue is specificto designs using a liquid metal
coolant.

Overall Level of (_oncern- (Medium) Concern on this issue is high primarily due to the
lack of information on the use of lead coolants particularly in silicon carbide structures.

Ooeratino Environment- (F, T, H)

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Low)

Analysis- Due to the high melting point (325°C) of lead, the presence of lead in pipes
etc., will be a problem during maintenance. Flushing the lead out also brings more
problems from the flushing medium.

i i, ii ,, L | I I'

Issue H.5 $eol Life

De_,cripti0n - The life of seals on the vacuum duct between the vacuum pumps and the
reactor vessel is anticipated to be a problem, particularly as each vacuum pump needs
an isolation .valve at its junction with the duct. The issue is also applicable to a lesser
degree to helium cooling pipes.

Reactor Concept - This issue applies mainly to laser options though as the issue
applies to helium cooling pipes as well it does impact heavy ion.

Potentipl Imoa_t - (DW, lC) This issue could severely close the design window as well
as reducing availability and increase costs.
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Design SPecificitY - (Generic) This issue is not specific to designs in general though
liquid first walls and use of cryopumps increase the problem.

Overall Level of Concern - (High) Level of concern is high as the temperature range
and types of materials which seals encounter are at the limit of current technology.

Operating Environment - (F, S, T, C, H, B) Key environmental parameters in this issue
are temperature range and the materials (like helium) which come into contact with the
seals.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (High) Due to its generic nature this issue is equally
applicable to MFE.

Analysis - Seals in vacuum pumps on the vessel only have a two-hour life in ITER MFE
conditions, this will also be a problem on IFE on ali flanges and valves near the reactor
vessel. In the heavy ion option the problem is less severe as roots vacuum pumps are
far less rigorous in environment than cryo or turbomolecular vacuum pumps. The life
of seals in helium pipe is an accepted problem which none the less needs a solution if
problems with this reactor are to be minimized.

iii i ii i

Issue H'.6 Embrittlement Temperature

D_scripti0n - Material embrittlement problems are decreased if the temperature of
much of the reactor pipework is kept above 150°C at ali times, including during
maintenance. This will be a maintenance challenge to operate at this elevated
temperature.

Reactor ConceDt- This issue applies equally to laser and heavy ion options.

potential Impact - (DW, lC) This issue will both close the design window for the reactor
maintenance equipment and cause an increase in cost.

Design S_Decificitv- (Generic) This issue is generic as it applies to a feature that will
be found in most designs.

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium) This issue is of medium concern mainly due to
the potential cost impact.

Operating Environment- T (Tritium)
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Degree of Relevance to MFI_ - Due to its generic nature this issue is equally applicable
to MFE.

Issue J Safety and EnvironmQnta!

Issue J.:l Overall Plant Tritium Inventory

DescriDtion- The overall plant tritium inventorywill directly impact the potential for
large radioactivityreleases, with their associatedoff-siteexposures. Also, large
amounts of tritiumwithinthe plantwill requiremore complexengineered barriersto
minimizeoccupationalexposures. In additionto the amount,the form (i.e., whether HT
or HTO) and locationwithin the plant of the tritiumwill directly impact the design.

ReactorConceDt- Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential ImDact- (lC, RS)

This issue is an Attractiveness Issue, since there are engineered feature which can be
implemented to mitigate the impacts of tritium, once its amount form, and location has
been identified.

Design SDecificity- T (Tritium)

Overall Level of Concern - Medium. Since there are engineered features to mitigate
the impactsassociatedwiththis issue,an overall level of concernof mediumhas been
specified.

OperatingEnvironment- H (Tritium)

Degree of RelevancetOMFE - Medium. The methods developed to mitigate the
impacts of tritium for this plant are directly applicable to MFE, however, the amount,
form and location will differ.

DescriDtion- Tritium will be carried by the liquid lead first wall coolant and will readily
permeate through the walls of the heat exchanger. Unless engineered design
features are provided, the permeated tritium will be released to the environment,
resulting in unacceptable off-site exposures.
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Reactor Conceot - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Imoact - (RP) This issue is an Attractiveness Issue, since there are
engineered feature which can be implemented to mitigate the permeation of tritium,
(e.g., secondary loop, permeation barrier, duplex heat exchanger, etc.).

Design Soecificity- T (Tritium)

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium) Since there are engineered features to mitigate
the impacts associated with this issue, an overall level of concern of medium has been
specified.

ODeratino Environment - H (Tritium)

Dearee of Relevance to MFE - Medium. The methods developed to mitigate the
impacts of tritium for this plant are directly applicable to MFE, however, the amount
form and location will differ.

Issue J.3 Normal Operation Tritium Release

Descriotion - This issue is closely linked to the previous issue, however, this issue
extends the scope to controlling tritium releases from ali portions of the plant.

Reactor Concept - L/HI

potential Impact - lC. This issue is an Attractiveness Issue, since there are engineered
feature which can be implemented to mitigate the release of tritium, (e.g., desiccant
systems).

Design Soecificity - T (Tritium)

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium) Since there are engineered features to mitigate
the impacts associated with this issue, an overall level of concern of medium has been
specified.

Ooerating Environment - H (Tritium)

Degree of Relevance to MFE - Medium. The methods developed to mitigate the
release of tritium for this plant are directly applicable to MFE.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjecttotitle pagerestriction 5.4-51



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Issue J.4 Neutronic Cross Sections/Data Library for Activation Analysis

Description - As emphasis on safety and environmental impact of fusion reactor has
greatly increased, an accurate predictive capability of radioactivity and its related
parameters such as decay heat has become necessary. The basic elements of such
predictive capability are a computer code based on an accurate mathematical model
and a library of basic nuclear data including decay data and transmutation cross
sections. Recent studies1 point out that inadequate reaction cross section and decay
data exist in the codes and data libraries widely used in fusion community. Example
calculations show that the inadequacy in the RACC libraries underestimates the
photon yield by a factor of as large as 1000 in the ITER first wall tungsten zone during
operation and at times after shutdown. The study concludes that the accuracies of
neutronic cross sections and data library are essential for activation analysis.

Reactor ConceDt - Laser and Heavy Ion. The work is applicable to both Laser and
Heavy Ion designs.

Potential ImDact - (US) Inadequate prediction of radioactivity and decay heat for a
fusion reactor design may result in unacceptable safety risk.

Design Specificity - (Generic) Ali components exposed to radiation environment are
affected.

Overall Leve..Iof Concern - High

ODerating EnvirQnmen_- (R; _, F, S, Q, 7)

Degree of Rele.yanc.e.to MFE - High

Reference

1. I. Jun, ".Comparison Study Between Computed and Measured Radioactivity Decay
Rates from Neutron Irradiation of Zirconium and Tungsten in a Simulated Fusion
Environment," UCLA-FNT-55, November 1991
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Issue J.5 Removing Decay He_t From Lead Coolant Under Accident
Conditions

Description - Following the accident conditions, such as a loss of coolant due to a lead
cooling tube rupture, the radioactive lead coolant spills and might pose a threat to the
safety and environment. One of the design criteria requires that under this condition,
the radioactive lead will be collected into a "containment" through gravity driven lead
drain paths. If such a collection is fully successful, the lead can be cooled either
actively or passively. However, some amount of lead might stay inside the reactor and
knowing the location of lead is needed to mitigate the safety concern. Analysis
indicates that if a failure of removing lead coolant decay heat occurs, the lead coolant
(for the case of after two full power year operation) can reach about 1000°C at 8 hours
following the accident. This temperature might damage the local structure and results
in the migration of lead radionuclide into other plant components. Design reactor
chamber with residual heat removal system (such as containment fan cooling) and/or
with the development of lead detecting devices increase the plant cost.

Reactor C,oncept - Laser and Heavy Ion. The work is applicable to both laser and
heavy ion designs.

Potential Impact - (US, lC, RS) Inadequate cooling in lead decay heat may result in
unacceptable safety risk. Design inclusion of residual heat removal system increases
the plant capital cost.

Design Specificity- FW

Overall Level of Concern - Medium.

Operating Environment - (R; _, s, Q, 3')) The levels of decay heat following the reactor
shutdown due to short lived radionuclides depend on the amount of neutron flux prior
to the accident occurs, which is sensitive to the reactor power. The magnitude of long
term decay heat is determined by the total neutron fluence regardless of the temporal
variation of flux.

Degree of relevance to MFE - Medium. This issue is only preferentially relevant to
MFE if lead is considered as the multiplier in the blanket design. Developing active
means for lead decay heat removal under a cooling tube rupture (LOCA) is important
for MFE blanket design.
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Issue J.6 Hvdro aen Burn Due to Ru.oturQ of Diffusion Vessel

Description - The diffusion vessel in the Target Factory could rupture resulting in either
an explosion or burning of the tritium and deuterium contained within the vessel. Such
an explosion could result in the environmental release of, and associated off-site
exposures to, HTO unless proper engineered barriers are provided.

R.eactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential ImDact - (RP, lC) This issue is an Attractiveness Issue, since there are
engineered feature which can be implemented to mitigate the impacts of a hydrogen
burn, (e.g., dividing the inventory into smaller vessels, increasing the robustness of the
building walls, etc.).

Design Soecificity- TF (Target Factory)

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium) Since there are engineered features to mitigate
the impacts associated with this issue, an overall level of concern of medium has been
specified.

Operating Environment- (H, Pt)

Degree of Relevanc_ to MFE - None

Issue J.7 Detection of Local Dry Spot_ Prior to Failure

Description - The dry spots on the first wall may be created due to the following
mechanisms: (1) poor wetting of lead on the SiC material; (2) hydrodynamic
instability of film subjected to pressure impulses; and (3) integrity of fibrous SiC
material which is immersed in lead metal and subjected to a severe radiation
environment. Once a dry spot is formed on the surface, the heat deposited on the SiC
may result in a wall sublimation if at which the heat can not be adequately conducted
away. Analysis shows that the sublimation rate of SiC is about 0.67 Kg/m 2 per shot,
which corresponds to a layer of thickness of 1.1 mm per shot. If the film can not be
reestablished and the dry spot remains, the time to failure (or a hole formation on the
SiC wall) for a wall thickness of 0.5 cm is about 17 minutes. A failure of first wall
reduces the plant availability, in addition it raises a safety concern if a hole is created
and lead floods the chamber. This result indicates that the ability of local dry spot
detection and remedy of removing dry spot is needed to reduce this issue.
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Reactor ConcePt - Laser and Heavy Ion. The issue is applicable to both laser and

heavy ion designs.

Potential ImDact - US, lC

Desian Specificity- Cavity FW

Overall Level of Concern - High. The abilities to detect and remedy the first wall dry

spot are essential for the first wall structural integrity and reactor safety.

Operating Environment - (F, _, S, T, Q, o)

Dearee of relevance to MFE - (High) Analytical method (or numerical modeling) for
the-SiC sublimation is relevant to the modeling used in the plasma disruption

phenomenology studies, when the FW or high heat flux components undergo melting
and subsequent vaporization. Technology for detection of dry spot is needed for the
liquid film divertor concepts.

Analysis - The rate of SiC sublimation due to radiation re-emitted to the surface by the
cavity gas depends on the gas conditions (pressure, temperature, charge state) as a
function of time. The vapor entering the cavity from the X-ray deposition following the

explosion is expected to be at a temperature of several eV. With gas at a temperature
of several eV, the gas becomes ionized and excited. The gas tempera lure is
estimated by knowing the equation of state properties, which are calculated by
assuming the interparticle potentials are small. 1 The internal energy for an ion is
computed relative to the ground state energy of the neutral atom and is given as:

3 (1 + <Z>) KT + Q(Z)e(Z) = _-

where Q is the energy required to remove the Z electrons from the neutral atom and is
written as:

Q(Z) = S Ii; for i=1 ,---, Z

Ii= ionization potential for the ith charge state.
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The degree of gas ionization and excitation (ignored in the present analysis) depends
on the gas temperature and number of density and is obtained from LIBRA.2 The
cooling rate of the ionized gas is calculated based on the analytical method developed
by Zel'dovich et ai.1 This is given as:

4sT4
q'"- 1

1

where s is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and I1 is the radiation mean free path and
is given as:

1.1 x 1023T3.5

11= n2 <Z> (<Z> + 1)2 IKT

where n is the number of density and T is gas temperature.

The aforementioned model is only valid for optically thin gas. If the photon mean free
path approaches the characteristic length of the cavity, the gas is assumed to act as a
black body. Under the circumstance that the radiative energy flux into the GiC
exceeds the rate at which the conduction carry away, some amount of SiC is
sublimated. The heat of sublimation is estimated by averaging the potential energy of
both Si and C in the SiC lattice based on Pearson et al.3 This is found to be equal to
1.91x107 J/kg. The amount of SiC sublimated is about 0.67 Kg per shot per m2. This
corresponds to a layer thickness of 1.1 mm.

Present calculation assumes thermal-hydrodynamic equilibrium, further analysis shall
include the effect of nonthermal-hydrodynamic equilibrium, gas excitation, self-
shielding, etc. Better modeling of radiative heat flux shall be incorporated to the cases
where the optically thin gas theory breaks down.

References

1. Y.B. Zel'dovich et al., "Physics of Shock Waves and High Temperature
Hydrodynamic Phenomena", Volume I, Academic Press, New York, 1966

2. "LIBRA, A Light Ion Beam Fusion Conceptual Reactor Design," UWFDM-800, July,
1989
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3. E. Pearson et al., "Computer Modeling of Si And SiC Surfaces and Surface
Processes Relevant to Crystal Growth From the Vapor", J. of Crystal Growth 70
(1984) 33-40.

Issue J.8 Detailed Accident Analysis

Description - A number of accident scenarios/initiating events have been identified for

Prometheus (see Table 5.4-2). However, due to limitations on the scope of this study it
is not feasible to perform a detailed analysis of each of these accidents to determine
what detailed design features are necessary to prevent/mitigate each of the identified
accidents. Nonetheless, the viability of design which has been proposed is not
expected to be negated by the detailed analysis of these, or other, accidents.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact- (lC, RS)

Design Specificity - (All) Accident initiating events have been postulated that involve
many (all) of the plant's systems.

.Overall Level of Cqnqer.n..- (High) The potential exists for some of the yet unanalyzed
accidents to require extensive and complex engineered features to mitigate their
effects, however, it is not believed that any of the identified accident scenarios will
negate the viability of the basic plant design.

Operating Environment - (All) Accident initiating events have been postulated that
involve many (all) of the plant's parameters.

Degree of Relevance to MFE - (Medium) A number of the identified accident scenarios

have direct applicability to MFE, (e.g., accidents in the blanket or the tritium systems).
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Table 5.4-2 Potential IFE Reactor Accidents by Subsystem

Accident Concern

A. Laser System Reliability
1. Partial InputBeam Blockage
2. SingleRaman AccumulatorFailure
3. SingleSBS PulseCompressorFailure
4. Lossof InertingGas

a. InadvertentPersonnelEntry p_,rsonnelHealth
b. Lossof Containment

5. Laser Misalignment
a. SingleBeam MissesTarget
b. MultipleBeams MissTarget

6. FluorineRelease Toxic (_hemicalRelease
B. Reactor System

1. Loss of Vacuum
a. VacuumPumpFailure
b. LaserBuilding"Window"Failure
c. Breakin InstrumentLine

2. FirstWall Unlocking
3o Target ManufacturingErrors

a. Contains ExcessTritium
b. ContainsShortageof Tritium

4. Lossof Wet Wall
C. BlanketCoolant System J_,,JJ_2JJ_

1. Heat ExchangerTubeRupture
2. PumpFailure
3. IncreaseinCoolantFlowRate

D. Driver CoolantSystem
1. Heat ExchangerTube Rupture
2. PumpFailure
3. Increasein CoolantFlowRate

E. FirstWall ProtectionSystem ToxicMaterial(Pb_Release
1. PluggedSiCTube
2. PumpFailure
3. IncreaseinCoolantFlowRate

F. Secondary CoolantSystem R_iabilitv
1. Steam LineBreak(Break Size Equalto Area of Safety ValveThroat)
2. Decreasein Heat Removal(e.g. PumpFailure)
3. Increasein Heat Removal(e.g. Decrease in FeedwaterTemperature

G. Target DeliverySystem ReliabiliW
1. Failure to DeliverTarget
2. Target Misalignment ToxicMaterial(Ph) Release

a. Target ArrivesToo Soon/Late
b. Target Off-Center

H. Target Factory TritiumRelease
1. Loss of Cryogenics
2. StorageTank Failure

I. Containment Cooling(HVAC) System TritiumRelease
1. Loss of Cooling
2. Loss of Containment Integrity

J. Radwaste System
1. Gas CollectionTank Failure M_thane Release

2. LiquidWasteTank Failure
K. Turbine-Generator System

1. Loss of Load
2. Loss of CondenserVacuum

L. Maintenance Systems P_rc,0nnel.Exoosures
1. BlanketSection Change-Out Accidents

a. Stuck
b. Dropped
c. Broken
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Issue J.9 R_mov{ll of Contaminants from the Liauid Lead

Description - The Prometheus design includes the use of liquid lead for first wall
protection. This lead, and any impurities within it, will become activated and
contaminated with target debris, and will have to be processed to remove these
contaminants. Since this is a new and innovative use of lead, these cleanup
processes have not been developed°

Reactor Conceot - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact - (RP, RS)

Design SDecificity- WP (Wall Protection)

Overall Level of Concern - (Medium) The development of processes to remove
contamination from lead is expected to be evolutionary, rather than innovative.

Operating Environment-I (Impurities)

Degree of Relevance to MFE - None

Issue J.10 Impact of Large Qu.antities of Lead on Waste Disposal

Description - The Prometheus design includes the use of liquid lead for first wall
protection. This lead will become activated, and will have to periodically replaced,
generating large quantities of radioactive lead for disposal. Because lead is a
hazardous material, this waste must be disposed of as mixed waste (i.e.; both
radioactive and hazardous) falling under NRC's 10CFR Part 61 and EPA's RCRA
regulations. Finally, since the amount of radioactive lead which is currently generated
is so small, it is not specifically identified in NRC regulations. However, if large
quantities are to be generated, the NRC may modify their regulation to specifically
address lead.

Reactor Concept - Laser and Heavy Ion

Potential Impact- (lC, RS)

Design SDecificitv - WP (Wall Protection)
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Overall Level of Concern - Low. The NRC and EPA are currently developing
procedures for addressing the disposal of mixed waste, lt can be assumed that by the
time Prometheus is operational (i.e., 2030), these procedures and regulations will be
in place. Regardless, there will be a high unit cost associated with the disposal of ali
radioactive, hazardous and mixed wastes from Prometheus or any other source.

ODeratina Environment -I
v

Degree of Relevance to MFE - None

Analysis - An analysis of the disposal of fusion reactor materials, including radioactive
lead (Pb-205) was presented in "Recycling and Shallow Land Burial as Goals for
Fusion Materials Development," Carlo Ponti, Fusion Technology, January 1988. This
analysis presents a proposed concentration limit of lx106 (Bq/cm3) for Pb-205.

,..,.

K. Subsystem Interactions

i iii

Issue K.1 Laser System/Cavity Interface and ,Final Mirror Protection

Description - The Interface between the laser system and the reactor cavity represents
a key development issue for the laser driver. The beam port walls and final optics
must be protected from heating, blast and radiation damage effects. Furthermore, the
protection mechanism(s) must not interfere with the laser beam propagation. The
problem is complicated by the fact that the optics require a clean-room environment
and special radiation-sensitive coatings to control their energy absorption while
maintaining a direct line-of-sight to the target.

We investigated a multi-layer defense for the laser system/cavity interface that is
illustrated schematically in Figure 5.4-2. The protection mechanisms include:

(1) The use of a flowing, liquid lead film to protect the port wall structure from
surface vaporization. The port wall design employs a porous SiC first wall
structure that slowly allows the liquid lead to seep through providing film
replenishment around ports between shots.

(2) The residual lead vapor from the cavity walls which helps attenuate debris and
x-rays before they even reach the wall boundary.

(3) A magnetic field in each beamline to deflect ions and electrostatically charged
particles.
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Figure 5.4-2. Protection Options for Final Optics Protection

(4) A flowing neon cover gas in each beamline, injected at one location and
vacuum pumped at another to stop the remaining x-rays and sweep out
vaporiz_,cl gas. ,&'ternatively, the beamline walls downstream of the GIMM can
be heatec to vaporize a portion of the protective liquid lead fi!m providing a
lead vapor protection gas. Any lead vapor recondensing on the GIMM surface
will be vaporized by the laser prepulse beams.

(5) Cooling the beamline walls below the mirror surface temperature to assure that
condensable gases stick to the walls instead of the optics.

(6) A low speed shutter system to intercept lead droplets that are blown off the
walls and may make their way down the lower beamlines.

(7) Placement of the final optic element at a significant distance (25 m) form the
target blast center to minimize shock waves and allow for 1/r2 attenuation of the
heat flux and radiation.

(8) Use of a Grazing Incidence Metal Mirror (GIMM) as the final optic in each
beamline to remove the dielectric-coated focusing mi;rors from line-of-sight
radiation. We feel that ali of the above mechanisms are required to assure

viable system performance. Lifetime is still an issue for the GIMM but swelling
analysis indicates that it can be life-of-plant using the design approach we
have developed. Th!s topic is discussed as part of the GIMM critical issues.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or d;sciosureof data
subjectto titlepage resWction 5.4-6'1



INERII.'_L FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Our baseline design employs ali the protection methods above except the use of the
neon cover gas and cooled beamline walls. The neon cover gas resulted in extremely
difficult vacuum pumping requirements. Therefore, we chose to heat the beamline
walls providing a Pb vapor cover gas and depending on the laser beams to remove
recondensed vapor on the GIMM surfaces.

_Reactor Concept - Prometl_eus-L

Potential Imoact - (UL) The final optics are large area, expensive items subjected to a
very harsh environment. If they are not properly protected, their lifetime will not be
sufficient for economic power production.

Design Specificity - (DL) This issue is specific to the laser driver, but generic to the
design of any laser-driven inertial fusion energy power plant.

Overall Level of Concern - (Critical) The design of the laser system/cavity interface is
critical to the successful development of laser-driven inertial fusion en,_,rgy power
plants. The final optics are expensive and must repeatedly and reliably deliver their
portion (-100 kJ) of the total energy to the target with microradian pointing accuracy for
successful operation. These optics must furthermore have a multi-year lifetime for the
plant to be economically competitive.

Operating Environment - (OF, F, S, C, T, n, y, V, S, q)

Relevance t0.MFE - Low. This development issue is not directly relevant to MFE but
there may be some aspects of the problem which have MFE relevance. For instance,
some MFE plasma diagnostics may needs to operate in environments comparable to
those expected for the final mirrors.

Analvsi_ - Extensive literature reviews and analyses were conducted to substantiate

the propose d laser system/cavity interface design. This activity is summarized in
Table 5.4-3. This table indicates the sources of mirror degradation and the primary
and secondary protection mechanisms for each source of degradation.
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Table 5.4-3 Final Mirror Protection Summary

Source/Debris Debrisor Radiation Range of
or Radiation State Speed lm/s) ProtectionMethod*

X-rays Radiation 3xl 08 SD; PBv;CG
GammaRays Radiation 3x108 SD; PBv;CG
Neutrons Particle 3xl 08 SD
Hydrogen Ionized;Vaporized (TBD) PBv;M; CG; CBW;VP; S?
Deuterium Ionized;Vaporized (TBD) PBv;M; CG; CBW;VP; S?
Tritium Ionized;Vaporized (TBD) PBv;M; CG; CBW;VP; S?
Helium Ionized;Vaporized (TBD) PBv;M; CG; CBW; VP;S?
Carbon Ionized (TBDI PBv;M; CG;CBW

Fir_ WallFilm
Lead Ionized;Vaporized (TBP) M;CG; CBW;S?

Liquid Droplets 9.8+ .

* Protection Methods
SD MirrorSurfaceDesign CBW CooledBeamlineWalls
PBv Lead Vapor VP Vacuum Pumping
M Magnetic FieldLines S Shutter System
CG CoverGas

Issue K.2 SiC/Metal Pipinq Transition Interface

Description - The proposed Prometheus first wall and blanket are fabricated using low
activation SiC/SiC composite materials to minimize the generation of high-level

radioactive waste in these regions thus achieving an inherently safe design. However,

the main heat transfer piping ano steam generators can employ conventional high-

temperature piping/structural materials since they are located outside the bulk shield
where neutron activation is minimal. Furthermore, there is significant cost incentive to

transition to conventional materials as soon as possible outside the bulk shield to

achieve an economically attractive design. The transition interface between low
activation SiC structure and conventional metal piping is therefore a key development

issue for our Prometheus cavity design.

The transition from SiC to conventional piping involves large diameter piping that must

be leak tight to 1.5 MPa (15 atm) helium and 23 MPa (20 atm) lead coolants and

resistant to corrosion by impurities in the coolant streams. These joints must

furthermore be capable of being broken and rejoined using remote handling

equipment. Pipe diameters ranging from 1.0 m for the lead lines to 2.8 m for the
helium lines are presently being considered. Therefore, both the material change and

the pipe sizes make this a key development issue.

Rea_tor Concept - Prometheus-L and -H
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Potential Imoact - (lC) The primary heat transport/steam generator system(s) in a large
nuclear power plant is complex and expensive. The bulk of this system is located in a
low radiation environment and can therefore be fabricated from conventional materials
to keep the cost for these items under control while still maintaining a low radioactive
material inventory.

Design Specificity - (CS/CBOP) This issue is generic to any advanced nuclear reactor
design employing ceramic reactor structures to achieve high levels of inherent safety
but using conventional steam-cycle balance-of-plant systems to control costs. In the
Prometheus design the transition interface involves the use of helium and lead
coolants for primary heat transport.

Overall Level of Concern - Critical. The design of the piping transition interface is
critical to the successful development of advanced, low-activation, ceramic structure
nuclear power plants.

OperatingEnvironment- (C, T, H, A, P, Q, I, v)

Relevance to MFE - High. This development issue is directly relevant to MFE designs
that employ advanced ceramic structures.

issue K.3 Heavy-Ion System/Cavity Interface end Beam Propagation,
Focusina. and Optics Protection

Description - The interface between the heavy-ion system and the reactor cavity/target
represents a key research and development area for the heavy ion-driver, heavy ion
systems studies have typically proposed some form of ballistic focusing with varying
degrees of and mechanisms for space-charge neutralization. Ballistic focusing
requires large conical envelopes on two-sides of the target where multiple (typically
8 or more per side), large area (typically 1-m diameter) openings must be provided
through the shield, breeding blanket and first wall. Since the beams converge at the
target, this approach leads to significant line-of-sight radiation streaming down the
center of the final focusing magnets which typically precludes the use of
superconducting magnets for this purpose. This also complicates the wall protection
system design since the interior walls of these beamlines must be protected from
heating, blast and radiation damage effects. Furthermore the protection mechanism
must not interfere with the propagation and focusing of the beams which must form a
tightly-focused (<l-cm diameter) spot at the target. This typically requires background
gas pressures of order 1 mtorr with Li vapor.
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Our design instead proposes to use a self-formed transport channel to re-image the
beam focal spot from outside the blanket onto the target. This has significant
implications relative to the above issues for ballistic focusing, lt moves the conical
arrays of focusing magnets out of line-of-sight into the cavity minimizing the opening
size in both the blanket and the first wall to something of order 10 cm diameter. This
minimizes shielding concerns for these magnets, permitting superconducting coils to
be employed, lt also greatly simplifies the wall protection system design for the heavy
ion-driver since the transport channels can be formed in a significantly higher
(100 mtorr lead vapor) background gas environment than is possible using ballistic
focusing. This enables us to consider using the same lead wetted-wall design for the
laser and heavy-ion drivers.

Channel formation using light ion beams with pre-formed plasma channels is well
documented and has even been considered for near-term applications such as the
light-ion LMF, but self-formed channels are a different matter. Analyses indicate that
stable, self-formed channels cannot be generated using light ions. These analyses
are not valid for heavy-ions due to their higher energies (GeV as compared to MeV for
light ions) and significantly greater mass (200 amu versus 7 amu). We have evaluated
the first-order physics of heavy-ion channel formation and find no fundamental
limitations. However, the dynamics of the problem are extremely complex and beyond
the scope of our study. We have therefore targeted this as a key R&D area.

There are several critical issues which will require validation through experimentation
and modeling before self-formed transport channels can be considered truly viable.
Foremost among these is a laboratory demonstration of a self-pinched heavy-ion
beam transport channel. The transport characteristics of the channel must then be
assessed including: (1) fraction of the beam ions initially captured in the channel,
(2) fraction of the beam energy lost due to background collisions and back EMF,
(3) fraction of the beam energy lost near the target where opposing side channel
currents begin to cancel the confining aximuthal field, (4) fraction of the prepulse
energy eroded during channel formation, (5) capability of the channel to re-image the
focal spot at the channel entrance onto the target, (6) limitations on beam focal spot
size at the channel entrance, (7) demonstration of sufficient control over the channel to
accurately position the focal spot on the target, and (8) characterization of background
gas conditions/limitations for stable channel formation.

Reactor C0n(;:ept- Prometheus-H

Potential Impact - (DW) The use of liquid lead for wall protection is probably not
compatible with ballistic transport using our present design. An alternative, Iower-Z
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wall protection material would be needed, or a different cavity design using a
condensing vapor spray or a wall geometry with more exposed surface area.

Design Specificity - (DH, WP) This issue is specific to the heavy-ion driver coupled
with a liquid lead wall protection scheme.

Overall Level of Concern - (High) The capability to form a stable, self-pinched
transport channel to re-image a heavy-ion beam focal spot on a target would have
significant positive economic and technical impact on design of a heavy ion-driven
inertial fusion power plant.

OPerating Envirqnment- (pg, Q, IB, G, N, T, E, El, p)

Relevance tO MFE - Low. This development issue is not directly relevant to MFE.

Analysis; - Our study budgets/priorities did not permit any detailed analysis of heavy
ion beam transport channel formation, stability and beam loss dynamics. We have
assessed these issues and determined that there is no fundamental reason why self-
formed transport channels will not work with heavy-ion beams. The potential
technological and economic benefits of this mode of propagating the beams to the
target warrants further investigation into their feasibility.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto ti_e pagerestriction 5.4-66



INERTIALFUSIONENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL.II
REACTORDESIGNSTUDIES MARCH 1992

5.5 Research and Development Assessment

An important part of a conceptual reactor design study such as Prometheus is the
identification of important research and development needs to resolve the key issues.
An R&D assessment has been carried out for Prometheus to serve three purposes:
(1) provide programmatic-decision makers with a list of important R&D tasks that need
to be carried out, (2) provide part of the input for a comparison study between the
Heavy-Ion and Laser-driven reactors, and (3) identify areas of R&D that are common to
inertial and magnetic fusion energy.

This assessment has not attempted to develop a comprehensive R&D plan for IFE.
Developing such a plan requires detailed analysis of experimental facilities and
careful consideration of the time sequence and cost of such facilities in order to
minimize the overall R&D cost and time and maximize benefits. Rather, this effort has
focused on identifying the R&D required to resolve the critical and key issues
described earlier in this chapter.

A specific development goal was selected as the ultimate objective of the R&D items
described here. This goal is to develop the physics and engineering data base
sufficient to construct an IFE Experimental Power Reactor (IEPR). lt is difficult at this
stage of IFE research to specify the detailed characteristics of an IEPR. However, IEPR
is envisioned as a facility in which the basic physics and engineering performance as
well as system integration tests are carded out. IEPR scope and mission similar in
many respects to ITER in the magnetic fusion energy program as they both provide the
data base necessary to construct a Demonstration Power Plant (DEMO). IEPR will
have prototypical components and will probably produce several hundred megawatts
of fusion power and operate with about one pulse per second and overall availability
of 20-30%.

The R&D assessment here focused primarily on critical components unique to IFE:
target, driver, and cavity. Some modest R&D has also been identified for the tritium
systems and safety. Because a number of key issues can be resolved through
experiments on the same facilities, the R&D presented below has been organized so
that each R&D item relates to one key issue or a group of issues. In this latter case, the
issues involved are clearly indicated using the numbering system used earlier in the
Key Issue Summary Table. A summary of R&D costs for the laser reactor option and
heavy ion option is included in Section 7.3.6 in the comparison chapter.
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5.5.1 Research and Development Requirements for Targets and Drivers

The majority of the most urgent Research and Development (R&D) requirements for
IFE Targets and the two types of drivers are inextricably linked together. Some of the
most difficult issues having exclusively to do with the drivers involve the demonstration
of the generation and delivery of high energy pulses; these same high energy pulses
from the driver are requirements for solving significant issues associated with target
design and development.

T_,rget/DriverR_,D- IFE target irradiation requirements basically define the driver
designs. If faulty target design gives rise to unnecessary or inappropriate driver
requirements, expensive and unnecessary driver development may occur without
advancing the state of the art. Furthermore, experimental evidence and theoretical
simulations have shown that the IFE target implosion physics is strongly dependent
upon the scale of the target, so that data derived from small (kJ scale) driver/target
interaction experiments cannot be easily extrapolated to aid in the design or predict
accurately the performance of reactor-sized targets (requiring irradiation energies of
the order of MJ).

Thus, in order to design an optimum reactor-sized DT target, a strong, long-term IFE
R&D program involving experiments and analyses associated Egl.b.with drivers and
targets must be established. This would permit the development of a series of DT
target designs of increasing scale, beginning at our present stage of understanding,
and proceeding in an orderly manner to IFE target ignition and beyond, with the
desired optimum reactor targets having yields of the order of hundreds of MJ.

This orderly series of target/driver interaction experiments is crucial to the success of
an IFE reactor development program because there are a variety of competing
processes to efficient thermonuclear "burns" of the DT fuel which have unique scale
lengths. These competing processes can lead to anisotropies in target compression,
preheating of the cryogenic DT fuel, generation of plasma instabilities, etc. As target
dimensions increase, many of the strengths of these competing processes can grow
exponentially. Frequently, variations of one or more parameters in target or driver
design can check the growth or otherwise control an undesirable competing process,
thereby permitting continued progress toward achieving ignition, thermonuclear break-
even, and eventual demonstration of optimized target/driver designs for cost-effective
IFE reactor operation.

In the case of the Hl driver, a crucial series of driver/target experiments conducted with
indirect-drive Hl DT targets would be to demonstrate that heavy ion beams converted
at each end of an Hl indirect-drive target efficiently produce soft X-rays in an energy
range suitable for achieving the Rayleigh-Taylor irradiation requirements for a uniform
implosion of the DT target within the hohlraum. This could prove to be one of the chief
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advantages for the Hl IFE driver over a comparable UV excimer laser driver.
Verification of the accuracy of this prediction is a crucial step in allowing future IFE
reactor designers to make appropriate choices as our database for both targets and
drivers is enlarged by implementation of a well thought out IFE R&D plan.

Although some laser/target irradiation experiments could be conducted using
subscale beams associated with parallel driver development efforts, a key
demonstration for the success of the Prometheus-L laser driver interacting with direct-

drive targets is the uniform --1% target illumination with 60 beams, totaling 4 MJ.
Another important series of key, full-scale R&D experiments involving both direct-drive

targets and laser drivers would be the demonstration that the long laser prepulse
doesn't significantly contribute to target preheat by generating hot electrons and hard
X-rays via stimulated Brillouin and Raman scattering in the plasma atmosphere blown
off from the target by the long duration prepulse.

Target R&D - Once the riddles of IFE target design are being solved by implementation
of an aggressive plan exploiting extensive driver/target R&D experiments and
analyses, there are a series of purely target-related requirements which need to be
explored in parallel with the other programs. Development of cost-effective, target
fabrication methods leading to economical mass production for IFE reactors needs to
be carried out. R&D for innovative methods of accurately placing IFE targets at the

centers of target chambers at around a 5-Hz rate is of crucial importance. There may
be significant target/driver alignment advantages associated with having IFE DT
targets injected into reactor target chambers with zero net velocity following injection
and, hence, target injection R&D might deal with developing techniques which may

permit this goal to be achieved.

Some modifications to target designs may be required in order to enhance the

alignment of the DT targets relative to the driver beams. An example might be the
addition of a "shine shield" on a direct-drive laser DT target so that aligning laser

beams may be used to sense the position of a DT target with a high degree of
accuracy.

Driver R&D - Although a series of parallel subscale R&D experiments, analyses, and
technological innovations must be carried out for the IFE Hl driver, the vast majority of
meaningful Hl driver R&D developments must be conducted at or near full scale; i. e.,
at energy levels of the order of MJ with pulse durations of the order of 10 ns. In
particular, our understanding of the physics of heavy ion (Hl) drivers will not
significantly benefit from Hl experiments conducted with pulsed energies of the order
of only a few tens of kilojoules because these sub-scale experiments do not overlap
the Hl driver parameter space occupied by candidate Hl IFE reactor drivers.
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The Prometheus-Hheavy ion (Hl) driverdesign callsfor the deliveryof 7.8 MJ in
18 beamlines, of which 12 are bunchedinto -7 ns pulsesand the remaining
6 beamlets are bunchedinto --30 ns pulses. This correspondsto approximately
420 kJ/beamline. Transport experimentswith a single, space-charge limited Hl beam
may be useful,but a key Hl driverdemonstrationgoal willbe the successive
achievements at full scale energy (-4 MJ) of ballistic focusing, stripping, channel
formation, and stable, self-pinched transport to the target. However, as noted above,
the same Hl facility that can demonstrate these fundamental capabilities for the driver
can also be used to test Hl target design parameters.

In an analogous manner, off-line Hl development programs can be established to
develop low emittance, doubly-ionized heavy ion (Pb+2) beam sources, cost-effective
superconducting dipoles, expert control systems, channel formation techniques, Hl
beam alignment systems, etc. R&D programs associated with achieving significant
reductions in Metglas losses could be carried out in parallel with other R&D efforts
designed to optimize the single beam LINAC operated in a burst mode. Construction
of a series of full-scale Hl storage rings suitable for demonstrating that a single beam
LINAC operated in the burst mode can deliver an adequate number of comparable low
emittance beamlets suitable for ballistic focusing into a pre-formed channel.

Although a series of parallel subscale R&D experiments can be conducted for the
laser driver, again the vast majority of meaningful R&D developments must be
conducted at or near full scale; i. e., at energy levels of the order of MJ with pulse
durations of the order of 10 ns. Similarly, there are a number of IFE laser driver issues
which require operation of a least one beam line at full scale energy. In the case of the
Prometheus-L KrF laser design, this would be an ultraviolet (UV) laser beam of energy
~80 kJ generated from a combination of using a large number (16 to 25) moderate
energy (4 to 6 kJ) electric-discharge excimer lasers to pump a large aperture (1.2 m)
Raman accumulator cell which, in turn, pumps a backward stimulated Brillouin
scattering (SBS) pulse compression cell yielding a pulse duration of approximately
6 ns with a wavelength of ~250 nm.

As described below, the Prometheus-L KrF laser driver requires extensive
development of workhorse excimer laser amplifiers, reliably producing output energies
ranging from 4 to 6 kJ with moderately good beam quality. An ambitious goal for these
laser amplifiers is to have them reach a level of ~10 9 shots between failures.

Again, however, it should be emphasized that the natural consequences of solving
these driver component development problems in parallel following an orderly plan is
the step-by-step construction of a driver facility suitable for performing full scale target
irradiation experiments.
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5.5.2 Target R&D

Many of the issues and associated R&D for the target are closely related to those of the
driver. In this subsection, the R&D most closely related to the target is discussed. In
the next subsection, the required R&D for the driver is presented together with the cost
estimate for both the driver and target R&D.

5.5.2.1 Direct Drive Target CouDlina (Key Issue A.a.1)

Description - Areas requiring R&D for this issue include:

• Proof of ability to model plasma physics correctly - Experiments with high gain
targets to establish agreement with computer models.

• Studies of development of hydrodynamic instabilities and target break up/mixing
for reactor size targets - Experiments to show that growth of Rayleigh-Taylor and
other instabilities agrees with reactor-size targets and that symmetric implosions
can be achieved.

• Illumination symmetry and laser light absorption for reactor size targets -
Experiments to demonstrate sufficiently smooth beam profiles with correct
apodization and laser light absorption in a agreement with computer models.

• Accurate pulse shaping - Experiments to show that pulses can be shaped with
sufficient accuracy to implode targets on a low adiabat and, at the same time,
generate converging shocks sufficient to ignite a small, central hot spot (spark
plug).

Facility - Direct drive experimental facility: Such a facility would be especially useful
should the ignition and gain facility be capable of illuminating indirect drive targets
only, but should probably be built in any case. lt should be capable of delivering 100
to 500 kJ on target from 60+ beams, lt would be used to demonstrate ignition of direct
drive targets.

Cost and Tim_ - These will depend on when and how the facility described above is
built. Most economical path will probably be a direct drive experimental facility
constructed as an upgrade of the OMEGA laser system at the University of Rochester.
Cost estimates are given in the next section on the Driver.

5.5.2.2 Survivability of Targets in Chamber Environment (Key Issue
A.a.3)

Description - Areas requiring R&D for this issue include:

• Hydrodynamics of target/cavity interaction. Once this environment is known,
theoretical studies using modern hydrodynamics and heat transfer algorithms
should be able to settle the question of target survivability. Experimental work
would be useful to check code results, but should be limited in scope and
capable of being carried out in existing facilities.
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Facility - lt will probably be unnecessary to build a separate facility to address this R&D
issue.

Cost and Time - Once the cavity environment has been specified, it will not be

expensive to address this issue in either cost or time. A theoretical study coupled with
limited experimental research could be conducted at a national laboratory or
university, lt should be possible to complete the R&D within two or three years.

5.5.2.3 Demonstration of Injection and Trackin_o of Targets Coupled with
Beam Steerinq (Key Issue A.b.1 )

De$CriDtion - Areas requiring R&D for this issue include:

• Target injection and tracking/beam steering - Experiments to show that targets
can be injected reliably and tracked with sufficient precision.

• Illumination symmetry and laser light absorption for reactor size targets -
Experiments to demonstrate sufficiently smooth beam profiles with correct
apodization and laser light absorption in agreement with computer models.

Facility - The technology required here has not been demonstrated in IFE or any other
field. A separate facility should probably be built.

• Target injection/beam steering simulator. This facility will be used to prove that
accurate illumination can be achieved in a reactor scenario. Full size steering

components will be used, but actual beams need only be sufficientiy intense to
provide accurate diagnostics. The facility will include a full scale injection
system capable of repetition rates of around 10 hertz.

Cost and Time - This facility might be built at Sandia or Los Alamos at a cost of
$100-300 million. Annual operating cost would be around $20 million. The facility
would take about three years to build. The R&D program would last about five years.

5.5.2.4 Manufacturability of Hiqh Quality, Low Cost DD and ID Tarcjets
(Key Issue A.c.1 )

Description - R&D in this area will establish the ability to mass produce targets at low
cost using already demonstrated technologies. Considerable advances have been
made in the fabrication of individual targets using microencapsulation,
microfabrication, droplet generators, etc. Research in this area will establish whether
any of these demonstrated techniques are viable for mass production, and identify
alternative methods. To date, no major research effort has been devoted to mass
production of IFE targets. The R&D effort in this area would include experimental and
theoretical work. Funding should be on a level sufficient to attract significant attention
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to the problem, lt is likely that numerous existing chemical and industrial processes
could be profitably applied to mass produce targets, lt is a question of making the best
talent aware that the problem exists.

Facility - lt will probably be unnecessary to fund major new facilities for this R&D. Once
the best processes have been identified, existing facilities at major industrial
companies or universities will probably be capable of proving the potential for mass
production.

Cost and Time - Although new facilities are probably not needed in this area,
significant amounts of time and money will be required to attract the necessary
research in the area. Expenditures of $200 million over 10 years would not be
unreasonable.

5.5.2.5 Overall R&D - Significant technical R&D will be required in areas of target
physics, production, and operation which is not necessarily covered in any of the key
issues. Therefore, the following is included as a catch-ali for what the key issues for
the target area have missed.

Description - Overall R&D covers some of the areas already identified above as well
as areas not specifically identified among the target key issues, and the scope of the
required R&D is accordingly large. We have tried to cover below ali areas which we
feel require a significant R&D effort within the target physics and engineering-related
areas.

• Target implosion on a low adiabat - Experiments to demonstrate efficient
compression without excessive preheat before ignition.

• Test of target designs - Experiments to prove that high gain can be achieved with
proposed target designs.

• Proof of ability to model plasma physics correctly - Experiments with high gain
targets to establish 3greement with computer models.

• Central spark ignition and propagating burn - Experiments to prove that
bootstrap heating by fast alpha particles can generate an outward-propagating
burn wave leading to efficient thermonuclear burn.

• Studies of development of hydrodynamic instabilities and target break up/mixing
for reactor size targets - Experiments to show that growth of Rayleigh Taylor and
other instabilities agrees with predictions for reactor-size targets, and that
symmetric implosions can be achieved.

• Significant gain for low mass targets - Experiments to prove that economically
attractive gain can be achieved with 1-10 MJ drivers.

• Hohlraum physics - Experiments to show agreement with predictions of
computer models.
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• Non-LTE radiativetransfer. Demonstrateagreement of code-predictedradiative
transferwith experimentsfor reactor-sizeindirectdrivetargets,

• Target injectionand tracking/beamsteering- Experimentsto show that targets
can be injectedreliablyandtracked with sufficientprecision.

• Illumination symmetry and laser light absorption for reactor size targets -
Experiments to demonstrate sufficiently smooth beam profiles with correct
apodization and laser light absorption in agreement with computer models.

• Accurate pulse shaping - Experiments to show that pulses can be shaped with
sufficient accuracy to implode targets on a low adiabat and, at the same time,
generate shocks sufficient to ignite a small, central hop spot (spark plug).

Facility - lt will probably be necessary to build several facilities to conduct the
experimental programs outlined above. These might include:

• Ignition and gain facility: This facility should be capable of delivering at least one
megajoule of beam energy, lt should have at least 32 beams and an
independent backlighting system.

• Target injection/beam steering simulator: This facility will be used to prove that
accurate illumination can be achieved in a reactor scenario. Full size optics will
be used, but beams need only be sufficiently intense to provide accurate
diagnostics. The facility will include a full scale injection system capable of
repetition rates of around 10 Hertz.

• Direct drive experimental facility: Such a facility would be especially useful
should the ignition and gain facility be capable of illuminating indirect drive
targets only, but should probably be built in any case. lt should be capable of
delivering 100 to 500 kJ on target from 60+ beams, lt would be used to
demonstrate ignition of direct drive targets.

• Demonstration reactor: This facility will demonstrate IFE production at the 10 to
100 MWe level.

5.5.3 Driver R&D

5.5.3.1 Summary of R&D Tasks for Tarcjet and Driver Key Issues - There
are a wide variety of research and development (R&D) efforts which need to be carried
out to assist with the development of viable target and driver designs.
R&D work relevant to specific key issues associated with the Prometheus laser driver
described here include:

A.a.1 Direct Drive Target Coupling,
A.a.2 Indirect Drive Target Coupling,
A.a.3 Survivability of Targets in Target Chamber Environment,
A.b.1 Demonstrating of Injection and Tracking of Targets Coupled with Beam

Steering,

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
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A.C.1 Manufacturability of High Quality, Low Cost Direct-Drive and Indirect-Drive

Targets,

B.a.1 DT Target Illumination Issues,
B.a.2 Large Laser Development and Bandwidth Issues,

B.a.3 Final Optics Pointing System,
B.a.4 Grazing Incidence Mirror Damage,

B.a.5 SBS Pulse Compressor,

Recommended R&D work associated with the Prometheus-H heavy ion driver include

the following relew_:_t key issues:

B.b.1 Timing of Heavy Ion Beams,

B.b.2 Heavy Ion Channel Formation,

B.b.3 Heavy Ion Channel Transport,
B.b.4 Stripping of Heavy Ion Beam,

B.b.5 Alignment of Indirect Heavy Ion Target

Summary of R&D Cost Estimates

,i

Table 5.5-1. Summary, _., Laser Driver R&D Task and Duration Estimates

Task Description Cost Kev Issue Duration
1 Demo DD Target Beam Nesting 10 M$ B.a.1 3 years
2 Satisfy Bandwidth Requirements 10 M$ B.a.2 3 years
3 Laser BearrV'rarget Alignment System 12 M$ A.b.l,B.a.3 4 years

: 4 Derno DD MJ DT Target Ignition* 400 M$ A.a.1 ,B.a.1 10 years
5 Final optics pointing demo 5 M$ A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
6 Optics Damage Resistance Demo 5 M$ B.a.4 3 years
7 Develop Robust GIMM 5 M$ B.a.4 4 years
8 Develop excimer 13sermodules 20 M$ B.a.2 3 years
9 Test to demonstrate 109 lifetime 40 M$ B.a.2 5 years
10 Demonstrate single 6 kJ beam line 80 M$ B.a.2 4 years
11 Demonstrate 6x16=96 KJ beam line 120 M$ B.a.2 2 years
12 Deveiop/Demo Laser Control System 40 M$ B.a.2 5 years
13 Develop 50 J Raman seed generators 2 M$ B.a.2 1 year
14 Demonstrate 6 kJ Raman converter 1 M$ B.a.2 1 year
15 Demo 100 kJ Raman converter 20 M$ B.a.2 2 years
16 Develop programmable SBS chirper 2 M$ B.a.5 1 year
17 Subscale SBS PC demonstration 2 M$ B.a.5 1 year
18 Develop Large Aperture SBS chirper 10 M$ B.a.5 3 years
19 Demo 6 kJ SBS Pulse Compressor 5 M$ B.a.5 2 years
20 Demonstrate 100 kJ Pulse Compressor 20M$ B.a.5 5 years

Total Laser Driver R&D Costs 828M$
*Includes cost of Nova Upgrade.

DD = direct drive, GIMM = grazing incidence metal mirror, SBS = stimulated
Brillouin Scattering, PC = pulse compression, DT = deuterium/tritium
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Table 5.5-2 Summary of Heavy lon Driver R&D Task and Duration Estimates

No. TaskDescription Cost Kp_f_J_L_. DJ_
1 Demo Single Accel. in Burst Mode 15 M$ B.b.1 3 years
2 Develop Brighter Pb+2 Source 10 M$ B.b.1 3 years
3 Develop high brightness Hl injector 20 M$ B.b. 1 2 years
4 Demo low emittance through injector 10 M$ B.b.1 2 years
5 SP Hl Pulse Synch. & Timing Demo 10 M$ B.b. 1 3 years
6 SP Triplet Focusing Demo 10 M$ B.b.2 2 years
7 SP Hl Channel Formation Demo 100 M$ B.b.2 7 years
8 SP Injection of Hl Beam in Channel 10 M$ B.b.3 3 years
9 SP Derno of Channel Transport @ MA 50 M$ B.b.3 5 years
10 SP Hl Beam Stripping 20 M$ B.b.4 2 years
1 1 SP Hl Neutralization 5 M$ B.b.4 1 year
12 Develop high PRF burst-mode pwr.sup. 30 M$ B.b.3 2 years
13 Demo superconducting quadrupoles 20 M$ B.b.3 3 years
14 Demo storage ring performance 50 M$ B.b.3 3 years
15 Demo bunchers 25 M$ B.b.3 3 years
16 Develop HID Computer Control System 20 M$ B.b.5 5 years
17 Alignment of Hl Beam to lD Target 400 M$ _ B.b.5 10 years

Total Heavy Ion R&D Costs 805M$
SP = single pulse, Hl = heavy ion, MA = mega-ampere currents,
PRF = pulse repetition frequency, HID -- heavy ion driver, lD = indirect drive

Table 5.5-3 Summary of Target R&D Task and Duration Estimates

E J2
No. Task Description Cost K_v Issue Duration
1 Demo Target Survivability in TC 5 M$ A.a.3 2 years
2 Demo Target Injection/Tracking 10 M$ A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
3 Target Manufacturability De,no ,'.3M$ A.c. 1 2 years
4 Direct Drive,Target Experiments 200 M$ A.a.1 ,A.a.3 5 years

(_,th >1 MJ Laser Driver) A.b.1 ,A.c.1
B.a.1 ,B.a.2
B.a.3

5 Indirect Drive Target Experiments 200 M$ A.a.3,A.b.1 5 years
(with >1 MJ Heavy Ion Driver) A.c.1 ,B.b.5

B.b.1 ,B.b.2
B.b.3,B.b.4

6 Pellet Injection Research Facility 200 M$ A.a.3,A.b.1 5 years
A.c.1

7 Alternative DD Target
IrradiationFacility 100 M$ A.a.1 ,A.a.3 5 years
(Upgrade _-Laser at UofR to 100 kJ) A.b.1 ,A.c.1

B.a.1 ,B.a.2
B.a.3

II

Total Target R&D Costs 725M$

DT = deuterium/tritium fuel, TC = target chamber, DD = direct drive.
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5.5.3.2 R&D for Feasibility of Laser Driven Direct Drive Tar_oet System

(RelevantKey Issues: A.a.1, A.a.3, A.b.1,A.c.1, B.a.1, B.a.2, B.a.3, B.a.4, B.a.5.)

Descriptionof Problem- Designsfor directdrive (DD) laserdriven IFF:DT targets have
been anchoredon experimentsconductedon miniatureDD targets illuminatedwith
only a few kJ of laser energy. Large reactor sized, multi-MJ DD targets may require
different illumination conditions making use of recent technological innovations in
laser beam propagation and apodization. For reactor operation, the DD targets must
also be accurately injected into the target chamber in coordination with a
tracking/alignment system capable of meeting the illumination uniformity requirements.

Descriptionof RequiredR&D Efforts- R&D work relevant to specific key issues
associated with the Prometheus laser driver described here include:

A.a.1 Direct Drive Target Coupling,
A.a.3 Survivability of Targets in Target Chamber Environment,
A.b.1 Demonstrating of Injection and Tracking of Targets Coupled with Beam

Steering,
A.c.1 Manufacturability of High Quality, Low Cost Direct-Drive and Indirect Drive

Targets,
B.&I DT Target Illumination Issues,
B.a.2 Large Laser Development and Bandwidth Issues,
B.a.3 Final Optics Pointing System,
B.a.4 Grazing Incidence Mirror Damage,
B.a.5 SBS Pulse Compressor,

Two general types of R&D experiments are required to solve the problems identified in
the corresponding Critical Issue #2:1

(1) Full-scale DD target irradiation experiments
(2) Realistic DD target injection, tracking, and alignment experiments

Each is briefly described below. (A combination of these two general types of R&D
experiments is not recommended at this time as the costs would be prohibitive.)

.Direct-Driw Target Irradiation Experimentsat > 1 M,,I- IFE target irradiation
experiments on .reactor-sized DD targets can be carried out using a single shot laser
irradiation facilities such as that proposed for the Nova Upgrade. Laser driver
energies of at least 1 MJ need to be delivered in approximately 60 beamlines with a
*-1% illumination uniformity. Both tangential focusing and potentially more efficient,
nested and apodized square beamlet DD target illumination configurations need to be
investigated. Different laser driver prepulse shapes need to be investigated to ensure
that undesirable stimulated Raman and Brillouin scattering processes in the
underdense plasma atmosphere do not contribute to target preheating.
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Direct-Drive Target InjectionExperiments - A separate series of experiments needs to
be conducted on DD target injection, tracking, and beam alignment to assure that the
static DD target irradiation specifications can be met. This may necessitate the use of
a "shine shield" on the DD IFE target.

Facility_Reauirements- Single-shot DD target irradiation experiments can yield useful
data on target design, laser/target coupling, and the relative successes of tangential
focusing vs. nested apodized beamlets on the DD targets. For full scale direct-drive
laser target irradiation experiments, a new laser facility at least as large as the
proposed Nova Upgrade laser irradiation facility will be required. A separate new
facility will also be required to perform the target tracking and alignment experiments.

C0._ta..n.dSchedule - The Nov_ Upgrade facility has been estimated to cost between
$300 M and $400M.2 If funded promptly, this IFE facility should be on-line by 1998,3 at
which time DD experiments such as those described above could be carried out. The
DD target experiments themselves, were they to be conducted in the Nova Upgrade
facility, are could be completed in 18 months and are estimated to cost approximately
$25M (assuming two series of 100 DD targets shot @ $50k/shot plus $3M for
experimental staff, $10M for simulations/data reduction, and $2M for diagnostics).

A relatively simple laboratory facility could be used to test DD target tracking and
alignment techniques. With a $500k laboratory conversion (of an existing laboratory)
combined with $1.5M for staff salaries and alignment diagnostics, attractive DD target
alignment schemes could be tested. A separate source of DD targets (from a target
fabrication laboratory) could furnish targets at an estimated cost of $20K (for 2x104 DD
targets).

Summary of R&D Cost Estimate_

Table 5.5-4 Feasibility of Laser-Driven Direct-Drive Target System
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

R&D
No. Task DescdDtiorl Cost I_ Duration
1 Demo DD TargetSurvivabilityinTC $5 M A.a.3 2 years
2 Demo Target Injection/Tracking $10 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
3 Target Manufacturability $10 M A.c. 1 2 years
4 Demo DD Target Beam Nesting $10 M B.a.1 3 years
5 SatisfyBandy, Jth Requirements $10 _ B.a.2 3 years
6 LaserBeam/Target AlignmentSystem 152 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 4 years
7 Demo DD MJ DT Target Ignition* $400 M A.a.1 ,B.a.1 10 years
8 Final opticspointingdemo 5 MS A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years

TotalLaserDriverR&D Costs $459M
*Includescostof Nova Upgrade.
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References for 5.5.3

1. Gary J. Linford, TRW S&TG/ATD, "ICFRDS Critical Issue #2: Feasibility of Laser
a "Driven Direct Drive T rgets, December 1991.

2. "Nova Upgrade Facility for Ignition and Gain," UCRL-LR-106874, Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, CA 94551 (March 1991).

3. "Nova Upgrade: A Proposed ICF Facility to Demonstrate Ignition and Gain by the
Year 2000," UCRL-LR-106736, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,
Livermore, CA 94551 (March 1991 ).

5.5.3.3 R&D for Feasibility of Heavy 10n Driven Indirect-Drive Tar_aet
System

(Relevant Key Issues: B.b.1, B.b.2, B.b.3, B.b.4, B.b.5)

DescriDti0n of Problem - The primary problems associated with the feasibility of heavy
ion indirect-drive (Hl lD) targets have to do with space-charge-limited heavy ion beam
transport and accurate focusing onto the moving Hl lD target. There is currently
substantial disagreement among Hl driver experts with regard to the conditions
required for reliable self-focused Hl channel formation, even assuming an ionizing
precursor (either another charged particle beam or an ultraviolet [UV] laser beam).
Furthermore, although calculations show that for two Hl beam bundles (each having
3 MJ of 4 GeV lead ions), following passage through the stripping cells, the resulting
MA beam current is above the threshold for self-pinching by about two orders of
magnitude, the Hl lD target experiments would need to be conducted at or near full
scale to demonstrate the feasibility of the concept.

Another Hl lD target problem is associated with fabricating the Hl lD target to be
economical, mechanically robust to withstand launch accelerations, and capable of
meeting the precise target design requirements for efficient implosion.

Recommended R&D work associated with the Prometheus-H heavy ion driver include
the following relevant key issues:

B.b.1 Timing of Heavy Ion Beams,
B.b.2 Heavy Ion ChannPI Formation,
B.b.3 Heavy Ion Channel Transport,
B.b.4 Stripping of Heavy Ion Beam,
B.b.5 Alignment of Indirect Heavy Ion Target

_De_.criDtion of Required R&D Efforts - Seven types of Hl lD R&D experiments are
required to solve the problems identified in the corresponding Critical Issue #3:1

(1) Demonstration that ~12 to 18 lead Hl beams can be accelerated to an energy
of 4 GeV, injected an.J ejected efficiently from the storage rings in timed,
synchronized, and bunched prior to injection into the triplet focusing magnets.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
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(2) Demonstration that the 4 GeV (in a +2 charge state) can be focused down to a
spet having a radius of 3 mm.

(3) Demonstration that the focused Hl beam will enter a preformed channel
(formed by either a precursor ion beam or UV laser beam).

(4) Demonstration that the self-pinched beam will self-focus and follow the
preformed channel with an angular accuracy of -,10 microradians.

(5) Efficiently convert the --6 MJ of Hl beam energy to soft X-rays in the target.
(6) Demonstration that ali return currents can be conducted without significant Hl

beam deflection or misalignment.
(7) Demonstration that launched Hl lD targets can (a) be directed accurately into

the Hl lD target firing zone, and (b) meet target robustness requirements.

There is some indication that Hl lD target irradiation performance may be improved by
single-sided Hl lD target irradiation geometries but with the condition that the delivered
Hl beam energy (and hence the number of Hl beams) may need to be reduced.

Acceleration and Transport of Hl Beam_- lt will be necessary to demonstrate the
efficacies of the entire single beam accelerator operated in a burst mode, together with
the synchronized injection and ejection of beams from the storage rings.
Demonstration of required Hl beam bunching while minimizing beam losses prior to
injection into the triplet focusing magnets.

Focusina of BundledHl Beamsto :_mm RadiusSoot - Injection of approximately a
dozen synchronized, bunched, 4 GeV, doubly charged Hl beams into the triplet
focusing magnets, focusing the Hl beams down through a neutralizing cell to achieve
a 3 mm radius spot on an e;ectron-stripping gas jet. The current in each of the two
beamlines (assuming two-sided Hl lD target irradiation) should easily exceed 1 MA
after stripping. The focusing geometry must allow a precursor beam (either an ion
beam or a UV laser beam) to pre-form the beam channel.

Injection of Focused Hl Beams into Pre:formed Channel- By placing the common
focus of the overlapping Hl beams at the head of a pre-formed ionized channel, it is
necessary to demonstrate the efficient capture (--90%) of the combined Hl beams into
a self-pinched channel. Beam currents of the order of 10 MA are expected.

Propagation of Self.Pinched Hl Beams Parallel to .PrecursorBeam - The dynamic
stability of the self-focused Hl beams propagating over distances of the order of 5 m
must be demonstrated. Propagation of the Hl beams within the channel and parallel to
the direction established by the precursor beams ~100 mrad must be demonstrated.
Limits on interbeam energy imbalances and the effects of there interbeam energy
imba!._nceson the propagation characteristics of the self-focused Hl beam channel
need to be determined.

Demonstrationof EfficientConversionof 3 MJ 4 GeV Hl Beamsto Soft X-rays-
Full-scale Hl lD target experiments must be conducted to demonstrate the required
X-ray conversion efficiencies.
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Demonstration of Self-Pinched Hl Be#m Inse..n,sitivity tO Deflection - With the Hl driver
running in the burst mode, measurements of Hl beam deflections as functions of return
current symmetries need to be conducted to assess the effects of external currents
reducing the effective pointing accuracies of the Hl beams.

Hl ID T_rget Tracking _nd Performance Verification - A separate series of experiments
needs to be conducted on lD target injection, tracking, and beam alignment to assure
that the static lD target irradiation specifications can be met. This may necessitate the
use of "shine shields" on the two ends of the cylindrical lD IFE target in analogy with
measurements required for similar laser-driven targets.

Facility Reauirements - A few subscale Hl lD experiments can be conducted at existing
accelerator facilities. However, the majority of Hl lD R&D experiments could only be
conducted at a new accelerator site designed to support these Hl experiments. This
large accelerator facility can be used for conducting the extensive experimental
measurements outlined above. Considerable modifications may be required during
the course of the Hl lD target experiments to modify the ramp gradient, fixed gradient,
storage rings, buncher accelerator, and final focusing triplet configurations in
accordance with varying Hl lD target irradiation requirements, lt is highly probable that
as Hl lD target experiments are conducted, design details of the Hl lD targets will
evolve, thereby necessitating continued modifications to the Hl driver facility. The
required accelerator facility would be substantially smaller than that of the proposed
Superconducting Super Collider. A smaller facility could be used to perform the target
tracking, alignment, and evaluation experiments. Some reconfiguration of these
facilities would be required to generate the required target illumination symmetries.

Cost and Schedule - The estimated costs for supporting the ambitious plans defined
above are highly dependent upon the availability of existing accelerator facilities. If it
were necessary to construct such a facility from the ground up, enormous costs may be
involved, possibly as much at $700 M. Depending upon the ( volution of optimum Hl
lD target illumination requirements, some time and money would be needed to
reconfigure the accelerator and focusing magnets to meet specific configuration
requirements. The Hl lD target experiments themselves, could be completed in
18 months and are estimated to cost approximately $20M (assuming two series of
100 lD targets shot @ $40k/shot plus $3M for experimental staff, $7M for
simulations/data reduction, and $2M for diagnostics). These Hl lD experiments could
be performed in conjunction with the R&D experiments associated with cost reduction

of a suitable IFE Hl driver(2). Additional experiments and costs are described below in
Summary of R&D Cost Estimate.

For Hl lD target injection experiments, a laboratory could be equipped for $500k with a

budget of $1.5M to perform Hl lD target injection experiments. Realistic lD targets
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would be supplied by another target fabrication laboratory (to be determined) at an

estimated ccJst of $200k. Additional experiments and costs are described below in

Summary c,f R&D Cost Estimates.

Summar¢ of R&D Cost Estimates

Table 5.5-5 Feasibility of Heavy Ion Driven Indirect Drive Target System
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

Estimated R&D
ELQ_. Task Description Cost Kev Issue Duration
1 Demo DT Target Survivability in TC $5 M A.a.3 2 years
2 Demo Target Injection/Tracking $10 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
3 Target Manufacturability $10 M A.c.1 2 years
4 Demo Single Accel. in Burst Mode $15 M B.b.1 3 years
5 Develop Bright Pb+2 Source $10 M B.b.1 3 years
6 Develop high brightness Hl injector $20 M B.b.1 2 years
7 Demo low emittance through injector $10 M B.b.1 2 years
8 SP Hl Pulse Synch. & Timing Demo $10 M B.b.1 3 years
9 SP Triplet Focusing Demo $10 M B.b.2 2 years
10 SP Hl Channel Formation Demo $100 M B.b.2 7 years
11 SP Injection of Hl Beam in Channel $10 M B.b.3 3 years
12 SP Demoof Channel Transport@ MA $50 M B.b.3 5 years
1 3 SP Hl Beam Stripping $20 M B.b.4 2 years
1 4 SP Hl Neutralization $5 M B.b.4 1 year
15 Develop high PRF burst-modepwr.sup. $30 M B.b.3 2 years
1 6 Demo superconductingquadrupoles $20 M B.b.3 3 years
1 7 Demostorageringperformance $50 M B.b.3 3 years
18 Demo bunchers $25 M B.b.3 3 years
19 DevelopHID ComputerControlSystem $0 M B.b.5 5 years
20 Alignmentof Hl Beam to lD Target $400 M B.b.5 10 years

TotalHeavy Ion R&DCosts $830 M

References for 5.5.3.3

1. Gary J. Linford, "ICFRDS Critical Issue #3: Feasibility of Indirect Drive Targets for

Heavy Ion," TRW S&TG/ATD, December 1991.

2. Alfred Maschke, Gary Linford, and Steven Fornaca, "Research and Development
for Critical Issue #5: Cost Reduction for the Heavy Ion Driver," TRW S&TG/ATD,

January 1992.
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5.5.3.4 R&D for Feasibility of Laser Driven Indirect Drive Tar(jet System

(Relevant Key Issues: A.a.2, A.a.3, A.b.1, A.c.1, B.a.2, B.a.3, B.a.4.)

Description of Problem - Although more IFE indirect-drive target experiments have
been conducted laser energies between 10 and 30 kJ than have been carried out for
direct-drive targets, there remains a gap in laser irradiation energies of more than two
orders of magnitude between the current experimental indirect-drive laser DT targets
and the proposed IFE reactor-scale targets. Thus the current designs for reactor-scale
indirect drive (lD) laser driven IFE DT targets have been anchored on experiments
conducted on miniature lD targets illuminated with only a less than 1% of the laser
energy required for the IFE reactor laser drivers. Furthermore, reduction or elimination
of the transparencies1 of the hohlraum entrance apertures may be an issue. As was
the case also for direct-drive targets, for IFE reactor operation, it must be demonstrated
that the lD targets can also be accurately injected into the target chamber with a
tracking/alignment system capable of meeting the illumination requirements.

R&D work relevant to specific key issues associated with the Prometheus laser driver
described here include:

A.a.2 Indirect Drive Target Coupling
A.a.3 Survivability of Targets in Target Chamber Environment
A.b.1 Demonstrating of Injection and Tracking of Targets Coupled with Beam

Steering
A.c.1 Manufacturability of High Quality, Low Cost Indirect-Drive Targets
B.a.1 DT Target Illumination Issues
B.a.2 Large Laser Development and Bandwidth Issues
B.a.3 Final Optics Pointing System
B.a.4 Grazing Incidence Mirror Damage

Des_riDti0n of ReQuired R&D I_fforts - Two types of R&D experiments are required to
solve the problems identified in the corresponding Critical Issue #4:2

(1) Gradual scale up to full-scale lD target irradiation experiments.
(2) Brassboard laser driven lD target injection, tracking, and aligr, ment

experiments.

Each is briefly described below:

Indirect-Drive Tarqet !..rradiation Experiments .at >100 kJ to 1MJ - Initial experiments
need to be carried out at lower laser irradiation energies (-100 kJ) and various

temporal formats to determine the ranges over which plasma closure of entrance
apertures occurs. Then IFE target irradiation experiments on reactor-sized lD targets
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can be carried out using single shot laser irradiation facilities such as that proposed for
the Nova Upgrade. Laser driver energies ranging up to at least 1 MJ need to be
delivered in two symmetric beam bundles with a ~5% illumination uniformity. Different
prepulse shapes need to be investigated to ensure that plasma closure of the lD target
entrance apertures and undesirable stimulated Raman and Brillouin scattering
processes in the underdense plasma atmosphere generated inside the target do not
reduce the target coupling efficiency or contribute to DT target preheating.

Indirect-Drive Target Injection Experiments - A separate series of experiments need
to be conducted on lD target injection, tracking, and beam alignment to assure that the
static lD target irradiation specifications can be met. This may necessitate the use of
"shine shields" on the two ends of the cylindrical lD IFE target, lD target robustness
must also be demonstrated; i. e., following a ~200 g accelerated target launch, internal
mechanical oscillations must be damped out such that the internal hohlraum
components must be in proper position to meet lD implosion requirements.

Facility Reouirements - A DT target laser irradiation facility at least as large as the
proposed Nova Upgrade laser irradiation facility will be required to permit the needed
single pulse laser driven lD target experiments to be performed.

A separate new facility will also be required to perform the target tracking and
alignment experiments. Some reconfiguration of the facility would be required to
generate the required target illumination symmetries. Since a similar target injection
facility would be required for direct-drive target injection experiments, a single
laboratory could be design_;d to serve both experiments if funding were available to
perform both experiments As indicated below, common use of the target injection
facility is estimated to save approximately $500K.

Cost and Schedule - The Nova Upgrade facility has been estimated to cost between
$300M and $400M. 3 If funded promptly, this IFE facility should be on-line by 1998,4 at
which time lD target experiments such as those described above could be carried out.

Depending upon the target illumination symmetries, some time and money would
need to be expended to reconfigure the laser to meet specific requirements. The lD
target experiments themselves, were they to be conducted in the Nova Upgrade
facility, could be completed in 18 months and are estimated to cost approximately
$25M (assuming two series of 100 lD targets shot @ $50K/shot p!us $3M for
experimental staff, $10M for simulations/d_ta reduction, and $2M for diagnostics).
Significant cost savings could be realized by combining a test program with that
described for direct-drive targets. 5 Additional experiments and costs are described
below in Summary of R&D Cost Estimate.

For target injection experiments, a laboratory could be equipped for $500K with a
budget of $1.5M to perform target injection experiments. Realistic lD targets would be
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supplied by another target fabrication laboratory (to be determined) at an estimated
cost of $200K. Additional experiments and costs are described below in Summary of
R&D Cost Estimate.

_Summary_of R&D Cost Estimates

Table 5.5-6 Feasibility of Laser-Driven Indirect-Drive Target System
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

Estimated R&D

No. Task Description Cost Kev Issue Duration
1 Demo DT Target Survivability in TC $5 M A.a.3 2 years
2 Demo Target Injection/Tracking $10 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
3 Target Manufacturability $10 M A.c. 1 2 years
4 Laser Beam/Target Alignment System $12 M A.a.2,B.a.3 4 years
5 Demo DD MJ DT Target Ignition* $400 M A.a.1 ,B.a.1 10 years
6 Final optics pointing demo $5 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
7 Optics Damage Resistance Demo $5 M B.a.4 3 years
8 Develop Robust GIMM $5 M Boa.4 4 years

Total Laser Driver R&D Costs $452M

*Includes cost of Nova Upgrade.

References for 5.5.3.4

1. J.M. Auerbach, et al., "Closure Phenomena in Pinholes Irradiated by Nd:Laser
Pulses," Applied Optics, 18, 510 (1979).

2. Gary J. Linford, "ICFRDS Critical Issue #4: Feasibility of Laser Driven Indirect
Drive Targets," TRW S&TG/ATD, December 1991.

3. "Nova Upgrade Facility for Ignition and Gain," UCRL-LR-106874, Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, CA 94551 (March 1991).

4. "Nova Upgrade: A Proposed ICF Facility to Demonstrate Ignition and Gain by the
Year 2000," UCRL-LR-106736, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

Livermore, CA 94551 (March 1991 ).

5. Gary J. Linford, Douglas Drake, and Dan Driemeyer, "R&D for Critical Issue #2
Feasibility of Laser Drive Direct Drive Target Systems," IFERDS Program, MDA,
St. Louis, MO (1992).
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5.5.3.5 R&D for COSt Reduction for the Heavy Ion Driver

(RelevantKey Issues: A.a.3, A.b.1, A.c.1, B.b.1, B.b.2, B.b.3, B.b.4, B.b.5)

Des.criptionof Problem- As described in the associated description provided as
Critical Issue #5,1 the major attraction of the Heavy Ion (Hl) approach to inertial fusion
energy (IFE) has always been related to the fundamental technical feasibility of
building a Hl driver system with the required properties to drive a DT pellet to ignition.
The basic accelerator technology is well developed, the beam physics is tractable, and
existing accelerator systems have exhibited 25 year lifetimes with 95% availabilities.
A system to provide the required average power could have been built ten years ago.
The major problem is cost. A 10 GeV linear accelerator built with today's technology
would cost more than a billion dollars.

Therc,_re two key issues associated with Hl driver cost reduction:

(1) Space charge-limited transport of a bunched beam to minimize total length of
the single beam LINAC (or multiple beam LINAC).

(2) High current storage rings for heavy ion beams (required for single beam
LINACs).

In addition, there is an important secondary issue having to do with the losses
associated with Metglas (important for high pulse repetition rates in single beam
LINACs).

Recommended R&D work associated with the Prometheus-H heavy ion driver include
the following relevant key issues:

A.a.3 Survivability of Targets in Target Chamber Environment
A.b.1 Demonstrating of Injection and Tracking of Targets Coupled with Beam

Steering
A.c.1 Manufacturability of High Quality, Low Cost Indirect-Drive Targets
B.b.1 Timing of Heavy Ion Beams
B.bo2 Heavy Ion Channel Formation
B.b.3 Heavy Ion Channel Transport
B.b.4 Stripping of Heavy Ion Beam
B.b.5 Alignment of Indirect Heavy Ion Target

Descriptionof RequiredR&D Efforts- Three types of R&D experiments are required to
solve the problems identified in the corresponding Critical Issue #5:1

(1) Development of cost effective techn,ques and demonstrations of space charge-
limited transport of a bunched heavy ion beam through an accelerator,

(2) Development of cost effective techniques and design of high current storage
rings for heavy ion beams, and

(3) Minimization of Metglas losses to raise the accelerator efficiency.
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Each of these required R&D efforts is briefly described below:

R&D Demonstration of Space (_h_rg_-Limited Tra,nsDort of a Bunched Beam -
Experiments and computer simulations have shown that transporting beams for
several kilometers at their space charge limit should be possible, with little emittance
growth. However, this Hl beam transport has only been demonstrated with low
energy, low power, unbunched beams, lt is necessary to demonstrate transport at

high Go (undepressed tune), low G (depressed tune), continually bunching the Hl
beam to increase current as voltage increases.

If the Hl beams have to be transported at currents lower than the space charge limit,
then the accelerator will have to have a longer pulse (in the case of a single beam
LINAC) or more quadrupole transport channels within the same multiple beam
accelerator, thereby increasing the cost of the accelerator.

R&D Demonstrations of High Current Storage Rings for Heavy Ion Beams - One of the
characteristic properties of linear accelerators is their ability to run at rather high
average powers and relatively high repetition rates. Since the clearing time in the ICF
reactor precludes very high repetition rates for the DT pellet ignition, the LINAC is
forced to operate at uneconomical repetition rates. This problem can be eliminated if
the beams for the LINAC can be stored for a short period of time. By operating the
induction LINAC in the burst mode, the induction cores are used over and over, and, of

course, each core is therefore smaller in diameter.

The issue here is one of demonstrating that a Hl beam of the required intensity can be
stored in a storage ring for the requisite time, typically on the order of 1 to
2 milliseconds. The issues are similar to those associated with bunched beam

transport, but have the additional complications associated with closed orbit
synchrotrons, such as betatron and synchrotron resonances, etc., which can give rise
to emittance growth or beam loss. Furthermore, beam induced vacuum instability is

another problem which must be overcome. Ali of these issues can only be resolved
with an experimental ring with parameters reasonably close to what is required.

R&D Experiments to Reduce, Metglas Losses - The first type of loss in Metglas, that due
to BH hysteresis losses may be intrinsic and is probably unavoidable, although further
investigations into use of less hysteretic ceramic materials may be very useful. The
second type is eddy current loss in the magnet cores which can be minimized by
careful core design and attention to detail in proper pulse shaping of the current
waveforms. The important physical parameter associated with the eddy current losses
is the thickness of the Metglas ribbon and the shape and amplitude of the waveform

used. Presently Metglas thicknesses of the order of 35 I_ are being employed,
although successful experiments have been carried out with Metglas thicknesses as

sma!! as 20 I_. By optimizing the voltage waveforms used to drive the beam and to

reset the cores, _i_epulsed power requirements can be minimized.
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Facility ReQuirements - In order to demonstrate the two key Hl driver R&D issues,
transport of a bunched, space charge-limited Hl beam and demonstration of high
current Hl storage rings will require either the use of an existing suitable induction
LINAC or the construction of a new facility capable of meeting the Hl driver
requirements of transporting megajoules of energy in doubly charged, non-relativistic
~5 GeV lead ions. Assuming typical accelerator gradients of the order of 1 MeV/m, an
accelerator having dimensions of several kilometers will be required. In addition,
approximately two dozen high current storage rings having diameters of the order of
50 m will be required to investigate technologies associated with achieving the
required performance levels while minimizing the cost of the storage rings.

A significant demonstration of the Hl beam transport and storage ring configuration
could be carried out using a single pulse, a single ring, reduced energy (to possibly
0.5 GEV), pulsed magnets, etc. Such a facility could be installed in the Advanced Test
Accelerator Site 300 facility at the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) at
a relatively small cost.

The requirements for the Metglas investigations are even more modest. The required
R&D investigations to reduce Metglas losses can be carried out at a variety of
accelerator facilities, such as those existing at the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory
(LBL), LLNL, Fermilab, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Argonne National
Laboratory, etc.

Support of Hl indirect-drive target experiments requires a full-scale Hl driver, but a Hl
driver that runs at a relatively low repetition rate. Thus a major facility advantage
would be a significant reduction in installed power requirements since the single beam
LINAC would not need to operate at 5 Hz.

Cost and Schedule - The costs associated with carrying out the ambitious Hl cost
reduction R&D experiments are a strong function of whether or not it would be
necessary to construct a new facility to meet the demanding Hl driver requirements
with regard to beam current, beam energy, particle energy, atomic weight of ions, etc.
lt is estimated that the total cost to build a conventional induction LINAC with two
dozen storage rings to accomplish the R&D experiments would be of the order of
$1000M. The experiments themselves would be relatively,,expensive if promising
techniques for reducing cost required frequent rebuilding of the accelerator and
storage rings. Such a facility could be constructed in five years once a suitable site
had been selected, lt would also be a very attractive solution to have this large Hl
driver facility support the related Hl indirect drive target feasibility R&D experiments
proposed as R&D Program #3.2 lt is estimated that significant Metglas development
could continue at one or more accelerator facilities with a funding level of $1-2M/year.
Additional experiments and costs are described below in Summary of R&D Cost
Estimate.
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Summary_of R&D Cost Estimates

Table 5.5-7 Cost Reduction in the Heavy Ion Driver
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

Estim_p,._ R&D
No. Task Description _ Key Issue Duration
1 Demo DT TargetSurvivabilityinTC $5 M A.a.3 2 years
2 DemoTarget Injection/Tracking $10 M A.b.1,B.a.3 3 years
3 Target Manufacturability $10 M B.b.1 3 years
5 Develop BrightPb+2 Source $10 M B.b.1 3 years
6 DevelophighbrightnessHl injector $20 M B.b,1 2 years
7 Demo lowemittancethroughinjector $10 M B.b.1 2 years
8 SP Hl PulseSynch.andTimingDemo $10 M B.b.1 3 years
9 SP Triplet FocusingDemo $10 M B.b.2 2 years
1 0 SP Hl Channel FormationDemo $100 M Bob.2 7 years
1 1 SP Injectionof Hl Beamin Channel $10 M B.b.3 3 years
1 2 SP Demoof ChannelTransport@ MA $50 M B.b.3 5 years
13 SP Hl Beam Stripping $20 M B.b.4 2 years
14 SP Hl Neutralization $5 M B.b.4 1 year
15 Develop high PRF burst-mode pwr.sup. $30 M B.b.3 2 years
16 Demo superconducting quadrupoles $20 M B.b.3 3 years
17 Demo storage ring performance $50 M B.b.3 3 years
18 Demo bunchers $25 M B.b.3 3 years
19 Develop HID Computer Control System $20 M B.b.5 5 years
20 Alignmentof Hl Beam to lD Target $400 M , B.b.5 10 years

Total Heavy Ion R&D Costs $845M

References for 5.5.3.5

1. AlfredMaschke, "ICFRDS Critical Issue#5: Cost Reductionfor the Heavy Ion
Driver,"TRW S&TG/ATD, December1991.

2. Gary Linford, DouglasDrake, and Dan Driemeyer, "Research and Development
for Critical Issue#3: Feasibilityof IndirectDrivefor Heavy Ion," IFERDS, MDA,
January 1992.

5.5.3.6 R&D for Demonstration of Hicjh Overall Laser System Efficiency

(RelevantKey Issues: B.a.1, B.a.2, B.a.3, B.a.5)

DescriDtionof Problem- As discussedin Critical Issue#6,1 the inertialfusionenergy
(IFE) excimer laserdriversystem is composed of a numberof components whichcan
individuallybe optimizedto yield high efficiencies. The achievement of high operating
efficiencyis a crucial requirementfor the laser driver. Anothercrucial goal is the
developmentof highly reliablelaser drivercomponents. A laser driver that frequently
fails will notpermit economical IFE reactoroperationto be achieved.

The MDA Team PrometheusReactor DesignStudyKrF laser driverconsistsof the
followingfour major elements:
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(1) The excimer laser amp!ifiers
(2) The Raman accumulators
(3) The SBS pulse compressors
(4) The computer controlled and self-aligning linear optical train which directs the

laser beams through the various optical components and down into tl_e target
chamber.

Significant research and developmental work needs to be performed on the excimer
laser amplifier modules. Although there are still R&D issues to be settled, the latter
three elements listed above require less additional technological development and
experimental verification before they can be judged adequate to be incorporated into a
mature laser driver design.

R&D work relevant to specific key issues associated with the Prometheus laser driver
described here include:

B.a.1 DT Target Illumination Issues,
B.a.2 Large Laser Development and Bandwidth Issues,
B.a.3 Final Optics Pointing System,
B.a.5 SBS Pulse Compressor,

The Exci..merLaser Amplifier Problem - The fundament of an efficient, reliable
Prometheus laser driver is the successful design, construction, and testing of excimer
laser amplifier modules. The MDA team has found that large excimer laser amplifiers
producing >50 kJ of energy may prove to be undesirable for a reactor since the loss of
a single excimer laser amplifier would prevent the ~1% direct drive (DD) target
illumination uniformity requirement from being achieved. Furthermore, excimer laser
amplifiers generating large (>50 kJ) energies also require excitation geometries of
unwieldy (~2x2x4 m) dimensions, amplified spontaneous emission (ASE), and
parasitic oscillations can reduce laser efficiencies, threaten the safety of the cryogenic
target, and complicate the overall optical design of the laser driver. As a
consequence, the MDA team has identified a moderate excimer laser amplifier output
energy range (from 4 to 6 kJ) as being optimum for constructing an efficient, reliable,
and safe IFE laser driver capable of tolerating an occasional amplifier failure without
forcing reactor shutdowns. Each of these reduced scale excimer laser amplifiers has
modest dimensions (0.3x0.3x2 m). This 4-6 kJ energy level, however, is much lower
than the ~100 kJ needed for each of the 60 laser driver beamlines. In order to achieve
the requisite beam energies (~100 kJ), the MDA team has selected to combine many
excimer beams coherently using Raman accumulators.

During the past five years, relatively little work has been carried out in the USA with
regard to improving the efficiency and the reliability of such moderate sized excimer
laser amplifiers. Some analytical studies2 have been carried out on both electron-
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beam excited excimer lasers (EBEELs) and electron-beamsustainedelectric
dischargelasers (EBSEDLs) which offered (on paper) grosswallplugefficienciesas
highas 17%. These efficiencies,however,are more likelyto be reducedsignificantlyif
incorporatedinto a largelaser systemarchitecture. The main concern is that no
experimentalwork in excimer amplifierdevelopmentis eithercurrentlyin progressor
plannedby the Department of Energy.

Work in the Soviet Unionwith slidingdischargecathodes, plasmaelectrodes,and UV
pre-ionizationin both excimer and CO2 discharge lasers has producedsome
promisingresults3,4,5which may offer alternativesto the EBSEDLs. Although
significantexperimentalwork needs to be carried out to demonstratethe potentially
higherefficiencyof EBSEDLs, the electric dischargelasers may offeran inherently
higherefficiencythan the EBEELs since excitationof the excimer speciesoccur along
the neutral channel, thereby avoiding the excitation of a large number of higher-lying
states (which may contribute relatively little to the overall amplifier extraction efficiency)
or which end up as excess heat which deleteriously affects excimer amplifier beam
quality. Moreover, by avoiding transmitting large electron beam currents through foils,
hibachis, etc., the overall excimer laser pumping efficiency may be significantly higher.

Raman A(;t_umulatorProblems- A key to achieving high efficiency with Raman
accumulators is to start with a design that exhibits a high quantum efficiency, _,
together with a large Raman gain coefficient, gR' Stimulated rotational Raman gain in
H2 (or D2) has been previously investigated and promises to fulfill the requirements for
both _ and gR. Since the Raman accumulators are also expected to be operated in the
crossed Raman configuration (to improve the beam quality of the output Stokes beam),
some inefficiencies arise. The Raman accumulators need to be driven with a
synchronized Stokes seed having appropriate temporal and spectral components.
The primary R&D problem is to demonstrate efficient beam combination with high
beam quality while suppressing parasitic oscillations and higher order Stokes
components from being generated. Secondary Raman accumulator problems have to
do with details associated with efficient generation of synchronized Stokes seeds
which are correlated6 with the excimer pump beams.

Problems Associated with the Stimulated Brillouin Pulse Compressor- The stimulated
Brillouin scattering (SBS) process when applied to the problem of temporally
compressing long (>250 ns) excimer/Raman accumulator laser pulses tends to
produce subnanosecond pulses2 with high efficiencies (>95%). When a longer pulse
(suci_,as the 6 ns main pulse specified by the TWG) is required, the needed
compressed pulse length can be generated by a ramped-Stokes seeded SBS cell, but
at considerable cost of overall efficiency. Since the sum of the energies of the
compressed 6 ns pulse and the long undepleted (>250 ns) pulse is approximately
100% of the original long excimer/Raman accumulator pulse, the overall efficiency of
the ramped-Stokes seeded SBS cell can be improved by utilizing the long,
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undepleted pump pulse as the long precursor pulse to the target (as specified by the
TWG).7 The following operational details need to be demonstrated in an R&D
program:

(1) Demonstration of the performance (efficiency, pulse shape versatility, etc.) of a
ramped Stokes seeded SBS cell.

(2) Control over competing processes, parasitic oscillations, multi-order Stokes,
etc.

(3) Demonstrationof the use of an electro-opticalswitchyard,pulsedelay lines,
etc., for utilizingdepletedpumpas the precursorpulse.

(4) Performance of electro-optical"chirper" SBS Stokesseed generators.

Comouter-Controland AlignmentProblem,s- The computer control system must
monitor an excimer master oscillator driving ~1000 excimer laser amplifier modules
feeding into 60 Raman accumulators, 60 SBS pulse compressors, and 60 beam
alignment systems attempting to strike a 6 mm diameter target moving at a speed of
200 m/sec., it is evident that a sophisticated parallel processing computer control
system is required.

DescdDtionof ReQuiredR&D Efforts

Excimer Laser AmplifierR&D - R&D investigations of promising (efficient and reliable)
designs of both electron beam excited excimer lasers (EBEELs) and electric-discharge
excimer lasers (EDELs) need to be carried out.

EBEEL R&D - In the case of the EBEELs, the primary parameters to be demonstrated
are reliability (mean number of shots between failures >109) and efficiency. Many of
the color-center formation problems, chemical attack problems, etc., are similar to
those described below for the EBELs.

EBSEDL R&D - Since the EBSEDL has received significantly less R&D in the past
than the EBEEL, there are several problems associated with the EBSEDLs which
require further experimental work. These include:

(1) Characterization of the optimum pulse duration and gas mixture to achieve
efficient neutral channel excimer excitation with a matched, efficient, pulsed
power system.

(2) Sensing and prevention of the formation of arcs in the discharges caused by
consumption of fluorine, impedance changes, etc.

(3) Extension of the operating lifetimes of the amplifiers to reach levels of 109 to
1010 amplifier firings between failures.

(4) Control of color center formation and chemical attack of amplifier windows
during the 109 to 1010 shot operational periods.
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These problems need to be analyzed theoretically and solutions found experimentally
during a series of R&D related technological development programs granted by DOE
to industry and the national labs. The direct result of this R&D would permit the
excimer laser amplifiers to become the workhorse of the Prometheus excimer laser
driver by the year 2030.

R&D forAlternativeLaser Driyer.s- R&D efforts to evaluate other efficient and reliable
laser drivers should also be planned. These alternative IFE laser drivers could
include:

(1) Semiconductor diode pumped solid-state lasers (X = 1064 nm).
(2) Chemical oxygen-iodine lasers (X = 1315 nm).
(3) HF overtone chemical lasers (X ~ 1350 nm).

These lasers require implementation of high average power harmonic conversion
technology to permit efficient operation in the UV portion of the spectrum, but the
ultimate reliabilities of these alternative fusion laser drivers may be higher than can be
achieved with either EBEELs or EBSEDLs.

Raman Accumulator R&D - The R&D program for the Raman accumulator is relatively
simple and straightforward, lt builds upon the extensive work already completed. Two

. types of Raman accumulator systems need to be addressed: single pulse and high
repetition rate.

Single Pulse Raman Accumulator R&D - The following single pulse Raman
accumulator tasks need to be addressed:

(1) Demonstration of efficient rotational Raman conversion in H2 (or D2).
(2) Demonstration of an effective (correlated) rotational Raman Stokes seed

generator.
(3) Demonstration of intensity averaging and beam quality enhancement for

crossed Raman accumulator geometries.
(4) Coherent, large aperture beam synthesis.
(5) Control of diffraction and egg-crate damage by image relay optics.

Although some of these tasks can be demonstrated at sub-scale energi,_s, the most
convincing single pulse Raman accumulator R&D plan would involve a full, 100 kJ
beamline.
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Repetition Rate Raman Accumulator R&D - These R&D experiments need to deal
primarily with the gas circulation problems to remove the phonon heat from the H2 (or
D2) gas without adversely affecting the accumulator beam quality.

SBS Pulse ComDressor R&D - In a manner analogous to the Raman accumulator
described above in Section 2.3, the SBS pulse compressor R&D needs to be divided
between single pulse proof-of-principle experiments and high average power
experiments dealing with control of thermal effects.

Single Shot SBS Pulse Compressor R&D - Both sub-scale and full scale single shot
R&D SBS pulse compressor experiments need to be performed. The fundamental
working principles of the SBS pulse compressor can be demonstrated in sub-scale
experiments. These sub-scale experiments involve full scale physical lengths of the

SBS cell (Lcell= C'_pump/2) but, to reduce costs, subapertures of perhaps 1/20 full
aperture may be employed. These subscale SBS R&D experiments would include the
following tasks:

(1) Demonstration of high pulse compression conversion efficiency using a self-
seeded, "chirped" input Stokes SBS seed. 8

(2) Demonstration of versatile SBS pulse compressor output pulse shapes by
using a ramped "chirped" Stokes SBS seed, and

(3) Demonstration of the operating principles of en electro-optical "switchyard"
involving fast Pockels cells to tailor the undepleted pump pulse into an 80 ns
long precursor pulse.

These experiments could be carried out at convenient apertures (~5 cre) using pulse
energies of 250 J and 250 ns durations.

In order to conduct the full scale SBS Pulse Compressor R&D experiments, it would be
necessary to have large aperture pump beams containing ~100 kJ. The MDA IFERDS
SBS Pulse Compressor design features a relatively large aperture, ~1 m. Although
this large 1 m aperture can be synthesized from an array of smaller optics supported in
an "egg-crate" structure. These full scale experiments would be similar to the sub-
scale experiments with the additional feature that transverse SBS parasitics could be
investigated as a potential problem.

High Average Power SBS Pulse C0mpress0r R&D Experiments - As described above
for the single shot SBS pulse compressor R&D experiments, both subaperture and full
aperture high average power R&D experiments can be performed. Since the primary
purpose of the high average power experiments is to investigate the influence of
phonon-induced thermal effects in the SF6-filled SBS c911,it is very likely that only
subaperture high average power experiments would produce meaningful results for
the relative costs.
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ComDuter Control and Alignment R&D ExD_rim_nts - The computer control and
alignment R&D experiments need to cover ali aspects of computer control and optical
alignment of the MDA Prometheus laser driver system. A variety of techniques has
been suggested for pe,forming the difficult moving DT target tracking and alignment
tasks using interferometric and holographic techniques. These proposed tracking and
alignment techniques require extensive real time, fast response, data processing,
possibly requiring a series of dedicated parallel processors, artificial intelligence,
expert systems, etc. The R&D program would have to demonstrate adequate
performance of these (and other) control designs.

Facilitv Reouirements

Excimer Laser Amplifier R&D Facilities - The facilities required to evaluate the
performance of moderate energy (4-6 kJ) excimer laser modules are relatively modest.
Assuming these amplifiers were 10% efficient and operated at a pulse repetition rate
of 5 Hz, power supplies of ~500 kW would suffice to power the test amplifier.

Since one of the key design issues to be demonstrated for these excimer laser
modules, it is essential that a large number of amplifiers be tested in parallel at as high
a repetition rate as reasonable. The facilities would have to be designed to
accommodate automatic, 24-hour per day operation in order to permit the evaluation
of mean number of amplifier firings between firings of 109 and 1010

Raman Accumulator R&D Facilities - The single shot subscale Raman accumulator
R&D experiments can be performed with modest laboratory facilities.

The high average power Raman accumulator R&D experiments would require
significant input powers from excimer pump amplifiers. If an entire single beam of the
laser driver were to be tested, an input energy/pulse of approximately 100 kJ would be
required, possibly in the form of either 25 (5x5) 4 kJ excimer laser modules or 16 (4x4)
5.5 kJ excimer laser modules. These experiments could be combined with tests of test
excimer laser amplifiers to realize significant cost savings. The full scale Raman
accumulators would have apertures of ",,1 m and lengths of the order of 10 m.

SBS Pulse (_QmDressor R&D Facilities- The single pulse, subaperture SBS pulse
compressor R&D facilities can be performed in a modest laser facility having a long
optical path ("-50 m) available. For a square 5 cm aperture SBS cell pumped with a
Raman accumulator pulse of duration 250 ns and energy of 250 J, a cell length of
approximately 38 m would be required.

Full aperture, high average power SBS compressor R&D facilities are similar to those
described above for the high average power Raman accumulator experiments with the
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additional requirement that sufficient laboratory space be provided for the 38 m long
SBS pulse compressor cells.

Comouter Controland AlignmentR&D Facilities- Relatively modest facilities are
required to test the computer control and alignment facilities. Since the most stressing
R&D task is the tracking of the moving DT targets, the testing of this capability could be
combined with a facility used for testing the DT target launching system.

Cost and Schedule

Costsof ExcimerLaser AmolifierR&D - lt is estimated that a minimum of $20M and
three years would be required to develop candidate excimer laser modules.
Additional time and expense would be required to test the amplifiers to demonstrate
109 to 1010 firings between failures.

In order to demonstrate a single beam line, it would be necessary to construct between
20 and 40 of the excimer laser modules (depending upon their output energies),
together with their associated pulsed power, lt is estimated that this task would cost
approximately $80M once an excimer laser amplifier design had been perfected.

Cost of Raman Accumulator R&D Exoeriments- Single pulse, subscale Raman
accumulator R&D experiments can be performed for $2M. High repetition rate
subscale Raman experiments would cost $7M. Combined with the construction of an
array of NxN excimer amplifiers described in Section 4.1, above, a full aperture lxl m
Raman accumulator could be tested for and additional $20M for a total of $100M (NxN
excimer amplifiers + Raman accumulator). This would take an estimated five years
from beginning to end.

Cost of SBS Pulse ComoressorR&D Exoeriments- The subaperture single SBS pulse
compressor experiments could be carried out for $4M over a two-year period. Full
aperture, high average power tests of a full scale SBS pulse compressor could be
carried out in association with construction of a NxN excimer laser pump array in
(excimer laser modules) and a full aperture, high average power Raman accumulator
(Raman Accumulator R&D) for an additional $20M for a total cost of $120M ($80M for
the excimer lasers, $20M for the Raman experiments, and $20M for the SBS
experiments). This is estimated to take eight years from beginning to end.

Cost of Com_Dut_rControland AlignmentR&D Experiments- lt is recommended that
these R&D experiments be conducted subscale with the predominant emphasis on
testing the target tracking and alignment system. This task is estimated to cost $20M in
conjunction with a full scale DT target launching system.
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Summary of R&D Cost Estim_ttes

Table 5.5-8 Demonstration of High Overall Laser System Efficiency
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

Estimated R&D
No. Task DescriDtion Cost _KeyIssue Duration
1 Demo DD Target Beam Nesting $10 M B.a.1 3 years
2 Satisfy Bandwidth Requirements $10 M B.a.2 3 years
3 Laser Beam/Target Alignment System $12 M A.b.l,B.a.3 4 years
4 Final optics pointing demo $5 M A.b.l,B.a.3 3 years
5 Develop excimer laser modules $20 M B.a.2 3 years
6 Test to demonstrate 109 lifetime $40 M B.a.2 5 years
7 Demonstratesingle6 kJ beam line $80 M B.a.2 4 years
8 Demonstrate6x16=96 kJ beam line $120 M B.a.2 2 years
9 Develop/DemoLaser ControlSystem $40 M B.a.2 5 years
10 Develop50 J Raman seed generators $2 M B.a.2 1 year
11 Demonstrate6 kJ Ramanconverter $1 M B.a.2 1 year
12 Demo100 kJ Raman converter $20 M B.a.2 2 years
13 DevelopprogrammableSBS chirper $2 M B.a.5 1 year
14 SubscaleSBS PC demonstration $2 M B.a.5 1 year
15 DevelopLarge Aperture SBS chirper $10 M B.a.5 3 years
16 Demo6 kJ SBS PulseCompressor $5 M B.:_.5 2 years
17 Demonstrate100 kJ PC $20 M B.:_.5 3 years
18 Dev.LargeApertureFast PockelsCells $20 M B.a.5 5 years

TotalLaserDriverR&DCosts $419M
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5.5.3.7 R&D for Reliability and Lifetime of Laser and Heavy Ion Drivers

(Relevant Key Issues: A.a.1, A.b.1, B.a.1, B.a.2, B.a.3, B.a.4, B.a.5, B.b.1, B.b.2, B.b.3,
B.b.4, B.b.5)

DescdDtion of Problem - Both the Laser Driver (LD) and Heavy Ion Drivers (HID) for an
inertial fusion energy (IFE) reactor will be required to operate reliably at approximately
a 5 Hz rate over extended periods of time (of the order of years) in order not to impact
adversely the IFE reactor cost of electricity (COE). This reliability requirement
(corresponding to ;_1.58 x 108 shots/year) calls for robust driver designs exhibiting
either remarkable durability or capable of being repaired and maintained on-line
without requiring IFE reactor shut-down. Each of these two driver designs exhibits
different reliability problems, and these reliability problems will be briefly described
below. R&D work relevant to specific key issues associated with the laser and target
described here include: A.a.1, Direct Drive Target Coupling, A.b.1, Demonstration of
Injection and Tracking of Targets Coupled with Beam Steering, B.a.1, DT Target
Illumination Issues, B.a.2, Large Laser Bandwidth Issues, B.a.3, Final Optics Pointing
System, B.a.4, Grazing Incidence Mirror Damage, and B.a.5, SBS Pulse Compressor.
Recommended R&D work relevant to key issues associated with the heavy ion driver
include: B.a.1, Timing of Heavy Ion Beams, B.a.2, Heavy Ion Channel Formation,
B.a.3, Heavy Ion Channel Transport, B.a.4. Stripping of Hl Beam, and B.a.5, Alignment
of Indirect Hl Target.

KrF Laser Driver Lifetime Issues - The primary lifetime problem to be solved for the KrF
excimer laser driver (LD) is associated with the pulsed excimer laser amplifiers.
Secondary reliability problems associated with damage protection for optical
components, gas circulation systems for Raman accumulators, etc., which require
relatively little R&D to improve.

Two types of excimer laser amplifiers have been considered for the Prometheus
IFERDS KrF laser driver: e-beam excited excimer laser amplifiers (EBEELs) and
e-beam sustained electric discharge excimer lasers (EBSELs). The former has been
subjected to substantial research and development but the latter (EBSELs) need
substantial further development before the technology could be described as mature.
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Our current data on the mean number of EBEEL firings between failures indicates that
this type of excimer laser amplifier is currently not capable of meeting a 2x108 firings
between failures. The second type of excimer laser, EBSEL, has no significant
experimental data regarding reliability, but the EBSEL theoretically appears to be
potentially more reliable since the e-beams are not required to operate at high current
through foils, hibachis, etc. The MDA Prometheus team selected a excimer
laser/Raman accumulator driver which could tolerate occasional (one per month)
failures of individual amplifier modules without compromising overall IFE reactor
operation.

As a key KrF laser driver reliability issue, the Prometheus team has found that large
excimer laser amplifiers producing >50 kJ of energy may prove to be undesirable for a
IFE reactor since the loss of a _;ingleexcimer laser amplifier would prevent the ~1%
direct drive (DD) target illumination uniformity requirement from being achieved.
Furthermore, excimer laser amplifiers generating large (>50 kJ) energies also require
excitation geometries of unwieldy (~2x2x4 m) dimensions, amplified spontaneous
emission (ASE), and parasitic oscillations can reduce laser efficiencies, threaten the
safety of the cryogenic target, and complicate the overall optical design of the laser
driver. As a consequence, the MDA team has identified a moderate excimer laser
amplifier output energy range (from 4 to 6 kJ) as being optimum for constructing an
efficient, reliable, and safe IFE laser driver capable of tolerating an occasional
amplifier failure without forcing reactor shutdowns. Each of these reduced scale
excimer laser amplifiers has modest dimensions (0.3x0.3x2 m). This 4-6 kJ energy
level, however, is much lower than the ~100 kJ needed for each of the 60 laser driver

beamlincs. In order to achieve the requisite beam energies (~100 kJ), the MDA team
has selected to combine many excimer beams coherently using Raman accumulators.
R&D experiments improving the performance of Raman accumulators have been
recommended, 1 but since the reliabilities of these devices are well established, no

additional R&D is required to increase the reliabilities of the Raman accumulators
further.

During the past five years, little or no research has been carried out in the USA with
regard to improving the efficiency and the reliability of 4-6 kJ excimer laser amplifiers.
Some analytical studies 2 have been carried out on both electron-beam excited
excimer lasers (EBEELs) and electron-beam sustained electric discharge lasers
(EBSEDLs) which offered (on paper) gross wallplug efficiencies as high as 17%.
These efficiencies, however, are more likely to be reduced significantly if incorporated
into a large laser system architecture.

Work in the Soviet Union with sliding discharge cathodes, plasma electrodes, and UV
pre-ionization in both excimer and CO 2 discharge lasers has produced some

promising results 3,4,5 which may offer alternatives to the EBSEDLs. Although
significant experimental work needs to be carried out to demonstrate the potentially
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higher efficiency of EBSEDLs, the electric discharge lasers may offer an inherently
higher reliability and efficiency than the EBEELs since excitation of the excimer
species occur via an electric discharge along the neutral channel, thereby avoiding
the excitation of a large number of higher-lying states (which may contribute relatively
little to the overall amplifier extraction efficiency) or which end up as excess heat which
deleteriously affects excimer amplifier beam quality: Moreover, by avoiding
transmitting large electron beam currents through foils, hibachis, etc., the overall
excitation efficiency of the excimer laser can be increased while, at the same time,

eliminating a potential failure mode (i.e., foil rupture). The fundament of an efficient,
reliable Prometheus laser driver is the successful design, construction, and testing of
excimer laser amplifier modules.

Heavy Ion Driver Lifetime Problems- Although the HID basic accelerator technology is
well developed, the beam physics is tractable, and existing accelerator systems have
exhibited 25-year lifetimes with 95% availabilities, there are a number of unanswered
questions associated with improving known weak links in the HID. Unlike the laser
system, failure of almost any single component of the HID is likely to provoke a
complete shutdown of the IFE reactor. A major lifetime problem to be solved for the
HID has to do with analyzing to what extent redundant or backup systems could be
implemented to prevent HID failure and consequent reactor shutdown.

There are a number of HID problems which should be investigated:

(1) High reliability high brightness, doubly charged lead source
(2) Reliability of helium refrigerators, cryostats, and individual magnets for

superconducting magnets
(3) Reproducibility of space charge limited transport of a bunched beam
(4) Long term stabilities of high current storage rings for heavy ion beams
(5) Reliability of Metglas to breakdown and long term deterioration

Description of Required LD and HID R&D Efforts - The R&D requirements for each of
these HID problems is briefly discussed below.

Excimer Laser AmDlifier R&D - R&D investigations of reliable and efficient designs of
both electron beam excited excimer lasers (EBEELs) and e-beam sustained electric-
discharge excimer lasers (EBSEDLs) need to be carried out. If funding is restricted,
emphasis should be given the development of EBSEDLs since they promise to be
more reliable and efficient.

EBEEL R&D - In the case of the EBEELs, the primary parameters to be demonstrated
are reliability (mean number of shots between failures >109 ) and efficiency. Many of
the color-center formation problems, chemical attack problems, etc., are similar to
those described below for the EBELs.
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EBSEDL R&D - Since the EBSEDL has received significantly less R&D in the past
than the EBEEL, there are several problems associated with the EBSEDLs which
require further experimental work. These include:

(1) Characterization of the optimum pulse duration and gas mixture to achieve
reliable, efficient neutral channel excimer excitation with a matched, efficient,

pulsed power system.
(2) Sensing and prevention of the formation of arcs in the discharges caused by

consumption of fluorine, impedance changes, etc.
(3) Extension of the operating lifetimes of the amplifiers to reach levels of 109 to

10 l° amplifier firings between failures.
(4) Control of color center formation and chemical attack of amplifier windows

during the 109 to 1_1o shot operational periods.

These problems need to be analyzed theoretically and solutions found experimentally
during a series of R&D related technological development programs granted by DOE
to industnj and the national labs. The direct result of this R&D would permit the
excimer laser amplifiers to become the workhorse of the Prometheus excimer laser
driver by the year 2030.

R&D for Alternative Laser Drivers - Extremely reliable pulsed excimar laser amplifiers
may prove difficult to construct. Thus R&D efforts to evaluate other efficient and
potentially more reliable laser drivers should also be planned. These alternative IFE
laser drivers could include:

(1) Semiconductor diode pumped solid-state lasers (_ = 1064 nm).

(2) Chemical oxygen-iodine lasers (_.= 1315 nm).

(3) HF overtone chemical lasers (_. ~ 1350 nm).

None of these alternative laser sources requires the use of high voltage, pulsed
pcwer. These near infrared lasers require implementation of high average power
harmonic conversion technology to permit efficient operation in the UV portion of the
spectrum, but the ultimate reliabilities of these alternative fusion laser drivers may be
higher than can be achieved with either EBEELs or EBSEDLs.

R&D Reliability Demonstration Experiment_,for Heavy 10n Driver - Five types of R&D
experiments are required to solve the HID potential reliability problems identified
above:

(1) Development of a reliable, high brightness, doubly charged lead ion source.
(2) Demonstration of a highly reliable (possibly redundant) helium refrigeration

system, serviceable cryostats, dependable magnets.
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(3) Development of reliable,costeffectivetechniquesand demonstrationsof
space charge-limitedtransportof a bunchedheavy ion beam throughan
accelerator.

(4) Developmentof reliable,costeffectivetechniquesand designof highcurrent
storageringsfor heavy ion beams.

(5) Minimizationof Metglas deteriorationwhile minimizinglossesto raise the
acceleratorefficiency.

Eachof these requiredR&D efforts is brieflydescribedbelow:

Reliable R&D High BrightnessPb.. Ion Development - At the presenttime, no reliable
high brightnessdoublycharged lead ion sourceis available for providinginput to the
rampgradientsectionof the HID. Redundantsystemsare recommendedhere in order
to eliminate single ooint ion-source failures.

R&D Effo_=foj_Cry..ogenicSuperconducting Magnets - Although considerable
experience has been gained constructing superconducting magnets, it is crucial to
perform R&D development experiments on redundant systems wherever possible to
provide a fail-safe capability for the superconducting magnets.

These R&D experiments must provide a sufficient data base to permit the mean time
between failures to be calculated for the superconducting magnet system.

R&D Demonstrationof Re!JalI . h r - imi Tr n f B h B m-
Past experiments and computer simulations have shown that transporting beams for
several kilometers at their space charge limit should be possible, with little emittance
growth. The key reliability issue has to do with the fluctuations that may occur in beam
current from pulse to pulse. In addition the relative beam curren_:sassociated with
each of the separate beams circulating in the storage rings need to be measured and
equalized. In general it is necessary to demonstrate transport at high ao (undepressed

tune), low _ (depressed tune), continually bunching the Hl beam to increase current as
voltage increases.

If the Hl beams have to be transported at currents lower than the space charge limit,
then the accelerator will have to have a longer pulse (in the case of a single beam
LINAC) or more quadrupole transport channels within the same multiple beam
accelerator, thereby increasing the cost of the accelerator. The impact of this
operational mode on the pulse to pulse equality of beam currents needs to be
determined.

Operation of the LINAC at rather high average powers and relatively high repetition
rates may affect the pulse to pulse performance of the system. This variation from
pulse to pulse needs to be determined and compared with the tolerable limit on
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possible beam steering once half the beams are combined in the self-focused
channel. Since the clearing time in the ICF reactor precludes very high repetition
rates for the D/T pellet ignition, the LINAC is forced to perate at uneconomical
repetition rates. By operating the induction LINAC in the burst mode, the induction
cores are used over and over, and, of course, each core is therefore smaller in
diameter. The reliability of operating the LINAC in thP.burst mode needs to be
demonstrated.

R&D Demonstrations of High Current Stora_oeRings for Heavy_Ion Beams - The key
reliability issues here have to do with demonstrating that Hl beams can be
reproducibly stored in rings for times typically on the order of 1 to 2 milliseconds. The
reliability issues are similar to those associated with bunched beam transport, but
have the additional complications associated with closed orbit synchrotrons, such as
betatron and synchrotron resonances, etc., which can give rise to emittance growth,
variations in beam current or outright beam loss. Furthermore, beam induced vacuum
instability is another problem which must be overcome in order for long-term stability of
the Hl driver to _,_ achieved. Ali of these issues can only be resolved with extensive
experiments conducted an _,xperimental ring with parameters reasonably close to
what is required.

R&D Experiments to Increase Metalas Reliability While Minimizina Losses - Given the
v

fact that the Metglas is going to be located in an excoriating radiation environment, it is
possible that the Metglas will gradually deteriorate until its performance is marginal or
until diele_ric breakdown in the Metglas begins to occur, lt needs to be determined if
radiation-resistant Metglas compositions are also efficient, particularly with regard to
the two possible types of losses. The first type of loss in Metglas, that due to BH
hysteresis losses may be intrir_ic and is probably unavoidable, although further
investigations into use of less hysteretic ceramic materials may be very useful. The
second type is eddy current loss in the magnet cores which can be minimized by
careful core design and attention to detail in proper pulse shaping of the current
waveforms. The important physical parameter associated with the eddy current losses
is the thickness of the Metglas ribbon and the shape and amplitude of the waveform

used. Presently Metglas thicknesses of the order of 35 !_ are being employed,

although successful experiments have been carried out with Metglas thicknesses as
small as 20 _. By optimizing the voltage waveforms used to drive the beam and to

reset the cores, the pulsed power requirements can be minimized.

Experiments and computer simulations have shown that transporting beams for
several kilometers at their space charge limit should be possible, with little emittance
growth. However, this Hl beam transport has only been demonstrated with low
energy, low power, unbunched beams. If the Hl beams have to be transported at
currents lower than the space charge limit, then the accelerator will have to have a
longer pulse (in the case of an induction LINAC) or more quadrupole transport
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channels within the same accelerator,thereby increasingthe cost of the accelerator.
The effect of beam currentvs. HID reliabilityneedsto be evaluated.

R&D FacilityReQuirements- UniqueR&D facilitiesfor bothKrF laser and heavy ion
driverexperimentsneed to be provided. Since the needsof these two driversare very
differentfromone another, two separate facilitieswouldbe needed for reliability
evaluations.

ExcimerLaser Amolifie_R&D Facilities- The facilitiesrequiredto evaluate the
reliabilitiesof moderate energy (4-6 kJ) excimer laser modulesare relativelymodest.
Assumingthese amplifierswere 10% efficientand operatedat a pulse repetitionrate
of 5 Hz, powersuppliesof ~500 kW wouldsufficeto powerthe test amplifier.

Sincethe KrF laser amplifierreliabilityis one of the key designissuesto be
demonstratedfor these excimer laser modules,it is essentialthat a large numberof
amplifiers be tested in parallel at as high a repetition rate as reasonable. The facilities
would have to be designed to accommodate automatic, 24-hour per day operation in
order to permit the evaluation of mean number of amplifier firings between firings of
~10 9.

HID R&D ReliabilityFacilityReouirements- In order to demonstrate the two key Hl
driver R&D issues, reliable transport of a bunched, space charge-limited Hl beam and
demonstration of reliable high current Hl storage rings will require either the extensive
modification of an existing induction LINAC or the construction of a new facility
capable of meeting the Hl driver requirements of transporting megajoules of energy in
doubly charged, non-relativistic ~5 GeV lead ions. Assuming typical accelerator
gradients of the order of 1 MeV/m, an accelerator having dimensions of several
kilometers will be required. In addition, approximately two dozen high current storage
rings having diameters of the order of 50 m will be required to investigate technologies
associated with achieving the required performance _evelswhile minimizing the cost of
the storage rings.

A significant demonstration of the Hl beam transport and storage ring configuration
could be carded out using a single pulse, a single ring, reduced energy (to possibly
0.5 GEV), pulsed magnets, etc. Such a facility could be installed in the Advanced Test
Accelerator Site 300 facility at the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) at
a small cost.
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The requirements for the Metglas investigations are even more modest. The required
R&D investigations to reduce Metglas losses can be carried out at a variety of
accelerator facilities, such as those existing at the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory
(LBL), LLNL, Fermilab, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Argonne National
Laboratory, etc. Support of Hl indirect-drive target experiments requires a full-scale Hl
driver, but a Hl driver that runs at a relatively low repetition rate. Thus a major facility
advantage would be a significant reduction in installed power requirements since the
single beam LINAC would not need to operate at 5 Hz.

Costs and Schedules

Costs of ExCimer Laser AmplifierR&D - lt is estimated that a minimum of $20M and
three years would be required to develop candidate excimer laser modules.
Additional time and expense would be required to test the amplifiers to demonstrate
109 to 1010firings between failures. In order to demonstrate a single beam line, it
would be necessary to construct between 20 and 40 of the excimer laser modules
(depending upon their output energies), together with their associated pulsed power.
lt is estimated that this task would cost approximately 80 M$ once an excimer laser
amplifier design had been perfected. Additional experiments and costs are described
in Chapter 6.

Hl R&D ReliabilityExperimentsCo_t and Schedule- The costs associated with
carrying out the ambitious Hl cost reduction R&D experiments are a strong function of
whether or not it would be necessary to construct a new facility to meet the demanding
Hl driver requirements with regard to beam current, beam energy, particle energy,
atomic weight of ions, etc. lt is estimated that the total cost to build a conventional
induction LINAC with two dozen storage rings to accomplish the R&D experiments
would be of the order of $500M. The experiments themselves would be relatively
expensive if promising techniques for reducing cost required frequent rebuilding of the
accelerator and storage rings. Such a facility could be constructed in five years once a
suitable site had been selected, lt would also be a very attractive solution to have this
large Hl driver facility support the related Hl indirect drive target feasibility R&D
experiments proposed as R&D Program #3.5 Significant Metglas development could
continue at one or more accelerator facilities with a funding level of $1-2M/year.
Additional experiments and costs are described below in Summary of R&D Cost
Estimates.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto title page restriction 5.5-39



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Summary_of R_,DCost Estimates

Table 5.5-9 Reliability and Lifetime for Laser Driver
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

,EstJJzla_ R&D
No. Task Description Cost Kev Issue Duration
1 Demo DD Target Beam Nesting $10 M B.a.1 3 years
2 SatisfyBandwidthRequirements $10 M B.a.2 3 years
3 LaserBearrVTargetAlignmentSystem $12 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 4 years
4 Demo DD MJ DT TargetIgnition* $400 M A.a.1 ,B.a.1 10 years
5 Final opticspointingdemo $5 M A.b.1 ,B.a.3 3 years
6 OpticsDamage ResistanceDemo $5 M B.a.4 3 years
7 DevelopRobustGIMM $5 M B.a.4 4 years
8 Developexcimer laser modules $20 M B.ao2 3 years
9 Test to demonstrate109 lifetime $40 M B.a.2 5 years
1 0 Demonstratesingle6 kJ beam line $80 M B.a.2 4 years
1 1 Demonstrate 6x16=96 kJ beam line $120 M B.a.2 2 years
12 Develop/Demo LaserControlSystem $40 M B.a.2 5 years
13 Develop50 J Ramanseed generators $2 M B.a.2 1 year
14 Demonstrate6 kJ Ramanconverter $1 M B.a.2 1 year
15 Demo 100 kJ Ramanconverter $20 M B.a.2 2 years
16 DevelopprogrammableSBS chirper $2 M B.a.5 1 year
17 SubscaleSBS PC demonstration $2 M B.a.5 1 year
18 Develop Large Aperture SBS chirper $10 M B.a.5 3 years
19 Demo 6 kJ SBS PulseCompressor $5 M B.a.5 2 years
20 Demonstrate100 kJ PC $20 M B.a.5 3 years
21 Dev.LargeAperture Fast PockelsCells $20 M B.a.5 5 years

TotalLaserDriverR&D Costs $829M
*Includescost of Nova Upgrade.

Table 5.5-10 Reliability and Lifetime for Heavy Ion Driver
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

R&D
No. Task DescdDti0n Cost Kev Issue Duration
1 Demo SingleAccel. in BurstMode $15 M B.b.1 3 years
2 Develop BrightPb+2 Source $10 M B.b. 1 3 years
3 Develop highbrightnessHl injector $20 M B.b. 1 2 years
4 Demo lowemittancethroughinjector $10 M B.b. 1 2 years
5 SP Hl PulseSynch.andTimingDemo $10 M B.b. 1 3 years
6 SP Triplet FocusingDemo $10 M B.b.2 2 years
7 SP Hl ChannelFormationDemo $100 M B.b.2 7 years
8 SP Injectionof Hl Beamin Channel $10 M B.b.3 3 years
9 SP Demo of ChannelTransport@ MA $50 M B.b.3 5 years
1 0 SP Hl Beam Stripping $20 M B.b.4 2 years
1 1 SP Hl Neutralization $5 M B.b.4 1 year
1 2 Develophigh PRF burst-mode pwr.sup. $30 M B.b.3 2 years
13 Demo superconductingquadrupoles $20 M B.b.3 3 years
14 Demo storage ringperformance $50 M B.b.3 3 years
15 Demo bunchers $25 M B.b.3 3 years
16 Develop HID ComputerControlSystem $20 M B.b.5 5 years
17 Alignmentof Hl Beamto lD Target $400 M B.b.5 10 years

TotalHeavy IonR&DCosts $805M
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Demonstration of High Overall Laser System Efficiency," January 1992.

2. "New Techniques for KrF Laser Fusion Systems," Interim Report for Los Alamos
National Laboratory, pp. 2-70 through 2-72, Los Alamos, New Mexico, written by
Dr. iCark Kushner, then at Spectra Technology, Inc., Seattle, Washington (1986).

3. V. Yu. Baranov, et ai., "Use of a Discharge over a Dielectric Surface for Pre-
ionization in Excimer Lasers," Sov. J. Quantum Electron., 11, pp. 42-45 (1981).

4. V. Yu. Baranov, et al., "UV-Preionized Rare Gas Halide Lasers with Plasma
Electrodes," Proceedings of the International Conference on Lasers 1981, pp.
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5. V.V. Apollonov, et al., "High Power Molecular Lasers Pumped by a Volume Self-
Sustained Discharge," J. Opt. Soc. Am. B, 8, pp. 220-229, (1991).

6. Alfred Maschke, Gary Linford, and Steven Fornaca, "R&D for Critical Issue #5:
Cost Reduction for the Heavy Ion Driver," TRW S&TG/ATD, January 1992.

5.5.3.8 R&D for Demonstration of Non-Linear Optical Laser Driver
Architecture

(RelevantKey Issues: B.a.1, B.a.2, B.a.3, B.a.4, B.a.5.)

De$criDtionof Problem- As discussedin bothCritical Issue#6 and #14,1,2 the MDA
inertialfusion energy (IFE) reactordesignstudy(IFERDS) excimer laser non-linear
optical(NLO) architecture is madeup of NLO componentswhichcan be tailoredto
permitsafe, efficient,and versatileoperationof the laserdriver.

The MDA Team Inertial Fusion Energy Reactor Design Study NLO architecture
consists of two major devices:

(1) The Raman accumulators (used for beam combination in the crossed Raman
[or CRAM configuration})

(2) The SBS pulse compressors

Although there are still NLO R&D issues to be settled, the physics of both the Raman
accumulators and the SBS pulse compressors is well understood. R&D work relevant
to specific key issues associated with the Prometheus laser driver described here
include:
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B.a.1 DT Target IlluminationIssues,
B.a.2 Large Laser Developmentand BandwidthIssues,
B.a.3 Final OpticsPointingSystem,
B.a.4 Grazing Incidence Mirror Damage,
B.a.5 SBS Pulse Compressor,

R&D CRAM Accumulator Problems - A key to achieving high efficiency with Raman
accumulators is to start with a design that exhibits a high quantum efficiency, P_,
together with a large Raman gain coefficient, gR" Stimulated rotational Raman gain in
H2 (or D2) has been previously investigated and promises to fulfill the requirements for
both P_and gR- Since the Raman accumulators are also expected to be operated in the
CRAM configuration (to improve the beam quality of the output Stokes beam), some
inefficiencies arise. The Raman accumulators need to be driven with a synchronized
Stokes seed having appropriate temporal and spectral components. The major R&D
problems are to demonstrate:

(a) Efficient beam combination
(b) Achievement of high beam quality
(c) Suppression of higher order Stokes orders from being generated
(d) Pump intensity averaging
(e) Suppression of parasitic oscillations

Secondary Raman accumulator problems have to do with details associated with
efficient generation of synchronized Stokes seeds which are correlated3 with the
excimer pump beams.

R&D Problems Associatedwith the StimulatedBrillouinPulse C0m.ore_;$0r-When the _
stimulated Brillouin scattering (SBS) process is applied to the problem of temporally
compressing long (>250 ns) excimer/Raman accumulator laser pulses, the SBS
process tend.; to produce subnanosecond pulses4 with high efficiencies (> 95%).
When a longer pulse (such as the 6 ns main pulse specified by the TWG)5 is required,
the needed compressed pulse length can be generated by a ramped-Stokes seeded
SBS cell, but at considerable cost of overall efficiency. Since the sum of the energies
of the compressed 6 ns pulse and the long undepleted (>250 ns) pulse is
approximately 100% of the original long excimer/Raman accumulator pulse, the
overall efficiency of the ramped-Stokes seeded SBS cell can be improved by utilizing
the long, undepleted pump pulse as the long precursor pulse to the target (as
specified by the TWG).5 The following operational details need to be demonstrated in
an R&D program:

(1) Demonstration of the performance (efficiency, pulse shape versatility, etc.) of a
ramped Stokes seeded SBS cell.

(2) Control over competing processes, parasitic oscillations, multi-order Stokes,
etc.
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(3) Demonstration of the use of an electro-optical switchyard, pulse delay lines,
etc., for utilizing depleted pump as the precursor pulse.

(4) Performance of electro-optical"chirper" SBS Stokes seed generators.

DescdDtionof ReauiredR&D Efforts

CRAM AccumulatorR&D - The R&D program for the CRAM Raman accumulator is
relatively simple and straightforward, lt builds upon the extensive work already
completed. Two types of Raman accumulator systems need to be addressed: single
pulse and high repetition rate.

Single Pulse CRAM Accumulator R&D

The following single pulse CRAM R&D accumulator tasks need to be addressed:

(1) Demonstration of efficient (> 80%) rotational CRAM conversion in H2 (or D2)
(2) Demonstration of an effective (correlated) rotational CRAM Stokes seed

generator
(3) Demonstration of excimer pump beam intensity averaging and beam quality

enhancement for CRAM accumulator geometries
(4) Coherent, large aperture beam synthesis
(5) Control of diffraction and egg-crate damage by image relay optics.

Although some of these R&D tasks can be demonstrated at sub-scale energies, the
most convincing single pulse Raman accumulator R&D plan would involve a full,
100 kJ beamline.

High Repetition R.ateCRAM AccumulatorR&D - These CRAM R&D experiments need
to deal primarily with the gas circulation problems to remove the phonon heat from the
H2 (or D2)gas without adversely affecting the accumulator beam quality.

SBS Pulse Compressor R&D - In a manner analogous to the Raman accumulator
described above in CRAM Accumulator R&D, the SBS pulse compressor R&D
experiments need to be divided between single pulse proof-of-principle experiments
and high average power experiments dealing with control of thermal effects.

Single Shot SBS Pulse Com0ressor R&D - Both sub-scale and full scale single shot
R&D SBS pulse compressor experiments need to be performed. The fundamental
working principles of the SBS pulse compressor can be demonstrated in sub-scale
experiments. These sub-scale experiments involve full scale physical lengths of the

SBS cell (Lcell= C'Cpump/2) but, to reduce costs, subapertures of perhaps 1/20 full
aperture may be employed. These subscale SBS R&D experiments would include the
following tasks:
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(I) Demonstrationof high pulse compressionconversionefficiencyusing a self-
seeded, "chirped" input Stokes SBS seed.6

(2) Demonstration of versatile SBS pulse compressor output pulse shapes by
using a ramped "chirped" Stokes SBS seed.

(3) Demonstration of the operating principles of an electro-optical "switchyard"
involving fast Pockels cells to tailor the undepleted pump pulse into an 80 ns
long precursor pulse.

These experiments could be carried out at convenient apertures (~5 cm) using pulse
energies of 250 J and 250 ns durations

In order to conduct the full scale SBS Pulse Compressor R&D experiments, it would be
necessary to have large aperture pump beams containing ~100 kJ. The MDA SBS
Pulse Compressor design features a relatively large aperture, ~1 m. Although this
large 1 m aperture can be synthesized from an array of smaller optics supported in an
"egg-crate" structure. These full scale experiments would be similar to the sub-scale
experiments with the additional feature that transverse SBS parasitics could be
investigated as a potential problem.

High Average Power SB$ Pulse CompressorR&D Experiments - As described above
for the single shot SBS pulse compressor R&D experiments, both subaperture and full
aperture high average power R&D experiments can be performed. Since the primary
purpose of the high average power experiments is to investigate the influence of
phonon-induced thermal effects in the SF6-filled SBS cell, it is very likely that only
subaperture high average power experiments would produce meaningful results for
the relative costs.

Facility_Reauirement._

Rame,n AccumulatorR&D Facilities- The single shot subscale Raman accumulator
R&D experiments can be performed with modest laboratory facilities.

The high average power Raman accumulator R&D experiments would require
significant input powers from excimer pump amplifiers. If an entire single beam of the
laser driver were to be tested, an input energy/pulse of approximately 100 kJ would be
required, possibly in the form of either 25 (5x5) 4 kJ excimer laser modules or 16 (4x4)
5.5 kJ excimer laser modules. These experiments could be combined with tests of test
excimer laser amplifiers to realize significant cost savings. The full scale Raman
accumulators would have apertures of ~1 m and gain lengths of the order of 10 m.

SBS Pulse Comoressor R&D Facilities - The single pulse, subaperture SBS pulse
compressor R&D facilities can be performed in a modest laser facility having a long
optical path (~50 m) available. For a square 5 cm aperture SBS cell pumped with a
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Raman accumulator pulse of duration 250 ns and energy of 250 J, a cell length of
approximately 38 m would be required.

Full aperture, high average power SBS compressor R&D facilities are similar to those
described above for the high average power Raman accumulator experiments with the
additional requirement that sufficient laboratory space be provided for the 38-m long
SBS pulse compressor cells.

Cost and Schedule

Cost of CRAM Accumulator R_,D Experiments - Single pulse, subscale Raman
accumulator R&D experiments can be performed for ~$2 M. High repetition rate
subscale Raman experiments would cost $7M. Combined with the construction of an
array of NxN excimer amplifiers described in Section 4.1, above, a full aperture lxl m
CRAM accumulator could be tested for and additional $20M for a total of $100M (NxN
excimer amplifiers + Raman accumulator). This would take an estimated five years
from beginning to end.

Additional experiments and costs are described below in Summary of R&D Cost
Estimates.

Cost of SBS Pulse ComDress0r R.&D Experiments - The subaperture single SBS pulse
compressor experiments could be carried out for $4M over a two-year period. Full
aperture, high average power tests of a full scale SBS pulse compressor could be
carried out in association with construction of a NxN excimer laser pump array in
(CRAM Accumulator R&D Experiments) and a full aperture, high average power
Raman accumulator (SBS Pulse Compressor R&D Experiments) for an additional
$20M for a total cost of $120M ($80M for the excimer lasers, $20M for the Raman
experiments, and $20M for the SBS experiments). This is estimated to take eight
years from beginning to end. Additional experiments and costs are described below in
Summary of R&D Cost Estimates.

Cost of ComDut_r Control and Alignment R&D Experiments - lt is recommended that
these R&D experiments be conducted subscale with the predominant emphasis on
testing the target tracking and alignment system. This task is estimated to cost $20M in
conjunction with a full scale DT target launching system. Additional experiments and
costs are described below in Summary of R&D Cost Estimates.
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Summary of R&D Cost Estimates

Table 5.5-11 Demonstration of Non-Linear Optical Laser Driver
R&D Task and Duration Estimates

R&D
No. Task DescdDti0n Cost Kev Issue Duration
1 Satisfy Bandwidth Requirements $10 M B.a.2 3 years
2 Laser Beam/Target Alignment System $12 M A.b.l,B.a.3 4 years
3 Final optics pointing demo $5 M A.b.l,B.a.3 3 years
4 Optics Damage Resistance Demo $5 M B.a.4 3 years
5 Develop excimer laser modu!es $20 M B.a.2 3 years
6 Test to demonstrate 109 lifetime $40 M B.a.2 5 years
7 Demonstrate single 6 kJ beam line $80 M B.a.2 4 years
8 Demonstrate 6x16=96 kJ beam line $120 M B.a.2 2 years
9 Develop/Demo Laser Control System $40 M B.a.2 5 years
10 Develop 50 J Raman seed generators $2 M B.a.2 1 year
11 Demonstrate 6 kJ Raman converter $1 M B.a.2 1 year
12 Demo 100 kJ Raman converter $20 M B.a.2 2 years
13 Develop programmable SBS chirper $2 M B.a.5 1 year
14 Subscale SBS PC demonstration $2 M B.a.5 1 year
15 Develop Large Aperture SBS chirper $10 M B.a.5 3 years
16 Demo 6 kJ SBS Pulse Compressor $5 M B.a.5 2 years
17 Demonstrate 100 kJ PC $20 M B.a.5 3 years
18 Dev.Large Aperture Fast Pockels Cells $20 M ,, B.a.5 5 years

Total Laser Driver R&D Costs $414M

References for 5.5.3.8

1. Gary J. Linford, "ICFRDS Critical Issue #6: Demonstration of High Overall Laser
System Efficiency," TRW S&TG/ATD, December 1991.

2. Gary J. Linford, "ICFRDS Critical Issue #14: Demonstration of Non-Linear Optical
Laser Driver Architecture," TRW S&TG/ATD and Dan Driemeyer, MDA, December
1991.

3. "Final Report of the Raman Beam Combining Program," Shirley J. Pfeifer, et al.,
TRW E&DS, Redondo Beach, CA, and Northrop Research & Technology Center,
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA, Contract # F29601-85-c-0053 (September 1986)
submitted to the Air Force Weapons Laboratory, AFSC, Kirtland Air Force Base,
NM 87117.

4. "New Techniques for KrF Laser Fusion Systems," Interim Report for Los Alamos
National Laboratory, pp. 2-70 through 2-72, Los Alamos, New Mexico, written by
Dr. Mark Kushner then at Spectra Technology, Inc., Seattle, Washington (1986).
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5. "Inertial Confinement Fusion Reactor Design Studies Recommended Guidelines,"
RonaJ3 C. Davidson (MIT) et al., prepared for the Department of Energy Office of
Fusion Energy, Germantown, MD (September 1990).

6. "Optical Methods for Laser Beam Control," Artur A. Mak and Leonid N. Sores,
Proceedings of SPIE, 1415, Modeling and Simulation of Laser Systems II, pp.
110-119 (1991).

5.5.4 R&D for the Cavity - This section contains the R&D for the cavity. This
includes (1) first wall protection, (2) blanket, and (3) shield.

5.5.4.1 R&D Needs for First Wall Protection - A basic test plan for the first wall
protection system has been devised, in which a number of parallel near-term tests are
performed on separate or multiple issues, followed by a facility in which integrated
cavity responses are simulated. Figure 5.5-1 shows a possible scenario for this test
plan.

Near-term R&D tasks are best classified by the types of facilities required. The tasks
areas include:

A. Film flow

B. Vapor behavior
C. Component structural responses
D. Material interactions
E. Blast simulation

Facility requirements can be very different for the different tests. Blast simulation is a
treated as a separate R&D task even though it is not an issue itself. The ability to
perform useful engineering testing prior to construction of an IFE fusion reactor
depends greatly on the quality of the blast simulation available.

Following 10-15 years of separate and multiple effects testing, there is a strong need
to construct-a test facility which combines ali of the interrelated factors which impact
the feasibility of the cavity concept. Uncertainties in cavity behavior can not be
resolved without combining film thermal hydraulics, vapor dynamics and structural res-
ponses.
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blast simulation

film flow ....
\

mechanical responses integrated cavity testing

cavity vapor behavior

materials

Figure 5.5-1. Testing Logic for the First Wall Protection System

A. Film Flow

Issue #E.a.5. Film flow control: injection, uniform thickness, and drainage
Issue #E.a.6. Film flow stability and response to impulsive loading

Descriotion: Film flow is currently an active research area. Hydrodynamic behavior of
films on vertical and curved surfaces is not fully-understood, particularly under the
environmental conditions imposed on the Prometheus first wall. In addition, the
unique materials and flow paths add uncertainties. In order to resolve issues related
to film flow, both experiments and modeling are needed.

These experiments should demonstrate that adequate wall coverage can be attained
to prevent first wall structure damage. This includes studies of film stability,
development of effective injection and drainage systems, and film thickness control
studies. Some specialized tests are needed. For example, the concept of MHD
guiding to protect inverted surfaces should be explored. Transient response in the
porous wall also requires study.

An active modeling effort will be very useful for this R&D task. There are many
possible geometric configurations and component designs. Experimental data alone
will validate a single design, but will be difficult to extrapolate to other designs.

Facility Reauirem_nts: These issues are grouped together because they can be
addressed under a similar set of environmental conditions. Except for the issue of
blast effects on film stability, blast simulation is not critical. Many tests can be
performed without heating as weil. The most important condition to simulate is flow
geometry.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disdosureof data
subjectto title pagerestriction 5.5-48



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Several small-scale facilities can be envisioned. These would be devoted to separate
flow issues, such as flow control, injector development; etc. The facilities would con-
sist of a flow loop with process control and loop heaters. Test sections would be
installed into the loops and tested. Combining these tests into a single loop facility
may reduce costs, although the equipment costs in these tests are minimal. At least
one small facility should have the capability to simulate blast pressure effects.

_t_st and Time: A possible test plan involves four subtasks, as listed below. Time to
perform the tests and cost estimates are also given. Sequential testing leads to a total
test time of ~10 years.

Table 5.5-12 First Wall Protection R&D Task and Duration Estimates

Yearly ODerat _.g
Time ReQuired Facility Cost Cost

Film thickness control 3 yrs. $200k $100k
Flow on inverted surfaces 3 yrs. $200k $100k
Flow aro,md obstructions 3 yrs. $200k $100k
Transient flow through porous structures 2 yrs. $200k $100k
Stability tests 5 yrs. $500k $200k
Injector development 5 yrs. $2-5M $1M

=_. Cavity Vapor Response to Blast and Clearing Demonstration

' Issue #E.a.1. Cavity vapor hydrodynan,i(_s
Issue #E.a.3. Vapor condensation rate
Issue #E.a.4. Radiation heat transport in partially-ionized gas

Description: Some models exist to predict the cavity vapor response tc_the blast
(sometimes referred to as the "fireball") The response includes bla,;t energy
deposition, vapor hydrodynamics and mass transport, thermal radiation, and
evaporation;recondensation processes. Almost no experimental verification is
_vailable, such thal confidence in the predictions is very low. Even if the models are
accurate for idealized copditions, there are many potential non-ideal effects which
could occur, and which _re very difficult to accommodate in the models without
empirical data. As data becomes available, more effort can be placed on model
improvement.

A key to successful testing is to simulate the energy release characteristics from the
target explosion. Without this, the responses may bear little resemblance to a real
reactor. Th_ experiments should measure the major responses, including time-
dependent temperature, pressure, and heat and mass fluxes to the surface. Ideally,
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one wotlld measure spatial variations in these parameters. The tests should
demonstrate that the time to clear the cavity allows for high repetition rates in a reactor.

Facility ReQuirements: The major facility for this R&D task consists of a relatively large
cavity which represents the wall protection scheme to be tested and simulates the
blast energy sourcgs. Surface heating and bulk heating of the cavity vapor are most
important, but bulk heating of the surface would be useful to simulate isochoric heating
effects.

Since heat transfer to the coolant is a small source of uncertainty, the most important
regionto simulate is the surfacefacing the explosions. This surface shoulduse
prototypicmaterials, configurationsand environmentalconditions. The size of the
cavity dependson the blast simulation. In principle,the mostimportantconditionsto
simulate involvelocal intensity,and notthe total yields. Rapid pulsingmay not be
required,but would help identifyany cumulativeeffects due to multipleblasts.

Smaller experimentscan be devisedto addressspecificaspectsof this issue;
however, it is unclearhowthe sourceterm could be reproducedin a smallexperiment.
These might includesmall, focusedtests of shockpropagation,vaporcondensation,
radiation cooling rates and transport in partially ionized Pb, and specialized tests to
explore non-ideal effects (multi-dimensional effects, droplet formation & behavior, etc.)

Cost and Time: - The larger integrated facility would be of the order of $10-20M to
construct and $1-2M per year to operate.

(1) Separate-effects tests (e.g., shock propagation, vapor condensation, radiation
transport and cooling rates, multi-dimensional effects, droplet formation and
behavior) are expected to cost ~$100-200k each with annual operating
budgets of the order of $100k. Assuming ten such tests, the total is $1.5M+$1M
per year.

(2) A single multiple-effects cavity vapor test facility is estimated to cost $1-2M with
annual operating cost of $250k.

The total time to complete this task is 10-15 years.

C. Cavity Structure Mechanical Response to Blast

Issue #E.a.2. Cavity structure mechanical response to blast

Description: The response to highly-transient loading in complex, engineered
structures (i.e., SiC composites with Pb infiltration) is very uncertain. This issue is
important to establish the survivability and lifetime of the solid structures which absorb
the blast. Some useful information on failure modes will also be obtained. Assuming
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the material properties, suchas fatigue lifetime,are well-characterized, the tests do not
necessarilyhave to be performed upto end-of-life. Tests mustmeasure stressand
straininthe structures,and run to enoughcyclesto identifymajor problemareas.
Locationswhere stressesare highestshouldbe more highlyinstrumentedto ensure
the designlimitsare not exceededanywhere in the structures.

The structuregeometryshouldbe as close to prototypicas possible,includingthe
mechanicalsupportsystem. Scalingof the tests may be possible,butultimatelya full
scale experimentshouldbe performed. Firstwall panels in Prometheusare modular,
suchthat even the full-scaletestswouldbe only *.2 m × 2 m. The mostimportant
environmentalconditionto simulateis the pressureloadingat the front of the wall.
Methodsto obtain prototypicimpulsiveloadingwithoutfusionexplosionsshouldbe
explored.

FacilityRequirements: A rangeof tests issuggested,fromspecimento large-scale
tests. The pressureloadingcan be simulatedwith a combinationof radiant heat
depositedin a very shortpulse,togetherwitha gas shock. For the more integrated
tests,a cavityis requiredto simulatethe multipleshockwaves that reflectoff of the
structures. More sophisticatedsources may be needed. Source developmentis simi-
larto the R&D task describedabove, except that rapid, continuouspulsingis more
importantin order to provideadequatecycles.

Costand Time: A possibletestplan involves4 steps,as listedbelow. Time to perform
the tests and costestimatesare alsogiven. Sequentialtesting leadsto a total test time
of 10 years.

R&D Task Time Reauired Facility Cost Yearly ODeratinc]Cost
Sub-scale tests 5 yrs. $200k $100k
Scale-modelprototypes 5 yrs. $1M $500k
Panel tests 5 yrs. $2M $1M
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D1. Pb/SIC Wettability

Issue#E.a.7. Pb/SiC Wettability

DescriDtion:Pb and SiC do not wet naturally. Poor wetting could render the wetted
wall concept impractical. Surface modifications to the SiC (such as CVD impregnation
with a metal) may provide a wettable surface. Tests should be conducted to determine
methods to provide wetting (including fabrication issues), measure the contact angle,
and study capillary behavior in porous materials.

FacilityReauirements: Most of these tests can be performed without major new
facilities.

Cost andTime:
TestTime Ooeratina Cost. w

Fabrication 1-2 years $250k/yr
Propertymeasurements 2 years $250Wyr
Capillary flowtests 2 years $250k/yr

D2. Pb Compatibility with Steel

Issue#E.a.8. Pb CompatibilitywithSteel

Descriotion: Corrosionof steelby Pb is not well-characterized. In Prometheus,the
maximumfirst wall coolant temperatureis determined, in part, by compatibilityof Pb
withthe steel inthe heat transportsystem. These tests shouldestablishsupportable
temperature limitsand explore methodsto enhance the compatibilityof Pb and steels.
This mightinvolveimpuritycontrolsystemsor modificationsto the bulkor surface of
the steel.

FacilityReauirements: Two typesof testsare considered: specimenand looptests.
Looptests can be forced or naturalconvection. Facilityneedsare modest in either
case. Flow toops are needed with heatingand coolingcapabilities. Post-test
examinationhas the mostdemandingfacility requirements,but several existing
facilitiesare available.

Costand Tim_:
Eauioment Operating Te_;tTime

Specimen tests $100k $100k/yr 2 years
Loop tests $500k $250k/yr 3-5 years
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E. Blast Simulation Development

Description: Due to the difficulties of using real pellet explosions as the source term,
alternate methods of obtaining a good simulation of fusion explosions must be
developed.

F. Partially Integrated Cavity Test Facility (issues E.a.l-6)

DescriDtion: Film flow, cavity hydrodynamics, cavity clearing, and mechanical
responses can and should be studied in separate facilities; however, the phenomena
present in the cavity are highly interrelated. For example, proper loading conditions
on the film and wall structures requires the presence of prototypical hydrodynamics.
Cavity clearing depends to a large extent on the film thermal hydraulics. Many large
uncertainties will remain until a cavity mock-up test is performed with ali of the
essential features present.

The ability to simulate the energy deposition from the blast is a critical issue for this
facility. If appropriate non-nuclear pulsed energy sources are not feasible, then it may
be necessary to perform these engineering tests in a nuclear facility with high-power
drivers, targets, etc. The cost of such a facility may be quite high. A separate R&D
program will be needed to develop alternative blast simulations. There is a need for
both single-shot and repetitively-pulsed tests.

Facility ReQuirements: There is not sufficient information available to know the degree
to which these tests can be scaled. As a minimum, cavities of 1-2 m in diameter will be
required. Using prototypical surface power densities, at least 20-40 MW of pulsed
power will be needed. A full coolant and film supply system is needed, as well as
complete vacuum and impurity control system.

Cost and Time: This facility is a major element in the cavity R&D program, lt integrates
resuits from a large number of separate effects tests, and contains ali of the necessary
subsystems to validate acceptable cavity responses and clearing time.

The cavity or at least parts of it should be replaceable. These test component replace-
ment costs are included in the operating budget. Cost estimates are as follows:

EauiDment ODeratina Test Time
$50M $5M/yr 10 yrs

5.5.4.2 R_&D Needs for the Blanket - The blanket R&D needs for IFE solid
breeder blankets are very similar to those for MFE solid breeder blankets since the
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issues are the same. Reference 1 covers in reasonable details such needs. Here, only
a brief description of the important uncertainties and R&D needs is given.

The most important uncertainties in the list of issues for solid breeder blankets relate
to tritium breeding, tritium recovery, and breeder thermomechanical behavior. These
are particularly large because: (1) there is limited understanding of gas transport in
irradiated solids, (2) designs must keep the low thermal conductivity solid breeders
within their respective temperature limits under substantial nuclear heating and
neutron damage rates, and (3) the resulting designs have a significant amount of
non-breeding structure and coolant. The primary safety uncertainties are associated
with the behavior of the blanket under off-normal or transient conditions and to the
control of tritium under normal conditions.

A coordinated program is needed to address the uncertainties associated with the
solid breeder blanket issues. First a material development and characterization
program is required. A series of single-effect or partially integrated types of
experiments are then required to test either individual or group of issues. Finally, more
integrated submodule-size experiments would address several issues. The write-up
below gives a brief description of the major tasks required for such a program,
following the above classification and listing in each case the solid breeder blanket
issues being addressed.

Reference for 5.5.4.2

1. M.A. Abdou, et al., "Technical Issues and requirements of Experiments and
Facilities for Fusion Nuclear Technology - FINESSE Phase 1 Report," PPG-909,
UCLA-ENG-85-39, University of California, Los Angeles, December 1985.

Material Development and Characterization

(Ali Issues)

Description: The developmentof an attractiveblanketdependsstronglyon the devel-
opmentof attractive solidbreeder and structuralmaterials. Material development
refersto the processof identifyingpossibleclassesof materials,understandingthe
effectsof material parameters,suchas its microstructureand impuritycontent, and
characterizingthe materialthroughmeasurementof itsproperties.This task is most
effectivewhen done early in the program,and has already been carried out for several
years.

The mostimportantneedsare:
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(1) Measurement of basic properties,suchas thermalconductivityof different
materialforms, swellingandthermal stability,and characterizationof the
materialmicrostructure.For the solidbreeders, other measurementsof
particular interestincludetritiumdiffusionparametersand tritiumsurface
adsorption/desorption activation energies, while for the SiC composite of
interest, tritium permeation needs to be fully characterized.

(2) Fabrication of different material forms, in particular sintered pellet and sphere
pac forms for the solid breeders, and tube sheet form for the SiC composite.

(3) Understanding of the importance of the effect of various material parameters on
the material properties.

Facility" No major new facility is required.

Oostand Time: The cost is about $12M/yr over about five years.

Neutronics and Tritium Breeding

Issue#E.b.1. Tritiumself-sufficiency
Issue#E.b.9. Heat generationand powerproduction

Descriotion" Uncertaintieshere rangefrom nuclear cross-sectionuncertaintiesto the
heatingprofilesin the blanketand achievabletritiumbreedingra',io.The required
tasks includemeasurementof the neutronspectra and reactionrates (tritium,heating,
transmutations)under progressivelymore relevant blanketgeometriesto providefor
verificationof basic nuclear data, data librariesand neutronicsanalysistechniques. A
well-calibrated14-MEV neutronsource is required. Point neutronsource
measurementshave been made, and recently line source experimentshave been
initiated.

Facility: Existing14-MEV neutronsourcefacility,suchas the one at JAERI, exist and
are being used to addressthese issues.Verificationof tritiumself-sufficiencywould
requirea fusionfacility.

Costand Time" The programconsistsof experimentson simplegeometry for about
three years, followedby experimentson blanket mock-upsfor aboutthree years. The
capitalcost for the test assemblyis about$10M for the simplegeometry andabout
$15M for the blanket mock up. The operatingcost in bothcase is about$3M/yr.

Issue #E.b.2. Tritium Inventory and Recovery

Descriotion: Predictingtritiumbehaviorin solid breeder blankets requires
understandingtritiumtransport,retentionand chemical form in the breeder material
underthe influenceof the fusionenvironment.Transportprocessesinclude
intragranulardiffusion,grain boundarydiffusion,surface processes, diffusionthrough
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interconnected porosity,and convectionbythe purge flow. Tritiumretentionprocesses
includesolubility,surface adsorption,and chemicaland radiationtrapping.The tritium
behavior is influencedby manyfactors,such as temperature, purgegas composition
and burnup.

A program of experiments and modeling studies is underway to address this issue.
The experiments include:

(1) Laboratory experiments to characterize the microstructure and measure
transport and surface properties of lithium ceramics, such as temperature
controlled desorption experiments. These experiments are part of the material
development and characterization task described above. The effort should be
expanded in this area to provide better fundamental data for modeling
application, in particular for the surface mechanism activation energies.

(2) Closed capsule experiments in fission reactors followed by controlled anneals
in laboratories to address internal grain transport, surface desorption and
trapping; some experiments also focus on single crystal specimens in which
bulk diffusion tends to be particularly important and from which a better
estimate of the diffusive properties of the materials can be obtained.

(3) In-situ tritium recovery experiments which consist of open, actively purged test
capsule irradiated in a fission reactor. These tests explore the tritium behavior
over a range of parameters, including temperature, temperature gradient,
material characteristic, burnup, sweep gas composition and purge flow rate.
Advanced in-situ tests would also include the partially integrated effects, such
as breeder/clad interaction.

Over the last few years, a vigorous modeling effort has also been carried out in parallel
and complementary to the experimental program, resulting in much progress in the
understanding of tritium transport mechanisms and in the interpretation of
experimental data. The effort needs to be pursued and to concentrate on mechanisms
still poorly understood, such as dissolution and chemical and irradiation trapping.

Facility: No-major new facility is required, since these experiments are carried out in
existing fission reactors.

Cost and Time: Most of the tests are ongoing, except for advanced in-situ tests (which
could be part of a more integrated nuclear submodule test). Efforts are still required to
better characterize fundamental tritium transport mechanisms, in particular surface
fluxes, and irradiation and chemical trapping. In parallel, a vigorous modeling effort
should continue to help better understand, interpret and apply the results to blanket
situations.
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The cost estimatesare about$15M forthe capitalcostof test assemblies,and about
$8M/yr as overall operatingcostsover eight years.

Blanket Thermomechanical Behavior

Issue #E.b.3. Breeder/structuremechanicalinteractions
Issue #E.b.6. Corrosionand masstransfer

De_;cription:The R&D needs in thiscategory includeinvestigationof breeder-structure
thermomechanicalbehavior,heat transferand corrosion/masstransfer, in particular
the determinationof operatingtemperature limits.Earlierexperimentsare underway
and include laboratorycorrosiontest of unirradiatedmaterial in particularto
investigate Li20 mass transferat temperature. Small-scaleexperiments to observethe
thermal performanceof a breeder/clad/coolantunitcell are also required in
conjunctionwith irradiated capsuletest to observethe irradiationeffect on the
breeder/cladthermomechanicalinteraction.These irradiatedtests can be carriedin
fissionreactors,andthe more integratedtestcoulduse the sametest assemblyas that
for the advanced in-situtest.

_: No major new facilityis required,sincethese experimentsare carriedout in
existingfissionreactorsor in laboratoryfacilities.

Cost and Time: Some testsare ongoing. Futureeffortsshouldaddressthe thermo-
mechanical interactionand corrosioncharacteristicsof solid breeder and SiC.

The cost estimatesare about $3M forthe capitalcost of test assemblies,and about
$3M/yr as overalloperatingcostsover 5 years.

Non-Neutron Module Test

Issue #E.b.3. Breeder/structure mechanical interactions
Issue #E.b.4. Off-normal and accident conditions
Issue #E.b.5. Structural response and failure modes
Issue #E.b.6 Corrosion and mass transfer
Issue #E.b.7. Tritium permeation
Issue #E.b.8. Fabrication & Assembly

Description: Nuclear testing is critical for exploring the effects of radiation on issues
such as tritium recovery and breeder/structure mechanical behavior over the lifetime of
the blanket. However, fission reactor test facilities provide limited test space, and also
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impose constraintson the type and severityof transienttests, whichlimitsthe test
informationthat can be obtained.

A complementary non-neutron experiment would provide valuable and needed
information on prototypical-size integrated modules under near-prototypical conditions
(except for irradiation effects) if suitable heat sources can be identified. Such a facility
could address ali the issues listed above. For example, it could provide for:

(1) Fabrication of a prototypical-size module or even segment if required which
would help demonstrate fabrication and assembly techniques for a blanket
module.

(2) Thermomechanical test of the blanket module under normal operation, inclu-
ding demonstration of thermal behavior over different power levels and flow
conditions, which would help develop design margins.

(3) Thermalhydraulic test of purge flow, as well as test of permeation to the coolant
within the blanket by using deuterium or hydrogen added to the purge. Control
of the purge flow composition would also allow for observation of any corrosion
or material interaction for different gas chemistry (at least over a short time).

(4) Off-normal and severe transient tests (which could be done at the end of the
test program with the particular module) including LOCA and LOFA conditions.
Structural response and failure mode could also be addressed at the end
based on off-normal conditions and/or pressurization.

In addition, a modeling effort is required in order to develop design codes for the
thermomechanical behavior of solid breeder blankets. Such a facility would then
provide a discriminating test for these design codes.

Facility: A major new facility would be required, lt would need to be able to house at
least a full-size blanket module (of the order of lm x lm x lm) and to provide for over
power and severe transient testing, such as pressurization test. Heat sources to
simulate the nuclear heat generation and coolant and purge flow systems would be
required. Test module instrumentation would include strain gauges and
thermocouples.

Cost and Time: The capital cost is estimated at about$20M for the facility, and about
$15M for fabricationof a module,and the operatingcostat $3M/yr. Testingin this
facilitywould follow the initialsingleand multiple-effecttypes of experimentsand
wouldlastabout four years.

McDonnell Douglas AerospaceUse or disclosureof data

subjectto ti_ page restriction 5.5-5 8



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Nuclear Submodule Test

Issue #E.b.2. Tritium inventory and recovery
Issue #E.b.3. Breeder/structure mechanical interactions
Issue #E.b.5. Structural response and failure modes
Issue #E.b.6. Corrosion and mass transfer
Issue #E.b.8. Fabrication & Assembly

Description: Such a submodule test would be carried out in a fission reactor. Size
constraint would mean that only part of a module assembly could be tested. However,
a test submodule would comprise solid breeder, clad, purge and coolant in a
prototypical arrangement under near-prototypical operating conditions, including the
key effect of irradiation. This would be the most integrated test under irradiation with
prototypical temperatures, flow rates and purge chemistry, and would provide key
information, particularly on tritium recovery and breeder/clad interaction including
corrosion. Parameters such as the submodule interface with the reactor and the solid
breeder enrichment would be chosen in function of the facility to try to reproduce
prototypical tritium generation and nuclear heating rate profiles.

The test would also provide for small-scale fabrication of part of a module assembly
and PIE tests would provide valuable information on tritium inventories as well as on
structural material conditions following operation at near-prototypical conditions,
including irradiation.

Results would also help to validate design models, in particular for tritium recovery and
inventory.

Facility: No major new facility is required, since this experiment will be carried out in
existing fission reactors. The choice of fission reactor will depend on a number of
parameters, such as available test space and ability to reproduce nuclear heating and
tritium production rates over time.

Cost and Time" This test would start approximately at the same time as the non-
neutron module test and will last about seven years per submodule.

The capital cost for a test submodule fabrication is about $15M, and the operating cost
is about $3M/yr.
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5.5.4.3 R&D Needs for Shielding

Effectiveness of Bulk Shield

Issues: #E.c.l.1 Biological Dose During Operation and After Shutdown for
Maintenance.

#E.c.1.2 Radiation Streaming.
#E.c.1.3 Analytical Techniques and Data Base.

Descd.Dti0n:Integral experiments should be planned to resolve the above technical
issues associated with the effectiveness of the bulk shield. The prediction accuracies
of calculated occupational dose, neutron and gamma flux level outside the biological
shield, and the safety factors impeded in the design to account for higher flux level
around gaps/slits due to neutron streaming through these paths or through larger
penetrations (e.g. vacuum ducts) are estimated based on comparing predicted values
to experimental measurements.

An intense 14-MEV neutron source with intensities >1013 n/s and continuous opera-
tion capability should be used. Experiments should be conducted first to characterize
the boundary conditions and background levels prior to the shielding performance
experiments. The size of the mock-ups should be 100-150 cm wide and 80-150 cm
long. The material constituents of the mock-ups could be conventional (316SS, water
and concrete) or innovative materials that have superior attenuation capabilities
(SiC+Pb+B4C+water.) Arrangements can be in homogeneous or heterogeneous set-
ups. Figures 5.5-2 through 5.5-6 show examples of possible configurations that also
include discontinuities and penetrations. Measured parameters are: (a) Neutron
spectrum (En > 2 MeV, 1 keV< En< 1 MEV), (b) Gamma spectrum, (c) Dose equivalent
behind shield, and (d) Gamma heating during and after irradiation.

A
W

80-150 cm

Flgure 5.5-2. Example Bulk Shleld Test Assembly - Homogeneous Assembly
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80-100 cm

Figure 5.5-3. Example Bulk Shield Test Assembly - Heterogeneous Assembly

D-T source

80-150 cm _ _, 100-150 cm---_

TOP VIEW FRONT VIEW

Figure 5.5-4. Example Bulk Shield Test Assembly With Discontinuities and
Penetrations -Straight Plane Gap Assembly

TOP VIEW FRONT VIEW

Figure 5.5-5. Example Bulk Shield Test Assembly With Discontinuities and
Penetrations - Stepped Plane Gap Assembly
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I
D-T Source

TOPVIEW FRONTVIEW

Figure 5.5-6. Example Bulk Shield Test Assembly With Discontinuities and
Penetrations - Assembly With Circular (or Rectangular) Duct

F_.cility: An Intense 14-MEV neutron source is required to perform the above integral
experiments. One of the U.S. facilities should be upgraded or reactivated, lt is
estimated that $1.5M is required to bring the ORNL 14-MEV shield facility to full opera-
tion while meeting the most current operational safety standards. However, this facility
has 14-MEV neutron source intensity of only 109 n/s. For an intensity of 1013 n/s or
higher, it is estimated that an additional $2M is needed. A new facility similar to the
Japanese FNS facility with a similar intensity capability will cost -$15-20M.

Cost and Time: lt is estimated that -$800k/year operating cost is required to perform a
series of experiments for the validation of the bulk shield effectiveness (including
penetrations experiments.) Operating cost include machine operation, test assembly
materials and construction, and manpower, lt is estimated that for each experiment,
the manpower is --8 man-months including operators, maintenance personnel,
experimentalists and analysts. A 4-5 year period is required to accomplish this R&D
task.

Shielding of Sensitive Components

Issues: # E.c.4 Shielding of final and turning mirrors (L)
# E.c.5 Shielding of quadrupole magnets (Hl)

Description: Damage to the final mirrors in a laser reactors is mainly caused by
prolonged bombardment by high-energy neutrons causing displacements of the atoms
of materials constituting these mirrors in addition to excessive heating that leads to
thermal deformation and reduced performance. In a Hl reactor, the superconducting
quadrupole magnets are damaged by the radiation dose deposited in the insulator,
displacements to the Cu stabilizer atoms leading to increase resistivity, etc. The R&D
required to resolve these issues are two fold: (a) Experimental/theoretical validation of
the microstructural changes that materials undergo under irradiation which lead to
performance degradation, and (b) accuracies involved in quantifying (estimating) the
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irradiation source term responsiblefor these microstructuralchanges. The former is a
materi_l life-timei_sue and is covered underthe R&E)requirementsfor materials
(ISSUE E.) while the latter is relatedto the validationof the computationaltools and
data base requiredto quantifythe nuclear env;ronmentat these sensitivecomponents
and behindthe shieldinstalledto p':,tect these components.

An intense 14-MEV neutronsource with intensitles>1014 n/s and continuous
operationcapabilityshouldbe used in integral experimentsdevoted to resolvethe
shieldingissuesof (b) above. Experimentsshould be conductedfirst to characterize
the boundaryconditionsand backgroundlevelsprior to the shielding performance
experiments. The configurationsof these experimentsare characterized by the
implementationof a long penetrationof a typicallength of 10-20 m. The penetration
couldhave a bendto resemble the laser (or some of the beamlets) paths in IFE
reactors. A zc:,e that has a highly neutronabsorbingmaterial could be locatedbehind
the bendingto simulatethe neutron trar situatedat the back of the final mirrorsin laser
reactors. Due to the necessityof using long penetrationinthis class of integral
experiments,the neutronsourcestrengthshouldbe higherthan 1014 n/s !n orderto
achieve good statisticsonthe measurementsperformed at the far end of the
penetration.

The surrounding shield m_.terialaround this penetration could be made of
conventional shielding materials (316SS+water; concrete) or innov, tive materials that
have superior attenuation capabilities (SiC+Pb+B4C+water). Measured parameters
are: (a) Neutron spectrum ( En> 2 MeV, 1 keV < En < 1 MEV), (b) Integrated fast
neutron fluence (En> 0.1 MEV), (c) Gamma spectrum, and (d) Gamma heating.
Figure 5.5-7 shows po,.._sibleconfigurations relevant to these integral experiments.
The validation of the prediction accuracies for these parameters at locations near and
outside the outer surface of the tost assembly is necessary in quantifying the level of
confidence in calculating the damage parameters to the quadrupole magnets in Hl
reactors. Comparing calculated parameters to measurements t_earand behind the
bend will indicate the prediction accuracies in assessing the damage to the final
grazing incident mirrors in laser reactors. Performing measurements near the end of
penetration will also assess the prediction accuracies of the nuclear environment at
the turning mirrors in these reactors.

Facility" A very high intensity 14-MEV neutron source is required to perform the above
integral experiments. For an intensity of 1014 n/s or higher, it is estimated that a new
facility similar to the Japanese FNS facility with the capability of 1012n/s intensity will
cost --$20-25 M.
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Figure 5.5-7. Proposed Configuration for Test Module for Verification of Mirror
Protection and Quadrupole Magnet Protection Scheme

Cost AnUTime: lt is estimated that -$1-1.5M/year operatingcost is requiredto perform
a series of experimentsthat utilizesa relativelylongtest assemblycomposedof
differentshieldingmaterialssurroundingthe penetration. Operatingcost include
machineoperation,testassembly materialsand construction,and manpower, lt is
estimatedthat for each experiment, the manpoweris ~10 man-monthsincluding
operators, maintenancepersonnel,experimentalistsand analysts,two-three year
periodis requiredto accomplishthis R&D task.

5.5.5 R&D for Tritium System - There are six majortopics which shouldbe
includedinthe fuelcycle R&D programto achievethe objectiveof a practicable
operating fusion plant.

(1) Demonstratean advance fuel impuritytreatment process- hightemperature
isotopeexchange.

(2) Demonstratea ceramic breedertritiumrecoveryprocessthat allows extraction
from a heliumpurgewithoutoxidation- pressureswingadsorption.

(3) Demonstrate low inventoryhydrogenisotopeseparationby cryogenic
distillation.

(4) Demonstrateextendedoperationof integratedtest loopswithtritium.
(5) Develop and demonstratethe purificationof the first wall protectantliquidlead

with acceptabletritiuminventoriesand losses.
(6) Demonstrateprocessingof solid, liquidand gaseous waste streams.

F_cilities- The R&D planassumesthe use of current facilities(with modifications)
where possible. Ali developmentand testingR&D could be accomplished in existing
and under-constructiontritiumfacilitiesinthe U.S., Canada and Europe.
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Prototype processingloops are planned to be tested in separate facilities. An
integratedtest stand of prototypeprocesseswouldbe assembledand demonstratedin
a single,large facility.

$chedulQ- To demonstrate removal of tritium from impurity waste streams by high
temperature isotope exchange (1995).

To demonstrate a process to remove tritium from helium purge gas from solid breeders
(1997).

Demonstration scale test of new CD column concept to reduce tritium inventory (1997).

Demonstrationscale test of waste processing (1997).

Integratedtest loop demonstration (2000).

R&D Costs - The estimated R&D costs for the tritium system are $15M capital
expenditure for facilities and $1.5M per year operating costs with a program duration
of about ten years.

5.5.6 Safety and Environment - Many of the issues and R&D discussed for
variousreactorcomponentsrelate to safety and environmentalconsiderations. Some
additionalR&D specific to safetyand environmentis discussedin this subsection.

5.5.6.1 Overall Plant Tritium Invent0rv (Issue J.1) - See description of R&D
requirementsfor Key Issue D.1.

5.5.6.2 Permeation of Tritium (Issue J.2)

Description- In order to resolve this issue, both the transport of tritium into the liquified
lead and the retention of tritium by the lead must be understood. A program of
experiments and modeling that would allow for these processes to be understood
includes:

• Laboratory experiments to characterize the adsorption of tritium into liquid lead
as a function of pressure and temperature.

• Laboratory experiments to characterize the desorption of tritium from the lead
through the wall of the heat exchanger material as a function of pressure and
temperature.

• The adsorption of tritium by sodium must also be studied via laboratory
experiments, as a function of pressure and temperature.
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Facility - A heat transfer laboratory which can handle tritium is needed to perform these
experiments. Existingtritiumexperimentalfacilitiesmay be suitablefor this purpose.

Cost &Time- With existingfacility: $250,000
Without existing facility: TBD
Time period" Within five years

,.._.6.3 Normal Operation Tritium Release (Issue J.3) - See description of
R&D requirementsfor Key Issue5.5.6.2.

5.5.6.4 Neutronic Cross Sections/Data Library for Activation Analysis
flssue J.4)

DescriDtion- Computational tools and data libraries used for activation analysis in the
fusioncommunitycan be verifiedthroughdecay rate measurementsin a simulated
fusionneutronspectra. Suchvalidationhas been initiatedat UCLA for W and Zr. For
example, the Prometheusstudyidentifieda large uncertaintyin the 017 (n,¢) cross
sectionwhich resultsin abouttwo ordersof magnitudedifference inthe CTM

productionand radioactivity. Suchuncertaintyis criticalas it has large impact on
classificationof waste disposalfromthe Li20 breeder. However,extensive
experimentaland theoretical investigationsare stillneeded. The R&D requirements
with regardsto the activationissueare commonto both MFE and IFE.

Decay rate measurementscan be done by examinationof specimensfollowing
irradiationand removalfrom the irradiationfacility. The tests wouldmeasure the
decay gamma spectrum and countrate. Verificationproceduresinclude:
(1) identificationof decay photonspectraof the irradiatedsample; (2) experimental
decay rate calculations;(3) computercode simulation;and (4) comparisonsof
calculatedand measuredvalues and search for sourcesof discrepancies.

FacilityReouirements- A facilitywitha fusion-likeneutronspectrumis needed for the
experiments. Such an environmentcan be generated by using 14 MeV neutrons
(producedf#oma deuterium beam impingingon a tritiatedtarget) surroundedby an
assemblyof materialsin a configurationthat simulatesthe fusionenvironment. In
general, this type of facility is used for tritiumgenerationand neutroncrosssection
measurement. ExistingfacilitiesincludesFNS facilityinJAERI and others.

Cost and Time- A new facilitysimilarto the FNS with neutronsource intensityof 1012
n/s willcost ~$15M. lt is estimatedthat for each experiment, the average manpower is
about 3 man-monthsincludingirradiation,data analysisand validationof
computationaltools. The totalprogramwould last5 years with annual operatingcost
of $600K.
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5.5.6.5 Removing Decay Heat from Lead Coolant Under Accident
Conditions (!$sue J.5_

DescriDtion- Failureto coolthe radioactivelead followinga coolantspill might resultin
a localstructuredamage and releasesto the environment. These tests seek to
measureand locatethe radioactivelead coolantundercoolingbreak conditions.
Research for this area includesthe developmentof remote lead activity monitoringand
remote lead cleanupsystem. In addition,verificationtests of after-heat levelwould
help assuringthat adequate coolingis available.

Test Facility- A fluid loopwith pressurizer,piping,pump,valve, break jointsand any
other componentsis desirable to simulatethe lead coolantspreadingbehaviorunder
a lossof coolantaccidentcondition. The coolant and environmentalpressuresshould
be preservedand the size of test space shouldbe large. The simulationsshouldcover
differentbreak sizes and break locations. Decay heat measurementcan be
addressed inthe same facilityfor decay rate measurements.

.Costand Time - lt is estimatedthatthe costof the fluid loop is of the orderof $500K.
The task mighttake 1 year for planning,design and construction,with an additional
year for performingexperimentsand data acquisition. The annularoperatingcost
couldbe of the orderof $300K.

5.5.6.6 I

Description- Rather than experimental research,an engineeringanalysisis required
to resolvethis issue. This analysiswoulduse existingmethodologyto calculate the
effectsof a hydrogenburn, anddevelopa designwhichwouldbe able to sustainsuch
an accident. Parameterswhichwouldbe studiesinclude: (a) the initialamountof
hydrogen/tritiumpresent, (b) the initialpressureand temperaturewithinthe diffusion
vessel, (c) the rate of releaseof hydrogen/tritiumfrom the diffusionvessel, (d) the
amountof oxygen available. Existingcomputerprogramswhich couldbe utilized
includeHECTOR and CONTAIN.

Facility- None

.COst& Time- Cost: $50,000
Time period: within six months

5.5.6.7 .Detection of Local Dry Spots Prior to Failure (Issue J.7)

Descriotion- These tests consistof the investigationof dry spotcreationmechanismof
FW, developmentof in-situdetectionand repairtechniquesand developmentof
radiationheat transportmodelingcapabilityin a partially-ionizedgas environment.
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Tests which address the formation of local dry spotsonthe first wall include the
neutronirradiationeffect on the porousSiC structure,structuredegradationdue to
interactionswith unburnedpellet and depositionof corrosionproduct.

Experimentaland modelingefforts of radiationheattransport in partially-ionizedgas
are covered under the R&D requirementsfor cavityvapor behavior. Estimationof time
to failure for a localdry spot is about 19 minutesfor a wall thicknessof 0.5 cre. The
above calculationassumeda local thermodynamicequilibriumconditionfor the cavity
gas. Further analysisshouldconsiderthe effectsof non-thermodynamicequilibrium,
gas excitationand self-shieldingon the gas conditions.

Test Facility- Transport and deposition of corro,_i;.onproduct on SiC porous FW can be
studied using a fluid loop with or without neutron sources. (Neutron yields neutron
bulk heating which provides better simulation of coolant bulk temperature). The fluid
loop consists of a vertical portion of SiC porous tube for creation of the film flow, with
the rest of the loop made from stainless steel to simulate the heat transport loop.
Measurements include coolant temperature, impurity content, and standard post-test
examination of surfaces for corrosion. Experiments of irradiation effects on SiC
structure require a fusion-like neutron spectra environment and are covered under the
R&D requirements for materials.

A full size module might be needed to simulate the accessibility for tests related to in-
situ repair technique development.

Cost and Time - lt is estimated that the cost of the fluid loop facility without neutron
source is of the order of $500K. The amount of time required for this task includes one
year for design and construction, with an additional year for performing experiments,
data acquisition and post test examination. The operating cost is of the order of $300K
per year.

5.5.6.8 Detailed Accident Analysis (Issu_ J.8)

DescriDtion- In order to resolvethis issue,detailed accident scenarios must be
developedfor each of the identifiedinitiatingeventsfor each systemin the plant. A
more completelydevelopeddesign is necessary for the developmentof the accident
scenarios. Once the scenarioshave been developed,the detailed accident
engineeringanalysiswouldbe initiated. Duringthe accidentanalysis it is expected
that variousdata/informationwill be identifiedas being requiredto complete the
analysis,but is unavailable. Specific R&D needs to providethese data/information
would evolve as the engineeringaccident analysisevolves.

Facility- None is requiredfor the detailed accidentengineeringanalysisto be
performed.
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The facilities required to resolve this issue depend on what data/information is
identified during the detailed accident engineering analysis.

Cost & Time - Detailed accident engineering analysis:
Cost: $1M (5 man-years)
Time period: 2 years

5.5.6.9 Removal of Contaminants from the Liauid Lea_l (Issue J.9)

DescriDtion - The tritium aspects of this issue are addressed in Key Issue 5.5.6.2. The
first step to resolve this issue is to identify which are the potential contaminants and
their expected amounts. Once this has been done, both the transport of contaminants
into the liquid lead and the retention of contaminants by the lead must be understood.
A program of experiments and modeling that would allow for these processes to be
understood includes:

• Laboratory experiments to characterize the adsorption of contaminants into
liquid lead as a function of pressure and temperature.

• Laboratory experiments to characterize the desorption of contaminants from the
lead through the wall of the heat exchanger material as a function of pressure
and temperature.

• The adsorption of contaminants by sodium must also be studied via laboratory
experiments, as a function of pressure and temperature.

Facility - A heat transfer laboratory is need to perform these experiments. Such a
laboratory may already exist (e.g., university, national laboratory).

Cost & Time - With existing facility: $1M
Without existing facility: TBD
Time period: Within five years

5.5.6.10 Impact of Large Quantities of Lead on Waste Disposal
(Issue J.10)

Description - This is a regulatory issue to be resolved by the NRC.
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CHAPTER 6
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN SELECTION AND DESCRIPTION

This chapterdescribesthe selectionof the specificdesignchoicesfor the two IFE
reactorplantdesigns. The engineeringdetailsfor the systemsand subsystemsare
presentedto describethe expected performanceand operationof the complete
reactor plants.

6.1 Introduction

Chapter 4 described the rationale for the major subsystems which influence the
overall plant design. Early identification of key plant design options was critical in the
design process. Subsequently, effort was directed toward the development of the
conceptual design of systems and subsystems to integrate plant requirements.

Even though many of the key system options has been chosen with the expert
judgement of the team and the aid of the systems code, each design team did not have
sufficient knowledge to independently begin to design the optimal system. Moreover,
a collection of individual optimal system designs may not prove to represent the
overall optimal plant design. As the system designs began to evolve, systems
performance and cost modeling was incorporated into the systems code to improve
the modeling fidelity. Then the systems model was exercised to examine the available
parameter space and determine micro or macro changes in the design configuration
and operating parameter space. This process was iterated many times throughout the
course of the study. However, not ali the decisions could be quantified by the systems
model, rather some decisions were based on qualitative judgements regarding the
merits of safety, environmental attractiveness, reliability, and design conservatism.

One of the popular misconceptions held by the fusion community prior to this study
was that the physical separation of the IFE driver from the reactor cavity implied nearly
complete design independence for ali the major systems. This study found that there
is a profound amount of interaction among ali the systems. The type of target
influences driver illumination scheme, beam quality, fuel cycle, and cavity design. The
wall protection choice affects energy conversion efficiency, waste handling capability,
beam propagation across the cavity, and so on. Physical separation affords many
benefits and design freedoms, however there are still significant and strong
interactions among the systems which must be accommodated.
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The systemdesigns documented in this chapter constitute a conceptual design for a
KrF laser reactor power plant and a heavy ion laser reactor power plant. Section 6.2,
Design Point Selection discusses the development and evolution of the two respective
design points. That section also contains high level parameter lists for the two
reactors. More detailed parameters lists are presented in Appendices A and B. The
overall reactor and plant configurations are presented in Section 6.3 along with a
discussion of the design integration of the major systems. The maintenance approach
and RAM analyses are also discussed. Following are the sections explaining the
designs and analyses for the individual plant systems. This chapter concludes with a
discussion of the rationale for the selection of the major materials used in the designs,
principally the reactor cavity with the high radiation environment. There is a significant
discussion of the safety and environmental analyses conducted during this study. The
final section is an assessment of the economic analyses conducted for the two
designs. A detailed cost basis is provided in Appendix C.
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6.2 Design Point Selection

The selection of an optimumoperatingpointin parameter space for inertialfusion
powerplantsinvolvesa trade-off betweentargetgain G as a functionof driveroutput
energy ED,the driverefficiencyT1,and the changein drivercost withoutputenergy.
The basis for this is illustratedby the simplepower flow diagramshown in
Figure6.2-1. In this figure the driver poweris related to the outputenergy throughthe
pulserepetitionrate RR, namelyPD = RR ED / TI. The thermal powerdependson the
effectiveenergymultiplicationin the blanketM'= 1 + fn(M-1) where fn is the neutron
fractionof the fusionpower. To simplypowerthe driver, the productof the driver
efficiencyandtargetgainTIG mustsatisfythe followingrelation 11G> 1 / sM'. Net
powergenerationrequires_IG inexcessof 1 / sM', typicallyby a factor of two or more.
An advancedthermalconversionefficiencyof 40% and effectiveblanket multiplication

of 1.1 thus implya minimal_IG of ~5 foreconomicpowergeneration. If the driver
efficiencyis 5%, a targetgain greater than 100 is required. If the driverefficiency
improvesto 20%, a gain greater than 25 will suffice.

Thermal Power

PFM' I
Turbine Plant

Thermal
Conversion
Efficiency

E

DriverSystem Driver Power
Efficiency p

11 D

Figure 6.2-1. Simple Power Flow Diagram for an Inertial Fusion Power Plant

Systems modeling provides a basis for decidinghow large an T1Gis economically
warranted. Typicaltargetgain curvesincreasewith driveroutputenergy. Improved
T1Gis thusprovidedby increasingdriverenergy,butthis impliesa morecostlydriver.
Fora fixed-sizeplant, however,there can be a netcost savingsbecausethe driver is
pulsed lessfrequentlyand therefore requiresless inputpower. The size, hence cost,
of the supportingplantequipment(reactor,steamgenerators,turbines,etc.) is thus
reduced. The systemscode quantifiesthis trade-offby parametricallymodelingthe
size and costof ali majorpowerplantsystems. Incrementaldrivercostcan then be
weighed againstthe costsavings providedby highertarget gainto determinethe
optimumsize driverfor the anticipatedtargetgain curves.
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This brings up an importantpoint, namely that this process is intimatelytied to the
scaling of target gain with driver output energy. Gain curves for the present study were
provided by a DOE-appointed Target Working Group (TWG). The TWG endeavored to
level the technical optimism between the various laser illumination concepts (direct
drive constant spot - CS, direct drive zoomed spot - ZS, and indirect drive - lD) and the
indirect drive heavy-ion targets. For the laser driver, they provided their
recommendations in the form of upper and lower bounds on the expected gain as a
function of incident driver energy for each option. The TWG recommended an
arithmetic mean of the upper and lower bound as a baseline gain curve for system
studies that is represented by the constant spot curves. Figure 6.2-2 shows the
resulting baseline gain curves for the KrF laser-driven target options.

200 : :: :=

150 __F_

¢_ 100

0
0 2 4 6 8 10

Input Energy (MJ)

Figure 6.2-2. Baseline Gain Curves for KrF Laser Driver

The shape and magnitude of these curves directly influence the design point selection
as discussedinthe next section. The positionof the ignitioncliff *-2 MJ determinesthe
minimumdriversize whereas the slopeof the curvesdeterminesthe attractivenessof
goingto higherdriverenergy to improve_G. Alternatetarget designswith different
gain characteristicscouldpushthe designpointto a differentdriver energy. This
possibilityis.discussedin more detail in Section5, Critical Issue 1, where economic
considerationsare usedto determinethe gain space regionof interestfor a smaller-
size (100 MWe) powerdemonstrationunit. lt shouldalso be noted thatthe significant
disparity between the driver energy needed to achieve gain of ~100 for direct and
indirect drive was the key reason that a direct-drive approach was selected for the
present study. This is discussed in more detail in Section 4.6.

A final aspect of the systems modeling involves the fact that the code evaluated
projected performance and cost between subsystems that in many cases employ
technologies at vastly different stages of development. Efforts were made to normalize
the cost projections across subsystems, but this is difficult where comparable
hardware does not exist today. Costs were normalized to assumptions made for
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recent MFE reactor studies1-2to provide a common basis for comparison. Elsewhere,
costs were based on the best judgment of system experts. The economic scaling in
the present systems model ICCOMO has evolved over many years. The models were
originally developed as part of the STARFIRE reactor design study3 and were adapted
to IFE as part of the HIFSA project.4 Ali cost models were updated to conform with the
economic guidelines discussed in Section 3. A detailed description of the final cost
models is presented in Appendix C.

The study guidelines indicated that costs are to be evaluated for a tenth-of-a-kind
power plant. The study has conformed to this guideline and the rationale for doing so
is presented in Appendix C. However, technology development will not be dictated by
projected tenth-of-a-kind costs but rather by those for the first-of-a-kind system. The
trade studies presented in this section include no learning curve adjustments---only
first-of-a-kind costs. The results are therefore presented in the form of relative
comparisons in order to avoid confusion in relating them to the tenth-of-a-kind costs
discussed elsewhere.

6.2.1 Laser System Trade Studies - The Prometheus-L design point is the
result of a number of different trade studies. These studies are summarized in
Table 6.2.1-1. Many of these studies were evaluated within individual subsystems,

Table 6.2.1-1. Summary of Design Options Considered for KrF Laser System

..... 13aseline Options/Range
Parameter Value Considered

Targe:t: .......
Type Direct Drive Indirect Ddve
Gain Curves Average of Optim & Conserv Optimistic, Conservative
Gain Curves Average of Optim & Conserv Zoomed Spot
Number Beams 60 30-90
Illumination Tangential Focus Nested Focus
Incident Energy (MJ) 4 2-8

Reactor Cavity:
Wall Protection WettedWall (Lead) DryWallwithFillGas
Breeder Li20 FLiBe; LiPb Eutectic
ThermalCycle (He Coolant) Advanced Rankine DirectBrayton
CoolantPressure (MPa} .. 1.5 1-5

Driver System:
LaserAmplifier ElectricDischargewith Raman Large Area E-Beam Pumped

Accumulator
Pulse Compression StimulatedBrillouinCell AngularMultiplex,Hybrid
AmplifierEnergy (kJ) 5.6 3-10
AmplifierRunTime (ns) 250 200-500
OpticalFluence (J/cre2) 10 3-10

Final 'Mirror:
Type GrazingIncidenceMetalon Grazing IncidenceMetal on

Ceramic Structure Metallic Structure
Protection Distance; Residual Gas; Shutters; Cover Gas; Gas Prism

Deflection Magnets
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however,some trades could not be quantified within a subsystem. The systemscode
was usedto resolvethese trade-offs. The trade studiesdirectedat choosingbetween
technology_ptions(e.g., indirectversusdirectdrive targets, singleversus multiple
beam LINAC, etc.) are discussedin Section4. The discussionpresented in this
sectionconcerns itselfonlywith the rationalefor selectinga certainoperatingrange in
parameter space for the baselinetechnologyoptions.

In additionto design point selection,studieswere also performed to assess the
sensitivityof the overall performanceto varioussubsystemtechnologyassumptions,
e.g., discharge laser intrinsicefficiencyand outputenergy, opticaldamage limit,
numberof beamlines, etc. These studiesindicatewhich research and development
areas have the mostleverage and thus mightbe consideredthe mostcritical.

Laser Desion Point Selection .and Sensitivity Studies- A 4 MJ driver energy
was selected for the Prometheus-Ldesignpointbased on the trade study summarized
in Figure6.2.1-1. This figureshowsthe relativedrivercapitalcost, COE, and pulse
repetitionrate as a functionof driverenergyfor the reference NLO driverarchitecture.
The projectedCOE reachesa minimumat 4 I_,Uand risesslowlythereafter. As
Figure6.2-2 illustrates, the flatness of the direct-drivegain curvesabove the ignition
cliffmakes it unattractiveto pay for the extra driverneeded to achieve highergains. In
fact, a 3 MJ driver is projectedto have performancenearly identicalto the baseline
system. The 4 kM systemwas selectedberause the higher8.2 pps repetitionrate at
3 MJ was thoughtto provideinadequate ti_e for reducingthe lead vapor pressure in
the cavityback to the 1-3 mtorr level requiredto prevent laser-inducedgas breakdown.
Cavity clearing Nasa key concernin the design of the Prcmetheus-Lsystem as
discussedin Section6.8.

Figure 6.2.1-2 shows the sensitivity of the Prometheus-L design to key assumptions
about the driver performance. The data displayed in the figure is summarized in
Table 6.2.1-2 together with the parameters which were varied and their range of
variation. In determining the change in COE, only the indicated parameter was
allowed to vary, ali other parameters were held constant. In many instances the
change in COE could be offsetto some extent by reoptimizingthe overalldesignfor
the newconditions. For example, the lowergain predictedfor the conservativecurve
would likelylead to the selectionof a higherdriverenergybutthiswas notfactored
intothe sensitivitystudy.
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Figure 6.2.1-1. Scaling of Prometheus-L Driver Capital Cost, COE, and Pulse
Repetition Rate with Driver Output Energy
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Table 6.2.1-2. COE Sensitivity to Variations in Key Prometheus-L Design Parameters

Baseline Minimum Change in Maximum Change in
Parameter Value Value COE (%) Value COE (%)

GainCu_e (Consvrt,Optm) 126 86 +10.6 165 -4.8
Laser IntrinsicEfficiency (%_ 15 10 +10.3 20 -4.7
OpticalDamageUmit (J/crnz) 10 5 +3.2 15 -1.1
Num DischgLasers,Energy (kJ) 960, 6 240, 20 +0.6 2160, 2 +0.3
NumberFinalBeamlines 60 3 0 -1.7 9 0 +1.7
CavityRadius (m) . 5 4.5 -2.2 5.5 +2.3

Figure 6.2.1-2 also showsthat COE dependsmoststronglyon the gain curve
assumptionand the discharge laser intrinsicefficiency. The projectedCOE is 10%
higherat the minimumvalue consideredfor these two parametersand drops5%
belowthe baselinevalue at their upper limit. These are sensitiveparametersbecause
there is very littleTIG marginfor the KrF laserdriversince the overall efficiencyis only
6.5%. Loweringthe opticaldamage limitto 5 J/cre2 causes a 3% increase in COE,
while raisingitto 15 J/cre2 onlydecreasesCOE by 1%. There is thus little incentiveto
improveopticalcoatingsbeyondthe 10 J/cre2 point. COE is virtuallyindependentof
the discharge laser outputenergyeven thoughthe number of dischargelasersvaries
from2i60 downto 240. This is because the lasersare producingthe same amount of
totalenergy (4 MJ) in either case. Hence, the pulsedpower energy requirementis the
same and it is the majorcost driver. Finally,a decrease in the number of beamlines
from60 to 30 or a reductionin cavityradiusfrom 5 to 4.5 m wouldeach lowerCOE by
2%. Conversely,COE wouldincrease by 2% for 90 beamlinesor if a 5.5 m cavity
radiuswas needed to lowercavity vapor pressure.

6.2.2 Heavy Ion System Trade Studies - The Prometheus-H design point is
based on a numberof trade studies. These studiesare summarizedin Table 6.2.2-1.
The heavy-iondriverhas more scalingflexibilitybecause it producesthe requisitetotal
energyby combiningseveral ion beamletsat a discretekineticenergy. The choice of
ion charge state and kineticenergy lead to significantdifferencesboth inthe
acceleratorconfigurationand in the target performancewhich mustboth be
considered indeterminingthe optimumdesignpoint. This section discussesthese
issuesalongwith the resultsof sensitivitystudieswhichwere run to documentthe
leverageof key designparameterson the overallsystemperformance. Table 6.2.2-1
also highlightsseveral trade studieswhich are discussed elsewhere in this report.
The rationalefor choosinga singleversus multiplebeam LINAC is presented in
Section4.1. The rationalefor selectinga self-formedchannel for cavity transportand
the resultingtarget focal spotsize and channel energycoupling is presented in
Section4.3. Finally,the rationaleleadingto the choiceof a wall protectionscheme
identicalto that for the laser systemis presentedin Section 4.4 and a discussionof
target issuesforthe heavy ion systemis presentedin Section4.6.
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Table 6.2.2-1. Design Options Considered for Heavy Ion System

Parameter Baseline Options/Range
Value Consideredi

Target:
Type Indirect Drive
Ion Range (g/crn2) 0.045 (4 GeV Lead) 0.025-0.2
Spot Size, Radius (mm) 3 2-5
Illumination Two Sided One Sided
Incident Energy (MJ) 7 4-9
Final.Beam Trnsp Effncy (%) 9 0 70-100

Reactor Cavity: Wetted Wall (Lead) Same as Laser System
Driver System:

LINAC Type Single Beam with Storage Rings Multiple Beam
LINAC Scaling (x= 0.2; K:= -0.15 (x= (0.2 - 0.5); K = (-0.2 - 0.0)
Ion Type +2 Lead +1 to +3 Lead
Ion Energy (GEV) 4 4-8
Focusing Quads Superconducting Normal
Cavity Transport Self-formed Channel Ballistic; Pre-formed Channel

Figure 6.2.2-1 shows the gain curves provided by the TWG for the heavy ion system.
These gain curves illustrate the strong influence which both beam spot size and ion
energy have on the overall system performance. For a 7 MJ system with a 3 mm
radius focal spot, the gain drops from -100 at an ion kinetic energy of 2.4 GeV to 50 at
12.5 GeV. With a 4 mm radius spot, the change is even more dramatic going from a
gain of 90 at 2.4 GeV to no gain at all. These large changes in gain, hence TIG,have a
significant impact on the overall system performance which is a key aspect of the
heavy ion trade studies.

200

• --_'_'_...- 0.025 g/crn2

• ime..-- 0.05 g/cre2

150 - --,s---0.1 g/cm2 ....---.-_....-_-......- ....................
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Figure 6.2.2-1. Baseline Gain Curves for Indirect-Drive, Heavy Ion Targets With a 3 mm
Radius Focal Spot.
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The systems code permits this gain variation to be traded off against the driver cost
which tends to increase with ion energy. Figure 6.2.2-2 shows how LINAC size, cost
and complexity scale with ion energy for a 7.8 MJ, single beam system operating at
5 pps. lt shows that cost increases with ion energy because the LINAC length grows
from 2200 m (1210 quads) at 4 GeV to 4200 m (1682 quads) at 8 GeV. The number of
focusing quads is a significant cost factor. As a result, the lower energy system is
favored from a cost standpoint in spite of the fact that more pulses per beam hence
storage rings are required at 4 GeV (34 as compared to 18 at 8 GEV). This cost
advantage must be weighed against the added technical risk of storing the beams for
a longer time and the added complexity of the storage ring, final transport and final
focus systems. System efficiency is also lower at 4 GeV (14.7% as compared to 16.6%
at 8 GeV) because the induction cores are recycled more times per pulse. The
Prometheus-H design point was chosen based on ali these considerations.
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Figure 6.2.2-2. SB LINAC Size and Cost Scaling Vs. Ion Energy for a +2 Lead, 7.8 MJ
and 5 pps System With Lee Lattice Scaling. 5

One of the main induction LINAC design challenges involves the space charge limit on
transportable current in a periodic focusing lattice. This limit necessitates multiple
transport channels (typically > 10 beamlets) for heavy ion fusion drivers. Past systems
studies 4 have envisioned a multiple beamlet lattice consisting of a closely packed
quadrupole bundle surrounded by massive induction cores. The Prometheus-H
design considers an alternative approach consisting of a single beam transport lattice
coupled with intermediate storage rings to accumulate the required number of
beamlets. In either case there is significant motivation to reduce the number of
beamlets as much as possible in order to simplify the system design. Figure 6.2.2-2
shows that one way to reduce the number of beamlets is by increasing the ion energy.
Unfortunately, this has an adverse effect on gain. In fact, Figure 6.2.2-1 shows that the
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gain curves motivatethe LINAC designerto work towards an ion energy of 4 GeV or
less for lead ions. Design trade studies thus focused on alternative transport lattice
configurations that would minimize the number of beams for a 4 GeV system.

The transport lattice scaling used for these trade studies is based on the following
relations suggested by Maschke.6 In these relationships, V is the local accelerator
column voltage and l is the local individual beamlet current. These relations are used
to define the number of beamlets NB; the mean beam radius a; the space charge
depressed phase advance per lattice period (depressed tune) (_;the beamlet bunch
length 8- tl_; and the number, length, and location of the focusing quads which are
specified in terms of the lattice period 2L and the magnet occupancy (packing) fraction
per lattice period 11. In addition, several constraints based on physical limitations must
be satisfied along with the relationship between beam energy and total charge.

Maschke6 characterized the transport lattice scaling with LINAC voltage in terms of two
parameters (zand Kas summarized in Table 6.2.2-2. Lattice scaling suggested by
Ed Lee5 is a special case of this general parameterization as indicated where (x= 0,
w:- -1/4 in the ramped gradient and (x- 1/2, _c= 1/8 in the fixed gradient sections.

Table 6.2.2-2. Prometheus-H Transport Lattice Scaling Model

Maschke Ed Lee Scaling 5 Final Transport
Parameter Scaling . Ramped Fixed Scaling

LatticeHalf Period, L V _-_: V 1/4 V 3/8 i r_-I

DepressedTune, (_ V _: V-1/4 V 1/8 I -r_
Beam Radius, a V (z/2-_:-1/4 Const V -1/8 I r_-1/2

BunchLength, 8 V (z-1/2 V'1/2 Const I r_-1
PackingFraction, _ V -3(x/2+_:+1/4 Const V -3/8 13/2-r,

The additional constraints involvethe space charge limiton transportablecurrent:

Q =1.56x107 2(a'_2(A / 6.2.2-1= _N--; °'°C2-L'J ,,-. (p,,f)3,
I,,,,,_,

where Imax is in amps, Q = 106 Z EB/Eion is the required charge in coulombs (EB in MJ
and Eion in GEV), A and Z are the ion atomic mass and charge state, and ¢ is the pulse
length. The relation between normalized emittance _n = 13Y_and phase advance:

( a2 )_,n= o E (P'7). 6.2.2-2

The relation between undepressed phase advance (_oand the focal lattice properties:

( _la ) 6.2.2-3Go=BP [Bp]L2 ,

where Bp isthe poletipfield and [Bp]=3.13pT(;)isthe beam dgidityinT-m. (The
poletipfield is actuallythe magneticfield at the edge of the beam, so the maximum
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field in the magnetis typically 1.5 to 2 times higher.) The relation governingthe
maximumratethat the voltagegradientcan be increasedin the rampedgradient
section:

dV <0.25(._.011 V/dSa1-1d'x"- - _"k_)J " 6.2.2-4
And finallythe practical limitson quadrupolepackingfraction in the lattice TI< 0.80
and quadrupoleaspect (boreto length)ratio a/TIL< 0.25.

These scalingrelationsare implementedby choosingvalues for the latticescaling
parameterswith voltagealong the LINAC (xand K,and with beamlet current I in the
final transport(typically_ = -0.8). The undepressedphase advance (:ro= 80°
maximumpoletipfield BpT = 3 T, desiredfinal transportsectionlength (typically
180 m), pulse lengthat the target (typically7-8 ns), beam and ion energiesare also
specified. The code then searches for a number of beamletsand bunch lengthat the
highenergyend of the LINAC that do notviolatethe packingfractionand aspect ratio
limitsat either the injectorend or inthe final transportsectionwhere beamlet current
increasesrapidlydue to bunching. If the constraintscannot be satisfied,the poletip
field is reduced. The poletipfield is typicallyreducedto ~2T before a solutionis found
for the combinationsof o_and K consideredhere.

An examinationof Table 6.2.2-2 showsthat somecombinationsof (xand _:are more
attractivethan othersand the trade studiesdiscussedhere focuson them. Initial
studiesconsideredthe Lee5 choice for latticescalingand these resultswere used in
Figure6.2.2-2. However, thisscalingresultsin 34 beamletsat 4 GeV for a 7 MJ driver
which presentsa significanttechnicaland designchallenge both in the storage rings
and the final focus. One logicalalternativescalinginvolvessetting(x= 0.5 and K = 0.
This is attractive because it leadsto a commonquadrupolesize (a and TILare both
constant)downthe entire lengthof the LINAC. Anotheralternativeinvolvessimply
holdingmagnetbore size constantdownthe lengthof the LINAC, i.e., choosing
K:= (z/2- 1/4. The quadrupole lengthwillvary for this family of scalingpossibilities,but
discretestepscan be providedby adjustingthe magnet field strengthslightly, lt
furthermore is desirableto haveo_< 0.5 so that the magnetaspect ratio(a/TIL)
decreasesalongthe LINAC to avoidproblemswith aberrations. This leadsto values
of _<< 0 whichcorrespondsto lettingthe phase advance float downwardalong the
LINAC length. This leads to a worstcase final phaseadvance of 2.2° assuminga = 8°
at the injector end, which shouldnotbe a problem.

Table 6.2.2-3 summarizesthe resultsof these trade studies. The number of magnets
is significantlyreducedfor (x= 0.5, from ~1200 for the Lee cscaling5to 356.
Unfortunately,the number of beamletsnearlydoubles,going from 34 to 66. This in
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Table 6.2.2-3. Summary of LINAC Lattice Scaling Trade Studies for a 4 GeV,
7.8 MJ +2 Lead System

Lattice Scalincj Number Number Final Pulse Final Phase Overall Driver System
Alpha Kappa Beamlets Quads Lenqth (ns) Advance (deq) Effcy (%) Cost (MS)
0.50 0.00 66 356 150.0 8.0 7.50 765.0
0.40 -0.05 36 484 150.0 5.8 11.55 619.9
0.30 -0.10 18 760 150.0 4.2 18.05 645.1
0.20 -0.15 16 956 89.8 3.0 21.54 595.0
0.10 -0.20 38 982 18.3 2.2 17.05 447.6

turn lowers the overall efficiency to 7.5% due to increased induction core losses. The
(z=0.5 scaling was thus rejected for the final design point. However, the table shows
that more attractive results occur as (zis reduced from 0.5 to 0.2. The number of

beamlets decreases from 66 to 16, the efficiency improves from 7.5 to 21.5% and the
cost drops from $765 to $595 M. The cost trend continues for o_= 0.1, but the other
trends reverse. The tumaround is a result of the rapid drop in final pulse length that is
required to prevent violating the quadrupole packing fraction constraint in the final
transport section for values of (_< 0.2. Based on this result, transport lattice scaling
using (z= 0.2 and _:= -0.15 was selected for the baseline design point.

To this point, the discussion has focused on the selection of LINAC parameters that
minimize the number of beamlets for a given total output energy. An energy of 7.8 MJ
was used for illustration purposes because it was selected for the Prometheus-H
driver. This accounts for a 10% loss in the process of forming the cavity transport
channel and coupling the driver output energy through the channel into the target as
discussed in Section 6.5. Hence only 7 MJ of energy is actually assumed to be
available for producing target gain. Figure 6.2.2-3 depicts the basis for selecting this
driver energy, lt shows that the projected COE has yet to reach a minimum at 9 MJ for
the selected LINAC design configuration. The projected incremental driver cost for the
single beam LINAC and the slope of the heavy-ion gain curves favor higher energies.
The number of beamlets was originally a concern at this energy, more than 50 were
anticipated for a 4 GeV system, however this concern is mitigated somewhat by the
alternative lattice transport scaling which is projected to need only 22 beamlets at
9 MJ. Nevertheless, higher energy drivers certainly represent a greater development
challenge both for the driver and the cavity with must withstand a higher yield. This
realization coupled with the marginal improvement in COE above 7 MJ still justify it as
a design point.

lt is worthwhile here to note that the alternative lattice transport scaling really opens a
more attractive heavy ion LINAC design window that previously was not accessible
due to the large number of required beamlets. This can be understood by referring to
the gain curves as shown in Figure 6.2.2-1. The gain falls off rapidly for ion energies
above 5 GeV and is almost a factor of 2 lower for the 10 GeV ions typically proposed
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in the past. In addition, lowerenergy ions are much less sensitiveto variations in focal
spot size. This is quantified in Table 6.2.2-4 which summarizes the sensitivity of COE
to variations in key driver performance parameters.

1.5 . , . , . ! .... 25

-- _--.-- CapitalCost ! t C

0 _ • --COE ""t _0

(.1_ 1.2 LI--'_"-"A--...- NumBeamletSRepRate " _................................... .' ;--";.........] 20 "*e_"
II

= 1
¢= 0.9 l J........... =' _ _'--"_'---"- -n----------i _ .! 15 c

0="=_-==°0.6cga)>'" 0.3 _;_"_ e_e-..................-, 3_i._,,_!;__!_._._!_._._!_ - -------- 510 ,_,mn',__c,E°Eom =

° I l l =! I0 " ' I I " 0

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Energy to Target (NI)

Figure 6.2.2-3. Scaling of Prometheus-H Driver Cost, COE, Repetition Rate, and
Number of Beamlets with Output Energy

Table 6.2.2-4. COE Sensitivity to Variations in Key Prometheus-H Design Parameters

Baseline Minimum Change in Maximum Change in
Parameter Value Value COE, Effcy* Value COE, Effcy*

Focal Spot Radius (mm) 3 2 -2.1 4 +3.6
Spot Radius Change at 7 GEV** 3 2 -4.3 4 +8.6
Final Beam Transport Effcny (%) 90 80 +0.8 100 -0.6
Ion Kinetic Energy (GEV) 4 3 -2.7, -13.0 7 +18.2, +21.4
Core Flux Swi.ng (T) 1.5 1.0 +1.7, +8.4 2.0 +0.1, -9.3
Ion Charcje State .. +2 +1 +24.5_ +2.8 +3 -4.2, -4.4

* Change in driver efficiency is indicated only tor parameters that influence it significantly

** Changes are normalized to 7 GeV system with 3 mm radius spotwhich is 18% higher than 4 GeV COE

These resultshighlightseveral key aspectsof the Prometheus-Hdriverdesign. The
primaryone involvesthe improvedcost and performancecharacteristicsprovidedby
the reducedion kineticenergy. As is indicated,COE is 18% higherfor a 7 GeV design
due to the increasedlengthof accelerator requiredat thisenergy. The numberof
beamlets is reducedfrom 18 to 6 at 7 GeV, butthe singlebeam approach,coupled
with the alternatetransportscaling,eliminatesmostof the complication(hence cost) of
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added beamlets at 4 GeV. The resultsalso indicatethat there is little motivationto
further reduce beam energy. COE is 3% lower at 3 GeV but 32 beamlets are required
at this energy which complicates the final transport and lowers driver efficiency by
13%.

An added benefit of the lower ion energy is reduced sensitivity to target gain curve
characteristics. The results show that a 7 GeV system is twice as sensitive to spot size
variations as the 4 GeV design point. This is important because it minimizes the effect
which the poorly understood transport channel re-imaging properties may have on
system performance. Insensitivity to transport channel properties is reinforced by the
weak COE dependence on target coupling efficiency (beam energy loss in the
transport channel). A doubling of energy loss (from 10 to 20%) would only increase
COE by 1%. The results also indicate very weak COE dependence on Metglas flux
swing. A low flux swing of 1.5 T was selected for the baseline design to reduce
induction core energy losses since this was thought to be a key factor in the design of
a single beam LINAC where the cores are recycled several times per pulse. Indeed,
the driver efficiency changes by +9 % as flux swing is varied from 1 to 2 T, however
this causes only a 1% change of COE. Finally, the results highlight that there is still a
significant advantage to higher charge states for the single beam system, but that the
payoff is limited beyond +2. The cost of electricity is 24 % higher for singly charged
ions while it drops by 4 % for charge state 3. Unfortunately, the number of beamlets
increases to 36 for +3 ions which may offset the indicated cost advantage once the
engineering details of final transport and focusing are evaluated.

25
r'l Minimum Value

I,LI 20 _ !"1 Maximum Value .....................................................................................................................
O

° lm
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++ := 10 -- .....
lO
,,I:
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Figure 6.2.2-4. COE Sensitivity to Prometheus-H Design and Performance
Assumptions
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6.3 Configuration and Maintenance Approach

The configurationand maintenanceapproachesfor both the Prometheus-Land
Prometheus-Hreactorconceptsare describedin this section. Prometheus-Lis a
1000 MWe IFE powerplant usinga KrFexcimer laser driverto deliver4 MJ of enerqy
through60 beamlines5.6 times per secondto directdrive targets inthe center of a
cylindricalreactor cavity. Prometheus-His a similarsized plant utilizinga heavy ion
driverto deliver 7.8 MJ of energy through14 beamlines3.5 times a secondto indirect
drive targets in a similarreactorcavity.

A top down approachdescribes these two IFE plant configurations. A general site
plan explainsthe overallarrangementof each powerplant. Most of the plant buildings
(administration,auxiliary,turbine, steamgenerator,target factory, and tritium
processing)andsizes used in bothconceptsare similar;onlythe reactorand driver
buildingsdiffer in size and designapproach. Descriptionsof the driversystems,
reactorsystems,and heattransportsystemare provided Plan and elevationdrawings
define interfacesbetween these majorsubsystemswith drawingsillustratingmajor
componentsarrangements.

The maintenanceapproachused to service reactorand driversystemsvary
dependingon the locationwithinthe plant. The maintenanceof ali reactorsystems
withinthe bulkshieldingwallswillbe totallyremote. In bothconcepts,the reactor
cavity is essentiallythe same. Therefore, commonmaintenancemethodsare
employed. A vertical maintenanceapproachfor ali operationswithinthe reactor
vacuumvessel is envisioned. Ali interfacingsystemswhich penetratethe bulk
shieldingwalls are providedwith enclosed,localshielding. Therefore, reactor
systemsand interfacingdriversystemswithinthe reactorbuildingwallsbut outsidethe
bulkshieldingwalls are maintainedwitha combinationof remote maintenanceand
limitedhands-onmaintenanceequipment. The maintenance methodwoulddepend
on the type of maintenanceto be performed.

6.3.1 Reactor Design Integration - This section presents design integrationof
the majors0bsystems in the two inertialfusionenergy (IFE) reactorconcepts. Detailed
descriptionsof the subsystemsare presentedin Sections6.4 through6.11.

6.3.1.1 Prornetheus-L - Site plans for the Prometheus-L reactor design power
plantare shownin Figures6.3.1-1 through6.3.1-3. These figurespresenta trimetdc
view of the plant site, a plan view of the plantsite, and a buildingdefinitionplanview,
respectively. Prometheus-Lsite plansshowthe typical IFE powerplant buildings
(administration,auxiliary,turbine, steamgenerator,target factory,and tritium
processing)arrangedaroundthe circularKrF laser driver building. This annular-
shaped buildingis 153 m in outer diameterand containsali the laser driver
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Figure 6.3.1-1. Prometheus-L Plant Site Trimetric View

I

Figure 6.3.1-2. Prometheus-L Plant Site Plan View
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Figure 6.3.1-3 Prometheus-L Building Plan View

components to generate 60 individual laser beams. These 60 beamlines are
arranged in an equally-spaced radial array and penetrate the inner wall of the driver
building which is also the outer wall of the reactor building. The Prometheus-L reactor
building is 86 m in diameter.

KrF Laser Driver-GeneralOverview- The Prometheus-L reactor design concept
employs a KrF excimer laser driver and a nonlinear-optical (NLO) system. This NLO
system features an electric discharge laser subsystem, crossed forward Raman
accumulator cells, and stimulated Brillouin scattering (SBS) cells. Upstream are
typical front end elements which complete the 60-beam network including the master
oscillator for ali the beams, the beam splitter system, and the preamplifier/amplifier
stages for each beamline. Theoretical and operational aspects of the overall system
are described in detail in Section 6.5.1.

The laser dr.iverdelivers 4 MJ of energy to a target through 60 optical laser beamlines
each with a gross energy of 67 kJ. Sixty (60) identical sets of driver output
components (laser module, Raman accumulator, and SBS cell) are arranged in an
equally-spaced radial array (6°) in the annular driver building and about the reactor
building vertical centerline. Inside the reactor building, the 60 beams converge to
enter the reactor cavity with two beams equally spaced every 12° as seen in the plan
view. A plan view of the KrF laser and reactor buildings is shown in Figure 6.3.1-4.

Inside the driver building, the electric discharge lasers output beams are routed to the
Raman accumulators and then to the SBS cells. Output beams from each of the
60 SBS cells are then directed to the cylindrical section of the reactor cavity. The _
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Figure 6.3.1-4. KrF Laser and Reactor Buildings - Plan View

location and orientation of the 60 beamline penetrations in the reactor cavity (to be
discussed below in the Final Optics Subsystem Description) results in eight unique
beamline routes from the SBS cell to the center of the reactor cavity. The eight unique
beamline routes occur repetitively around the reactor cavity. These routes are shown
in Figure 6.3.1-5 (typical five places) and Figure 6.3.1-6 (typical ten places), which are
two cross-sectional elevation views. Some license has been taken with correct

technical drawing of the these two views since the four routes in each figure upstream
of the final focusing mirrors actually lie slightly out of the plane of the cross-sectional
cut (along different radial arrays). The 90 ° doglegs in the beamlines are rotated either
slightly into or out of the plane of the drawing. The route from final focus mirror to the
center of the cavity on both figures lies in plane and is shown correctly.
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Flgure 6.3.1-5. Elevation View- Typical Laser Beam Routlng-5 Places

Figure 6.3.1-6. Elevation View - Typical Laser Beam Routing-10 Places
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The output beam from each SBS cell is routed through four turning mirrors along a
path within the driver building that will match the path lengths for ali eight beams from
the SBS cell to the center of the reactor cavity. From this path-matching route, the
beams enter the reactor building through penetrations running radially inward toward
the center of the reactor cavity. The wall penetration contains the vacuum window for
each beamline. The driver building is pressurized with argon at ambient pressure.
The operating pressure downstream of the vacuum window is 3x10-3 torr.

KrF Laser Driver-ElectricDischarge Laser Subsystem - There are 60 electric
discharge laser subsystems in the KrF driver system--one for each beamline. This
subsystem consists of two electric discharge laser modules, three sets of stabilization
coils, and the KrF gas flow system and is shown in Figure 6.3.1-7. The KrF gas flow
system consists of inlet and outlet ducts, a heiium-cooled heat exchanger, and a
circulating fan. lt circulates a mixture of KrF gas through four parallel paths in the two
electric discharge laser modules. Each of the two discharge laser modules contains
eight electric discharge lasers for a total of 16 lasers for each beamline. Thus, there is
a total of 960 electric discharge lasers in the KrF driver. Each of the electric discharge
lasers has a gross energy output of 4.2 kJ.

KrFGAS STABLIZATIONCOIL(TYP)

UTLETDUCT
/ _ DISCHARGELASER(16 PLACES)

ISTIC

SUPPRESSORS(TYP)

:ERAMICPULSE
FORMINGLINES(TYP)

GASINLETDUCT
lip

LASER DISCHARGE _ITRAL

MODULE _ / VACUUMCHAMBER

LASER DISCHARGE / GAS
• MODULE _ CIRCULATINGFAN

k,,,,...,_ COOLANTINLET

HELIUM

KrFGASHEATEXCHANGER

HELIUMCOOLANTOUTLET

Figure 6.3.1-7. Electric Discharge Laser Subsystem
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The KrF gas flow paths are shown schematically in Figure 6.3.1-8. To assure proper
thermal control of the laser gas, a slug of KrF gas circulates through and clear each of
the four parallel paths once for each of the 5.6 pulses per second. This yields a gas
flow velocity of 15 m/s. The KrF gas is circulated by the fan through the lasers and
then through the heat exchangers. The laser inlet gas temperature is 400°C and the
outlet is 650°C. A cooler mixture of gas is assumed to be injected along the inner
surface of the inlet and outlet windows of each laser to protect the windows from the
higher temperature gases. Helium coolant is circulated through the heat exchanger to
recover the resulting waste heat from the lasers. The helium is routed to a feedwater
heat exchanger in the thermal transport system in the steam generator building where
a total of 193 MW is recovered as feedwater preheat.
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C00 ,N,.,LE.
Figure 6.3.1-8. KrF Gas Flow Schematic for Waste Heat Recovery

Each electric discharge laser modulecontains eightdischarge lasersarranged in four
groupsof two as shown in Figure6.3.1-9. The discharge lasersare firstclustered in
groupsof two lasersaround a central vacuumchamber containinga pair of cathodes,
one for each laser. Ceramic pulse forminglines and anodes (shownas the cylinders
in Figure6.3.1-9) are locatedon the outsideof each laser. Stabilizationcoils are
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Figure 6.3.1-9. Electric Discharge Laser Module

located on the outsideof the ceramic pulseforminglinesas shownin Figure6.3.1-7
forminga stabilizingmagneticfield perpendicularto boththe KrF gas flow direction
and the laser beam direction (shownin Figure6.3.1-9). Acoustic flowsuppressorsare
locatedat the entranceand exit of the gas flowpathsto maintainflow stability. A
similararrangementfor discharge lasers has been suggestedin previousKrF laser
systemstudies.1

KrF Drivt_r_Ram_n A(;:(;;:umulat0r/$BSCell/Delay Line- Downstreamof the electric
discharge la,ser subsystem, the 16 discharge laser output beams are routed into the
Raman accumulator (four beams on each of four sides) at an angle of 10° off the axial
centerline. The Raman accumulator, SBS cell, and related components are shown in
Figure 6.3.1-10. A larger Stokes seed beam (derived from the excimer pump beams
upstream of the electric discharge laser subsystem) enters the Raman accumulator on
the centerline of the Raman accumulator. Interaction of the 16 laser beams with the
Stokes seed beam in the hydrogen gas environment of the Raman accumulator results
in a highly amplified, long pulse Stokes beam exiting the downstream end of the
Raman accumulator.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureofdata
subjectto til:lepage restriction 6.3-8



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

POLARIZER

LONGPULSESHAPER r----OUTPUT BEAM

& DELAYLINE /TO TARGET

SHORTPULSE / POCKELSCELL(TYP)
DELAYLINE

TURNING
MIRROR

SBSCELL

LI4 PLATECHIRPER

RAMANACCUMLATOR

TYPICALDISCHARGELASER
OUTPUTBEAM

STOKESSEEDBEAM TYPICALDISCHARGE
LASERMODULE

FLOW

Figure 6.3.1-10. Raman Accumulator/SBS Cell/Delay Line

From the Raman accumulator, the long pulse Stokes beam passes through a chirper,
a polarizer,and a quarterwave plate and entersthe SBS cell. This 37.5-m longcell is
filledwith SF6 gas and hasa mirroredsurface onthe other end to reflectthe entering
beam back out the entrancewindow. The combinationof these componentsproduces
a shortpulse (6 ns) beam followedby a longerpulse length,depleted Stokesbeam.
(See Section6.5.1 for a morecompletedescriptionof thisprocess.) The shortpulse
beam is the desired 6-ns pulsemain beam with an energyof 70 kJ, while the longer
pulsebeam willbe utilizedto form a prepulsebeam. When these beams come back
outof the SBS cell and pass throughthe quarter wave plate,a frequencyshift has
occurredand the polarizerplate then reflects the beams off-axisinthe directionof the
shortpulsedelay line. (Since the 6-ns pulse mainbeam is in frontof the longer,
prepulsebeam, the shortpulsedelay line invertsthe time order of these beams.)
Leavingthe polarizer plate, the short pulse beam passes througha Pockelscell and
strikesand is reflectedoff the next polarizerplate, this time intothe short pulsedelay
line. Before the longprepulse beam entersthis Pockelscell, the cell voltage is
changed, whichchangesthe polarityof the longprepulsebeam such that it passes
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through the polarizer plate in the short pulse delay line, proceeding on line toward the
long pulse shaper and delay line.

The long prepulse beam nowpreceeds the short pulse main beam. Downstream, a
combination of three Pockels cells are utilized to shape the prepulse beam to meet the
prepulse requirements by alternately switching portions of the prepulse beam into and
out of the long pulse shaper and delay line. The resulting prepulse beam (80 ns)
continues downstream toward the target followed by the main beam (6 ns).

Turning mirrors route the prepulse and main beams from each of the 60 SBS
cell/Ramanaccumulatorarrangementsinthe KrF laser driverbuildingintothe reactor
buildingbeamlines. Delay linesallow path-length matchingof ali 60 beam paths. The
60 beamlinesenter the reactor buildingthrough penetrationscontainingvacuum
windows. The eight uniquebeam path routesdiscussedearlier are shown in
Figures6.3.1-5 and 6.3.1-6.

KrF Laser Driver- Final OpticsSubsystem-The 60 beamlines enter the reactor cavity
at angles defined by radial lines passing from the vertices to the center of a truncated
icosahedron platonic solid with a pentagon/hexagon edge length ratio of 1.2. This
orientation provides nearly uniform target illumination (<1% nonuniformity). This
orientation of beamlines was envisioned for the Omega Upgrade facility at the
University of Rochester. The resulting angular interface locations of the 60 beamlines
with the reactor cavity are shown in the elevation view of the reactor cavity in
Figure 6.3.1-11. Typical beams at each angular location off the vertical axis are
rotated into view on both sides of the vertical axis to provide a visual indication of the
beam orientations around the reactor cavity, if viewed from the top (plan view), two
beams would be located on each radial plane approximately 12° apart as shown in
the 3-D cavity/beamline drawing in Figure 6.3.1-12. A similar trimetric view is shown in
Figure 6.3.1-13.

Typical final optics configuration contained within each beamline in the reactor
building is shown in Figure 6.3.1-14. The optical characteristics of the mirrors within
this region a.represented in Section 6.5.1.6. From the outer diameter reactor building
wall, each beamline enters on a horizontalradial array from the reactorvertical
centerline. This penetrationcontainsthe vacuumwindow. Downstreamof this
window,the beams pass througha collimatingmirrorwhichfocusesthe beam to a
pointas itgoes through a pinholeopeningwith an area of a few cm2. This small
openingallowsthe beam to enter the shielded regionof the beamlines without
releasinga significantamountof radiation. Each beamlinecontainsan outer layer of
shieldingwhich is 25-cm thick. The shieldedregionruns from the pinholeopeningto
the beamline penetrationin the bulkshieldingwall. The shieldinganalyses for this
regionis presented in Section 6.8.4.1.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
sul:)jectto _lJepage resvJctmn G.3- I 0



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC92E0008,VoL.II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

Figure 6.3.1-11. Angular Beamline/Reactor Cavity Interface Locations
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oon0oow
PLAN VIEW

Figure 6.3.1-12. 3-D Beamline/Reactor Cavity Interface-Plan View

TRIMETRIC VIEW

Figure 6.3.1-13. 3-D Beamline/Reactor Cavity Interface-Trimetric
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Figure 6.3.1-14. Final Optics Configuration-Reactor Building

After the pinhole, the beams tare directed downstream to the final focus mirror. This
aspherical-shaped mirror, located 30 m from the center of the reactor cavity, serves to
focus the beam to achieve a tangential illumination on the target at the cavity center.

The final mirror configuration is a grazing incidence metal mirror (GIMM) which is
located 20 m from the cavity center. The GIMM uses a high reflective aluminum
surface (1-2 mm thick) bonded to a silicone carbide ribbed structure with coolant
channels. The angle of incidence of the GIMM in the beam path is 80 °. This mirror is
positioned in the direct line of sight with the first wall (FW) beamline openings

,!0.18-0.26 m in diameter), lt protects the upstream final focus mirror from the radiation
damaging environment. A neutron trap is located between the GIMM and the center of
the reactor cavity. Shielding at the end of the neutron trap is 2 m thick. Analyses of the
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GIMM and final focus mirrors suggest they are life-of-plant components; however
remote maintenance methods are provided for mirror replacement and maintenance.

Protection for the GIMM and the final focus mirrors (as well as beam port walls) have
been identified as a key development issue for the laser driver (see Section 5.4). The
mirrors and ports must be protected from heating, blast, and radiation damage effects
while not interfering with the laser beam propagation. Evaluation of this issue
explored a number of protection methods as shown schematically in Figure 6.3.1-15.
Protection methods include:

SHUTT ER SY
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GAMMA RAYS

X-RAYSD B _ :)VER GAST
H* OOLED BEAMLI NE WALLS

c tmmLD GNETI C COi LS
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s-4.1QUiDLEADFILM V_ VACUUM

Q OVER
GAS

-Figure 6.3.1-15. Schematic of Final Mirror Protection Methods

(1) Silicon carbide beam ports in a configuration similar to the FW panels with
flowing liquid lead. The temperature of the lead would be maintained high
enough to produce a lead vapor that protects the wall and mirror surfaces. Any
condensed vapor on the GIMM surface would be vaporized by the prepulse
beams.

(2) Residual lead vapor from the cavity could help attenuate the debris and x-rays
before they reach the port area.

(3) A magnetic field could be provided by small magnet coils around the
beamlines to deflect ions and electrostatically-charged particles.
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(4) A cover gas, such as neon, injected in front of the GIMM could stop remaining
x-rays and then be removed with vacuum pumps.

(5) Cooling the beamline walls below the GIMM surface temperature would help
assure the condensable gases adhere to the walls instead of the optics.

(6) A shutter system could intercept lead droplets before they reach the optics,
especially in the lower beamlines.

The baseline design employs a multilayer defense using ali the above methods except
the cover gas and cooled wall approaches. A neon cover gas resulted in extremely
difficult vacuum pumping requirements. Instead, the baseline design provided a lead
vapor cover gas by flowing hot lead through porous beamport walls and depending on
the laser prepulse to remove any recondensing lead from the optic surfaces.

Prometheus-LR_actorSubsystemsOverview- The subsystems that make up the
reactor subsystem include the reactor vacuum vessel, vacuum pumping system, target
injection, first wall, blanket, and the primary coolant systems. A wetted-wall reactor
cavity concept is common to both the Prometheus-L and Prometheus-H reactor
designs. The common cavity concept will be described in some detail for the
Prometheus-L concept, and only the differences will be noted in the Prometheus-H
description. Ali aspects of the cavity design are presented in detail in Section 6.8.

An elevation view of the central reactor cavity configuration is shown in
Figure 6.3.1-16. The radial and elevation builds of the cavity are defined in this figure
as is the dimensional configuration of the vacuum pumping system discussed below.
Dimensions of the buik shielding walls (1.3 m thick) are also defined.

Prometheus-L FW/Blanket Subsystem - The cavity first wall (FW) system employs
liquid lead (Pb) which both cools and protects the silicon carbide (SIC) FW structure.
Liquid lead bleeds through the porous first wall reactor facesheet, forming a protective
liquid film on the surface. The microexplosion of the DT targets release three forms of
fusion energy: neutrons, x-rays, and target debris ions. The energies from x-rays and
target debris ions induce in surface heating of the Pb film, evaporating a portion of the
film. As thefilm surface cools, the evaporated Pb condenses on the surface where the
energy is conducted through the porous FW and is removed by convection into the
flowing liquid Pb coolant. Also, a portion of the neutron energy is collected in the
flowing Pb coolant as volumetric heating.

The SiC composite FW is 6 cm thick, with 5 cm diameter coolant channels. The film
thickness of liquid Pb on the FW surface is 0.5 mm. Liquid Pb is pumped through the
steam generator located in the reactor building to the top of the reactor cavity where it
is distributed to the FW panels and flows downward to the collection header at the
bottom of the reactor cavity. The general arrangement of the pumps, steam generator,
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TARGETINJECTION
SYSTEM

Fig_,_re 6.3.1-16. Elevation of Central Reactor Cavity Region

and inlet and outlet manifolds is shown in Figures 6.3.1-5 and 6.3.1-6. The liquid lead
inlet/outlet temperatures are 375/5-25_C with pressures of 2.0/1.5 MPa, respectively.

The remaining useful neutron energy is captured in the blanket system. This helium
cooled, solid breeder blanket system features SiC composite structure for a Li20
peeble bed breeder with helium purge. The blanket section of the cavity is composed
of stacked ring modules, each connected to helium manifolds in back of the blanket

modules. Vertical supply and return headers supply helium coolant to/from the top of
the reactor where inlet and outlet helium lines are located. (This configuration is
shown in detail in the maintenance section of the report in Figures 6.3.2-4 and
6.3.2-5). Helium outlet lines connect the vacuum vessel to the helium steam

generation components in the steam generator building. The general arrangement of
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these components is shown in Figures 6.3.1-4 and 6.3.1-6. The hot helium flows
through the steam generator releasing its energy to feedwater which is converted to
steam for the power conversion system. A helium circulator driven by a steam turbine
returns the helium back to the reactor blanket system via the helium inlet lines to the

top of the reactor cavity. Tritium is bred in the breeder zones of the blanket and is
collected by a separate helium purge system. The blanket tritium breeding ratio is
1.20.

The blanket inlet/outlet helium temperatures are 400/650°C with a inlet pressure
of 1.5 MPa. The total pressure drop within the helium coolant system is 85 kPa with
33 kPa in the blanket. The total blanket thickness is 104 cm which is made up of
60 cm breeder zone, 20 cm reflector zone, 6.5 cm for inner/outer SiC structure, and

17.5 cm for internal plenum manifolding.

.prometheu_-L Vacuum Pumpiog Subsystem - The propagation of the laser light
beams within the reactor cavity required that the vacuum system pump the cavity to a
base pressure of 1-3 mtorr prior to each pulse. Noncondensible gases of hydrogen,
helium, deuterium, and tritium from each target implosion are pumped by a system of
30 vacuum cryopumps. These pumps are arranged in clusters of ten pumps, each at
three radial locations around the reactor cavity. The detail configuration is shown in
Figure 6.3.1-16. A reactor building cross-section in Figure 6.3.1-17 shows the vacuum

a
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i
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|! =

II J

J
Figure 6.3.1-17. Vacuum Pumping/Reactor/Final Optics Systems Interface
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pumping system relative to the cavity and laser beam lines. Pumps are attached to a
3-m diameter plenum which is connected to the vacuum vessel by a 2-m diameter duct
attached to the vacuum vessel at each location. Radiation shielding 1-m thick
surrounds this enclosure. Vaporized lead and carbon are assumed to recondense
within the cavity or at the vacuum pump duct inlets. The design aspects of the vacuum
pumping system are discussed in detail in Section 6.6.

Prometheus-L Target InjectionSystem Reactor Interface - The Prometheus-L concept
uses the direct-drive targets. An electromagnetic injection system injects targets into
the reactor ,.__vityat a rate of 5.65 per _econd (484 x 103 per day). The single shell
targets are 6 mm in diameter. The target injection interface with the reactor cavity is
shown in Figure 6.3.1-16. This injection system is discussed in detail in Section 6.4.4.

Prometheus-L ReactorVacuum Vessel - The reactor vacuum vessel shown in
Figure 6.3.1-16 provides the required pressure boundary for the reactor. A vessel
radial build of 0.5 m is allocated for the overall structural arrangement although the
overall actual vessel pressure boundary thickness will be only a few cm. The material
for the vessel is a low activation ferritic steel material. There is some power loss
through the FW/blanket system, thus the vessel will require heat removal capability.
This could be an active, iiouid cooled system or perhaps a passive, convective system
over the outside of the ,_ssei.

6.3.1.2 .P..rometheus-H- The Prometheus-H reactor power plant employs a single-
beam linear induction accelerator(LINAC) driver designto deliver the necessary
energy to the indirectdrive targets. Site plans for the Prometheus-Hreactor design
powerplant are shownin Figures6.3.1-18 through6.3.1-20. Presented are a trimetric
view of the plant site, a plan view of the plantsite, and a buildingdefinitionplan view,
respectively. These figuresshowthe configurationalarrangementof the heavy ion
beam drivercomponentsand the interfacewith the 59-m diameter IFE reactor building.
The heavy ion beam drivercomponentsare located in a networkof tunnel complexes
with a total lengthof 2700 m. Two m_inbeam bundlesenter the reactor buildingfrom
two sides, 180° apart. Typical IFE power plantbuildings(administration,auxiliary,
turbine, steamgenerator, ta,get factor3,,and tritiumprocessing)complete the site
complex. Notice that Figure6.3.1-20 showsthe mutingof the LINAC with brokenlines.
Figures 6.3.1-18 and 6.3.1-19 show the site plan with the full 2700-m length of the L
heavy ion driver shown to scale.

Prometheus-H Driver - General Owrvi_,w - This driver is a single-beam induction
linear accelerator (LINAC) design whicl'_generates and accelerates a sequential
series of 18 heavy ion beamlets with a total energy output of 7.8 MJ. The technical,
theoretical, and operational aspects of this driver system are discussed in
Section 6.5.2.
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¢;gure 6.3.1-18. Prometheus-H Plant Site Trimetric View
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Figure 6.3.1-19. Prometheus-H Plant Site Plan View
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Figure 6.3.1-20. Prometheus-H Building Plan View

The major subsystems are the heavy ion LINAC, storage rings, buncher accelerator,
final transport, final focus, and channel formation sections. The major components
and general arrangement of these subsystems are shown in a sketch in
Figure 6.3.1-21 with the final focus and channel formation subsystems located inside
the reactor building not shown in detail. These subsystems will be discussed in the
sections below. A heavy ion source on the front end of the LINAC generates and
injects the 18 heavy ion (Ph) beamlets into the single-beamline LINAC section where
they are accelerated to the desired energy state. From the LINAC section, the
18 beamlets are stored in a set of 14 vertically-st_cked storage rings which store the
beamlets (12 mai_, and 6 prepulse beamlets) u;_til the proper time for release. The six
prepulse beamlets are stored in two storage rings with three sequential beamlets in
each storage ring (one storage ring for each set of prepulse beamlets going to each
side of the reactor). At the proper time, the beamlets from first the prepulse and then
the main beamlet storage rings are simultaneously released into 14 parallel
beamlines leading to the buncher accelerators. There are two separate buncher
accelerators_one for the prepulse beamlets (196-m long) and one for the main
beamlets (85-m long). The buncher accelerators compress the beamlet lengths to
achieve the required pulse lengths for both the prepulse (30 ns) and main (7.3 ns)
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Figure 6.3.1-21. Schematic of Heavy Ion Driver Subsystems

beamlets. The buncheracceleratorconsistsof 14 parallel beamlines--two for the
prepulsebeamlets and 12 for the main beamlets.

From the buncher accelerators, the prepulse and main beam routes separate intotwo
identical 180 m long routes to the center of the reactor cavity. The typical routes enter
the reactor building 180° apart with each route containing a vertical stack of seven
parallel beamlines---six for the main beamlets and one for the prepulse beam (made
up of three sequential beamlets). At the entrance to the reactor building system, the
six main beams on each side are routed from the vertical stack to a conical array with a
half angle of 8.54°, allowing ali beams to be focused to a midplane point on the outer
diameter face of the blanket cylindrical section. The prepulse beam line on the top of
the vertical stack is routed to the horizontal, axial centerline of the conical array
focusing on the same point. At this point, a lead-vapor gas jet forms an aero window
over the 2-cm diameter cylindrical opening through the blanket module to the reactor
cavity. Thisaero wi_.dowserves as an electron stripping cell, allowing the beams to
become one beam which is a highly charged, high current, self-pinched beam for
transport through the final 5.64 m of cavity environment to the target at the center of the
cavity. The prepulse beam arriving first forms a plasma channel for the following six
main beams. Ali seven beams from each side (prepulse beams first, then main
beams) strike the ends of an injected, indirect drive target in the center of the reactor
cavity. The target implodes, releasing 719 MJ of energy to the reactor cavity at the rate
of 3.5 pulses per second.
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LINAC Subsystem - The LINAC subsystem consists of the heavy ion source/injector,
ramped gradient sections, and fixed gradient sections. These components are located
in a tunnel system with a nominal width of 10 m. In order to minimize the length of the
tunnel network, a "hair-pin" arrangement of the tunnel system is used to house the
2200-m LINAC subsystem. The front end of this system is the heavy ion source and
injector which contains ali the components necessary to deliver heavy ion beams with
the required properties to the ramped gradient portion of the LINAC. Representations
of the source/injector portions of the LINAC subsystem were not developed in this
study other than to represent the general location of the heavy ion source location on
the site plan in Figure 6.3.1-20. The source/injector operates in "burst" mode, injecting
a sequential set of 18 beamlets into the ramped gradient section at a repetition rate of
3.5 cycles per second. Specific parameters for the injector are discussed in
Section 6.5.2.

The ramped and fixed gradient sections of the LINAC both accelerate and compress
the injected beams traveling down the 2200-m length of the LINAC. The main
components of the single beam LINAC are induction core modules and
superconducting quadrupole magnets. These components are arranged in alternating
fashion along the single beamline as shown in the schematic in Figure 6.3.1-21. The
LINAC baseline configuration of the induction cores and the quadrupole magnets is
shown in Figure 6.3.1-22. Note that the outer diameter and the length of the induction
cores and the effective width of the superconducting quadrupole magnets change
along the length of the LINAC system. Figure 6.3.1-22 shows those dimensions at
three points--at the i_jector, at the transition between the ramped and fixed gradient
sections, and at the end of the LINAC.
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Figure 6.3.1-22. Configuration of Induction Cores and Quadrupole Magnets
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The induction core modules function to accelerate the injected beamlets while the

quadrupole magnets form the transport channel in between the induction cores. The
ramped and fixed gradient sections function identically but differ in the allowed voltage
gradient as a function of position along the accelerator length. The end of the ramped
gradient section is defined as the point where the maximum gradient is reached.
Section 6.5.2 describes the technical characteristics of these sections in more depth.

A typical cross-section of the LINAC subsystem tunnel complex at one of the
maintenance buildings along the LINAC is shown in Figure 6.3.1-23. The
maintenance buildings are located 200 m apart as shown in the site plans in Figures
6.3.1-18 and 6.3.1-19. These figures shows the single beamline, folded LINAC going
in both directions--first down the tunnel system away from the heavy ion source and
then back toward the storage ring tunnel complex.
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Figure 6,3,1-13, Typical Cross-Section LINAC Tunnel Complex
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Storage Ring Subsystem - The single beam LINAC outputsthe sequential array of
18 beamlets to a verticalstack of 14 storage ringsas discussedabove inthe overview
description. The storage ringsstorethe beamletsuntilthe proper timingfor release
towardthe target in the reactorcavity. A networkof beamlineswith switchingmagnets
routesthe singlebeam outputof the LINACto the properstoragering. A plan view of
the storageringis shown in Figure6.3.1-24 which showsthe arrangement of
quadrupoleand dipole magnets in two semi-circulararrangementswith a short
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Figure 6.3.1-24. Storage Ring Plan View
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straight sectionin betweenfor switchingthe beamlinesinto and out of the storage
rings. The verticalstack of 14 parallel beamlinesin the storage ring is shownin the
cross-sectionalview of the storage ringtunnel complexin Figure 6.3.1-25. A detail in
this figure showsthe general arrangement of beamline componentsaroundthe
beamline.

BuncherAcceleratorSubsystem- This subsystem functions to compress the overall
length (head-to-tail length) of beamlets released from the storage ring complex to
achieve the proper beam length at the time of impact with the target. Two sets of
buncher accelerators are included in this subsection--one for the 2 prepulse beams
(196 m long) and one for the 12 main beams (85-m long). The buncher accelerator
components are identical in functional arrangement as the components in the main
LINAC; i.e., the components again consists of a repeating arrangement of an induction
core in between quadrupole superconducting magnets. However in the buncher
accelerators, there are multiple, parallel beamlines. To reduce the number of
induction cores, the parallel beamlines are grouped together and are run through a
common induction core around ali the parallel beams. Within the prepulse beam
buncher accelerator, there are two parallel beam running through a common induction
core. Similarly, within the main beam buncher accelerator, there are 12 parallel
beamlines running through a common induction core. This is shown in the cross-
section of the buncher accelerator tunnel complex in Figure 6.3.1-26.

Figure 6.3.1-25. Storage Ring Tunnel Cross-Section and Typical Beam Detail
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Fi§ure 6.3.1-26. Buncher Accelerator Cross-Section

The beamlines exit the buncher accelerators at a common point and then divide up
with one prepulse beam and six main beams routed to each side of the reactor
building. The configuration and routing from LINAC to reactor is shown schematically
in Figure 6.3.1-27 by the arrangement of the typical cross-sectional configurations of
the beamlines in each major area. The configuration of components along the routes
from each major area to the next consists of the parallel beamlines with alternating
arrangement of quadrupole and dipole magnets. The quadrupole magnets maintain
the channel transport and focus, and the dipole magnets are used to bend the
beamlines aiong the curved paths. In pure straight sections with no bends, only
quadrupole magnets are needed.

Final Focus Subsystem - The final focus subsystem consists of a triplet set of
superconducting, quadrupole magnets in each beamline, and a final focus vacuum
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Figure 6.3.1-27. Beamline Configuration - Routing from LINAC to Reactor

enclosure. Components within this subsection are shown in Figure 6.3.1-28. The
function of this subsystem is to accept the set of seven beams (six main and one
prepulse) arriving from the last quadrupoles in the final transport section and to focus
the beams on a common focal point which is on the outer diameter of the blanket
cylindrical section. After passing through the triplet final focusing magnet sets, the
beams proceed by ballistic transport to the focus point. To final focus the seven beams
to a common point, the prepulse beam is routed from the vertically-stacked beamlines
to a horizontal, on-axis position and the six main beams are routed from the vertical
stack to an equally-spaced conical array around the center prepulse beamline. The
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Figure 6.3.1-28. Heavy Ion BeamFinal Focus SubsystemConfiguration

conicalarrayof six main beams has a half angleof 8.54°. The resultinginterface with
the reactorcavityis also shown in an elevationview in Figure6.3.1-29 and in a plan
view in Figure6.3.1-30. The mainbeams in the conicalarray andthe finalfocus
vacuumpumps in Figure6.3.1-29 andthe vacuum pumpsin Figure6.3.1-30 have
been rotatedaboutthe conicalcenterlineintoview for clarity.

The final focus vacuum enclosure provides an interface between the triplet magnet
sets in each beamline and the outboard face of the cylindrical blanket modules at the
midplane of the reactor cavity. This :_hielded,conical shaped enclosure forms an
intermediate pressure boundary where a base vacuum pressure o_10-5torr is
maintained by a set of two cryopumps. The pressure boundary of the enclosure
interfaces with the reactor vessel port extension at a flanged interface outside the bulk
shielding wall as shown in Figure 6.3.1-31. The reactor vacuum vessel operates at a
base vacuum pressure cf 10-1 torr provided by a vacuum pumping system to be
discussed below. The base vacuum pressure maintained within the beamlines
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Figure 6.3.1-29. Elevation View- Hl Beams/Reactor Systems Interface

passing through bore of ali the magnets in the driver (from LINAC through final focus)
is 10-9torr. Thus, the final focus vacuum enclosure provides the intermediate vacuum
pressure boundary between reactor cavity pressure of 10-1 torr and the beamline
vacuum pressure of 10-9torr.

As the seven beams enter the base of the final focus vacuum enclosure, they will pass
through a gas neutralization cell formed by a double-bottom in the vacuum enclosure.
Lead vapor gas will be puffed into this cell prior to the arrival of each set of beams in
the 3.5 Hertz repetition rate. The gas neutralization cell functions to neutralize the
charged, heavy ion beams allowing the beams to be focused to a small diameter
(6 mm) focal spot just outside the blanket.

Channel Transport Subsystem- The final subsystem in the Prometheus-H driver
system is the channel transport subsystem which is shown in Figure 6.3.1-31. lt
consists ot a lead vapor gas jet system employed to form an aero window at the final
focus point of the seven beams on each side of the reactor cavity. The aero ,'_indow
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Figure 6.3.1-30. Plan View - Hl Beams/Reactor Systems Interface

provides two functions. First, it provides a stream of lead gas vapor which serves as
an electron stripping cell. This allows first the prepulse beam and then the six main
beams to become a highly charged, high current, self-pinched beam for transport
through the final 5.64 m of cavity environment to the target at the center of the cavity.
Secondly, it separates the pressure boundary inside the reactor cavity from the
pressure boundary inside the final focus vacuum enclosure.

The lead vapor gas jet line enters the final focus vacuum enclosure on the outside of
the bulk shielding wall and is routed parallel to the main beam path. At the focus point,
the 4xl0-cm rectangular line bends on a 25-cm bend radius and intercepts the beam
path at the focus point. The gas jet line is positioned to fit snugly against the outer face
of the blanket module. At the focus point, the gas jet line has a 2-cm diameter hole
through and at 90 ° to the gas jet flow path. The gas jet line contains a center 2x2-cm

, line containing the lead vapor gas. The center line is surrcunded by _"1 outer cell
containing helium gas at 400°C to prevent the lead vapor from solidifying on the inner
walls of the center gas jet line.
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Figure 6.3.1-31. Hl Beam Channel Transport Configuration
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Prometheu_;-HReactor Subsystems Overview - Since the type of cavity and heat
transport designs for Prometheus-H are identical to the designs for Prometheus-L
except for the overall, detail dimensions, the reactor subsystems for Prometheus-H will
not be discussed in the same detail as for Prometheus-L. The discussions here and
below will simply discuss the differences between the two designs. Ali aspects of the
cavity and heat transport designs are presented in detail in Section 6.8 and 6.9,
respectively.

An elevation view of the reactor systems is shown in Figure 6.3.1-3:2. This figure
shows ali the interfaces between the reactor cavity, vacuum pumping, and heat
transport systems within the reactor and the steam generator buildings. The reactor
building for Prometheus-H is smaller (59-m diameter and 66-m height) than the
Prometheus-L building due to differences in number of beams and final focus
subsystem differences between the two systems.

Prometheus-HFW/Blanket Subsystem- These systems are identical in design to the
systems for the Prometheus-L design except for the dimensional differences. (See the
subsystem description for Prometheus-L above for further definition.) The radial and
veritical builds for Prometheus-H are shown in the elevation view of the central reactor
cavity region in Figure 6.3.1-33. This figure is comparable to Figure 6.3.1-13 for
Prometheus-L

Figure 6.3.1-32. Elevation View - Reactor Systems/Heat Transport Interface
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Figure 6.3.1-33. Prometheus-H Elevation of Central Reactor Cavity Region

prom_theus-H Vacuum PumDinqSubsystem - The configurationof the vacuum
pumpingsystemfor the reactorcavity is also definedby Figure6.3.1-33. A systemof
three vacuumpumpson each of four portspumpthe reactorcavitydownto a base
pressureof 10-1 torr, removingnoncondensiblegases of hydrogen,helium,deuterium,
and tritium..The vacuum pumpsare Rootsblowerpumpingsystems. The pumpsare
attached to a 1.5-m diameterplenumwhich is reducedto a 1.0-m diameter duct
attached to the vacuumvessel at each port location. The inletdiameterfor each pump
is 0.5-rn diameter. Four 1.0-m diameter holesthroughthe blanket/FW subsystem
completethe vacuum duct systemto the innercavity. For a technicaldescriptionof the
vacuum systemoperation,referto Section6.6

Prometheus-HTarget InjectionSystemReactor Interface- The targets selected for the
Prometheus-H concept are indirect drive targets. A pneumatic target injection system
injects targets at the rate of 3.5 per second (302,400 per day). The injection system is
described in more detail in Section 6.4. The target injection system is depicted by
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Figure 6.3.1-34. The system feeds, loads, and pneumatically injects targets with an
acceleration of 100 g's through rifled barrels 20-m long. Multiple barrels permit
complete evacuation of ¢_,ch barrel prior to the next shot. A fast-acting gate valve on
the muzzle end prevents the accelerating gas from entering the vacuum environment
of the reactor cavity. A diagnostic chamber permits determination of the target position
after launch down the ballistic guide tube. The guide tube provides a protected guide
path through the bulk shield, vacuum vessel, blanket, and FW systems to the open
cavity. This interface is shown in Figures 6.3.1-28 and 6.3.1-29.

Prometheus-H Vacuum Vessel - The reactor vessel design is the same as the design
for Prometheus-L except for the dimensional differences due to the cavity radial and
vertical build differences.

_S REECHLOADING,PNEUMATICINJECTION

ANDBARRELROTATINGCOMPONENTS

ROTATINGBARRELS(81

13_,_ _ GATE VALVE

_ /,,_/_(_,/. DIAGNOSTICCHAMBER AL, ST CGO,OFTUBE

Figure 6.3.1-34. Prometheus-H Target Injection System
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6.3.2 Plant Maintenance Approach - The approach used to define plant
maintenancetakes intoaccounttwo key factors. These factorsare (a) maintenance
predictionand planningsystemswhich use artificialintelligence(AI) methodsand
(b) the continuingimprovementof automationtechnology. Both scheduled and
unscheduledmaintenance were consideredplant maintenance requirements.
Maintenanceneeds were analyzed and the hazards in the plant were considered.
The maintenanceanalyses were includedin the reactor and p!_nt design process.
This resultedin a number of operationaland availabilityadvantages for the plant
designconsideredinthis study. Total remote maintenancewas chosen for cdtical
areas which results in no humanexposureto radionuclides.

6.3.2.1 Maintenance Requirements - The major reactor and plant systems and
componentsrequiringmaintenancewere firstdeterminedduring the study. These
were selected based upon previousmaintenanceexperience and consultationwith
the Prometheusteam membersregardingtheir respectivesystemdesigns. The
maintenanceanalysiseffort then concentratedon criticalareas which wouldhave the
most impact on the overallplantavailabilityand maintenancecosts. Table 6.3.2-1 lists
the major maintenanceitemsfor the Prometheuspowerplants. The remainingplant
itemsare addressed with a general allowance factor.

Maintenance Environment- There are many new and uniquerequirementswhich are
associatedwith the IFF:reactorplantdesigns. The reactorvesse_operates with an
internalpressureof a few mtorrfor Prometheus-Land 100 mtorr for Prometheus-H.
The lowpressure regions extend intothe laser beamlinesoutto the vacuum windowat
the Reactor Buildingwall for Prometheus-L. For Prometheus-H,the completelengthof
the heavy ion beam lines is at an even lower pressure(10.5 to 10"9torr). During
reactoroperation,radiationlevelsof 1.8 x 107 rads per hourare expected insidethe
reactor hall, principallyfrom neutronsoutthe back of the shield. X-ray and gamma-ray
emissionswill be presentat a lower level. The shieldsare designedto limitthe
neutronflux levelat the back of the shieldto 2 x 106 n/cm2.secduring operationwhich
equatesto a biologicaldose of 2.5 mrem/hr 24 hoursafter shutdown (2.5 mrads/hr for
equipment). The reactorhall (the regionoutsidethe bulkshieldingwalls and inside
the reactor buildingwalls) environmentwill be inerted with CO2 in order to minimize
activationof the hall atmosphere. Only remote maintenancewould be performed
duringreactoroperation. After shutdown,hands-on maintenancecould be
accomplishedfor specificneeds with remote maintenance being the preferred option.

If the beamlines are removed for maintenance, there would be the potential hazard of
lead vapor from the first wall coolant. The potential for tritium leakage also exists but
specific detritiation systems are provided in the reactor building for this purpose.

The laser building will be inerted with CO2 as a design requirement. The building will
have low level gamma radiation during operation. The operating KrF laser gas would
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also present a maintenance hazard. The LINAC tunnel complex by comparisonwill
have low levelgamma radiationwhich willbuildup as a backgrounddose duringthe
lifeof plant.

Various other hazard sources such as lasers, high voltage power lines, and alpha
emitters (e.g., uranium in the tritium storage getters) will exist. These are to be
expected not only in the reactor building, target factory, driver buildings, and hot cell
facility, but also associated with the transfer routes between these buildings. The hot
cells and lead cleanup facilities will have comparatively high levels of radioactive
contaminants.

Table 6.3.2-1 Major Maintenance Items

Ma!orItemsCommonTo BothReactorTyPes

FirstWall Panels
Blanket Modules
ReactorVacuumPumps
BlanketTritiumExtractionPumps
ReactorComputerControlSystem
FirstWall Lead CoolingPump
FirstWall CoolantHeatExchanger(lead to steam)
Lead Drain Pump
Lead DecontaminationSystem
Helium ExtractionPump
Helium DecontaminationSystem
TritiumExtractionLoop
BlanketHeliumCoolantPumps
BlanketCoolantHeat Exchanger(heliumto steam)
Heat Exchangers
HeliumLowand High PressureReheaters
Steam Turbines
Alternators/Generators
Transformers
Target Factory

LaserOotionSoecificItems

Target Injector(electromagneticinjection)
LaserAmplifiers
Gas CirculationBlowers
LaserGas Heat Exchanger
LaserOpticsVacuumBackingPumps
FinalOpticalElements

Heavy IonODtionSDecificItems

Target Injector (pneumatic injection)
Heavy Ion Accelerator Modules
Ion Beam Vacuum Backing Pumps
Magnets
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6.3.2.2 Fault Diaanosis and Maintenance Schedulinq - Fault diagnosis and
maintenanceschedulingtechnologyare evolvingquickly. These capabilitiesare
expectedto be extensivelyused duringthe deploymentof the fusion reactorpower
plants. Artificial intelligence-based tools will continue to be improved for both fault
diagnosis and maintenance scheduling.
Built-in-test (BIT) systems for fault diagnosis are becoming more powerful with the
capability to minimize the repair site diagnostic skills. The repair time is minimized by
rapid selection of correct replacement parts and notification of the appropriate repair
specialis, auilt-in-test systems use both top-down and bottoms-up system models with
a combination of driver software and firmware incorporated. Faults are analyzed by
the driver software traversing a system failure modes model and selecting test results
from the diagnostic firmware to define the failed part. Fault dependencies can be
determined to predict future malfunctions or failures. The U.S. Navy has positive
experience with BIT systems such as those used in the ANSAR8 surveillance system.

Scheduling systems have been used for many years in manufacturing. With the
advent of low overhead computerized systems, applications in maintenance
scheduling and coordination are being developed and used. Such systems allow
optimization of maintenance personnel and equipment, thus minimizing plant
downtime and the required spares inventory.

6.3.2.3 Maintenance Options - There are three general options for the
maintenanceof the fusion reactor plants.

• Hands-On Maintenance - This includes regular contact maintenanceor contact
maintenancein a controlledarea with a partial or full change of clothingwhich
may includea ventilated or "bubblesuit".

• Semi-Remote Maintenance - Maintenance is accomplished using long handled-
tools or from behind temporary shielding.

• Fully-Remote Maintenance- Maintenance iscarried out withtotally remote
devicessuch as manipulatorsor roboticdevices. The operator is removed from
the work place.

The type of maintenanceprocedure adopted is determined by the degree of protection
required,the hazards, and the type and intensityof radiation present. There is usually
a time penalty associatedwith the semi-remote or fully-remote options. However, if the
operation is highly repetitive, task automation may be employed to improve
maintenancetimes.

6.3.2.4 Maintenance Approach Choices- The maintenance approach for a
major powerplant is optimizedto maximizethe plant availability. This is best achieved
by use of plannedmaintenance actionson key systems in order to prevent expensive,
unplanned plant outages.
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Scheduled Maintenan(;:e- Scheduled maintenance consists of preventative
maintenance actions both on a regular basis and during planned plant outages.
Maintenance prediction and planning systems using AI techniques are used to
schedule maintenance tasks for minimal downtime. These prediction and pla_lning
systems are used in conjugation with sensor input to identify parts with early wearout
or potential failure tendencies. Identification of these parts allows replacement during
the planned maintenance periods. Due to the lack of statistical data on this approach,
the reliability, availability, and maintainability (RAM) analysis reported in Section 6.3.3
did not consider these potential benefits in availability.

Unscheduled Maintenance - Unscheduled maintenance consists of downtime due to
unforeseen failures or premature wearout. Unscheduled maintenance is very costly
and time consuming. Frequently only repair of one element is accomplished and no
other parallel maintenance activities can be accomplished. Failure of components can
happen at any time and under any load conditions, frequently at full load conditions.
Other systems can be damaged as a result of the initiating failure. Replacement parts
may not be available for immediate installation thus causing further delays.
Unscheduled maintenance should be minimized to the greatest extent possible with
scheduled maintenance.

6.3.2.5 Reactor Maintenance - The Reactor Equipment is the most important
system relative to the availabilityparameter. The Reactor Equipment was chosen for
the most extensive analysis in the study. Of the two Prometheusconcepts, the laser-
option reactor vessel was examined in more detail due to the more difficultaccess.
Site layoutsof the two reactor design,sare shown in Figure 6.3.2-1. This figure
illustratesthe ReactorBuilding and the Hot Cells where maintenance will be
performed on the removed radioactivecomponentssuch as the wall and blanket
modules. At the center of the laser Reactor Building,the 60 laser beamlines are
shown. These beamlines,which are equally spaced around the complete sphere,
provedto have the more difficultmaintenance. Figure 6.3.2-2 is a cross-section
through the laser-option Reactor and Driver Buildingwhich illustratestwo of the laser
drivers and four of the beamlineswhich penetrate the reactorchamber. Also shown
are the plumbingand steam generators for the helium and lead primary coolant
systems. Figure 6.3.2-3 illustratesthe comparable heavy ion-drivenReactor Building
with the diametrically opposed beam bundles.

The reactor designs for both reactor concepts are well suited for repair and
replacement with the adopted vertical maintenance scheme. The top of the reactor
vessel is removable with ali internal parts lifted upwards. The only required bottom
access is to the lead coolant outlet pipe and contaminated lead outlet pipe.
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Figure 6.3.2-1 Plant Site Plans for Two Reactor Design Options
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Figure 6.3.2-4 is a cross-sectionof the reactorwhich illustratesthe major equipment
components. The primary heliumcoolantinletandoutletductsenter fromthe top of
the vessel. These ducts connect to coolant manifolds which in turn connect with the
blanket modules. Lead coolant has separate inlet and outlet plumbing. Large vacuum
ducting must also be disconnected to remove the blanket modules. To facilitate
maintenance, the reactor vessel is subdivided into five equally-spaced sectors as
shown in Figure 6.3.2-5. Each maintenance sector has independent supports and
plumbing systems. Moreover, the blanket modules are divided into six separate
vertical levels, each supplied by separate manifolds. More detail on the laser-driven
reactor vessel with the beamlines in place is shown in Figure 6.3.2-6. The vacuum
pumps are located outside the right-circular cylindrical bulk shield. Only the first wall,
blanket, vacuum vessel, coolant piping, beamlines, and target injector are inside the
shield boundary. The laser beams are projected to the center of the cavity for clarity.

A trimetric view of the heavy ion beam-driven reactor is shown in Figure 6.3.2-7. This
vessel is slightly smaller with the radius of the first wall being 4.5 meters. The most
discernible difference is the relative lack of penetrations in the heavy ion case. Only
one of the ion beamline sets is shown in this view. The ion beams converge at the
back face of the blanket. Only a two-centimeter diameter hole is required through the
blanket and wall. The only sizable openings in the first wall are the vacuum pump
ports. Ali other maintenance features of the two reactor chamber options are identical.

Reactor Assembly and Disassembly - Because the laser and the heavy ion-driven
reactor have similar maintenance requirements and design concepts, the reactor
vessm assembly and disassembly procedures have many common features. The
procedures for the laser option will be discussed as the nominal case because it is the
more demanding.

Many of the assembly and disassembly operations are conducted from the interior of
the vessel with access from above. Typical of these activities is the removal of first wall
panels every 5-10 years. External access to the reactor vessel is also required.
Figure 6.3.2-2 illustrates the cylindrical bulk shield wall surrounding the reactor vessel.
A circular shield cover will be removed vertically to provide overhead access. This will
allow access to the coolant ducts and laser beamlines. The target injection system will
also be accessible. Maintenance will be accomplished with long-reach manipulators
from above and mobile devices from below or along the shield wall. Local contamina-
tion control boundaries will be erected to prevent the spread of contamination from
worksites.
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Figure 6.3.2-4 Reactor Vessel Cross Section with Major System Components Shown
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Figure 6.3.2-7 General Arrangeme.t of the Major Heavy Ion-Driven Reactor Equipment

The general procedure for disassembly will be as follows:

(a) The lead coolant system is drained and the firstwall is flushed of the lead
coolant.

(b) The shield slabs in the floor of the upper access chamber, as shown in
Figure 6.3.2-2, are removed to gain access to the reactor vessel.
Figure 6.3.2-8 is a view looking downwards at the reactor vessel. The
building floors are not shown for clarity. The remote maintenance
equipment will then be installed and moved into position.

(c) Sections of the coolant plumbing (see Figures 6.3.2-9 and 6.3.2-10) will be
removed to provide clear access to the top of the vessel.

(d) Sections of the laser beamline ducting are disconnected and removed.
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Figure 6.3.2-8 Access to Reactor Vessel with Upper Bulk Shielding and Helium
Coolant Ducting Removed

(e) The target injectionsystemis removedfromthe top of the reactorvessel. This
procedure is furtherdescribed in a followingparagraph.

(f) The top of the reactorvessel is unboltedat the flangejointand any seal welds
cut. Figure6.3.2-11 illustratesa remote manipulatorworkingon the attachment
flange.

(g) Reactor vessel top is removedand placed inthe upperaccess tunnel as shown
in Figure6.3.2-3 (heavy ion option).

(h) Helium manifoldsare disconnectedfrom the large heliuminletand outlet
piping. Figure 6.3.2-12 showsthe reactorvessel withthe upper helium
manifold removedand the manifold-to-ductattachmentjoint visible.
Figure6.3.2-13 showsthe vesselwith the heliummanifoldliftedclear.

(i) The first (top) blanket ring is removed after its support attach points are
released, revealing the first wall dome as shown in Figure 6.3.2-14.

(j) The second blanket ring is removed after its support attach points are released.
This enables removal of the first wall dome as shown in Figure 6.3.2-15.
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Figure 6.3.2-9 Segment of Reactor Vessel with Coolant Ducting
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Figure 6.3.2-10 Segment of Reactor Vessel Showing Some Laser Ducts Removed
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Figure 6.3.2-11 Remote Manipulator Working on Vessel Lid Attachment Flange
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Figure 6.3.2-12 Reactor Vessel with Lid and Top Ring Manifold Removed
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Figure 6.3.2-13 Reactor Vessel with Manifolds Removed
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Figure 6.3.2-14 Reactor Vessel with Upper Blanket Ring Removed
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Figure 6.3.2-15 Reactor Vessel with First Wall Top Dome Removed
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(k) The remainder of the blanket rings and first wall panels can then be removed in
a similar sequence.

_FirstWell Atl;achment - The method cf mounting and transferring loads from the first
wall panels to the underlying structure was investigated to determin9 concept
feasibility. A number of options were evaluated for the central cylindrical portion of the
wall. This section of the wall is comprised of vertical wall panels as seen in
Figure 6.3.2-16. These panels are assembled in a ring with the radial reaction taken
by the blanket module edges. Figure 6.3.2-17 shows two options, composite leaf
springs or adjustable wedges, for applying this preload. Detailed analyses of these
approaches will be required as the design evolves.

6.3.2.6 Reactor Building Maintenance - Due to the number and the variation of
components requiring maintenance in the Reactor Building along with the high level of
the conceptual design study, only the maintenance of a few key systems were
investigated to demonstrate applicable principles. Figure 6.3.2-18 illustrates the
Reactor Building maintenance equipment and provisions. The bubbles indicate the
location of various overhead cranes, mobile devices, and remote manipulators which
are explained in the following figures and paragraphs.

Maintenance of the Target Injector Svstem- The target injection system for the laser
option is located at the top of the reactor and is mounted along the vertical axis of the
machine. [The target injection system for the heavy ion beam option is located near
the midline of the vessel in the vicinity of one of the beamline clusters.] The

electromagnetic target injection system for the laser option is approximately 2 meters
long. See Section 6.4.4 for additional information on this system.

This injection system is serviced from above as shown in Figure 6.3.2-19.
Transportable power manipulators will be used in these service operations. Other
maintenance equipment includes the overhead crane, target injector lifting rig,
adjustable balancing beam, and assorted special purpose tools.

The target injection systems is removed from the operating position and transferred
directly to the hot cell. This is achieved by attaching a lifting rig to the pellet feed line
and disconnecting the feed line from the injector using the transportable power
manipulator with an appropriate tool. When the line is free, it is lifted from the injector
by the main crane. The main target injection system attachment locking device is
disconnected and the injection system is removed by the main overhead crane for
maintenance actions in the hot cell.

Final Mirror Maintenance- There are 60 laser beamlines symmetrically located around
the reactor cavity. This arrangement provides the necessary direct drive target
illumination uniformity. The beamlines are maintained with an interior pressure of a
few mtorr. Bulk shielding is provided individually around each beamline out to and
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Figure 6.3.2-16 Vertical First Wall Panels are Attached to Blanket Modules

beyond the grazing incidence mirrors, the final mirrors, the neutron trap, and the
neutron, which ali lie inside the reactor building wall. Figure 6.3.2-20 illustrates a
typical beamline arrangement and its principal elements. Both the grazing incidence
metal mirror (GIMM) and the final focusing mirror must be replaced on a periodic basis,
perhaps every 5 to 15 years depending upon material and coating developments.
Beamline support structures allow attainment of the requisite beamline and mirror
alignment requirements. The mirrors will also be cooled to maintain stable
temperature and dimensional requirements. The mirrors will be removed and
replaced with prealigned slide mounts to affect near final alignment. Final alignment
will be accomplished with feedback from a surrogate target. Vernier adjustments will
be made with the mirror mounts. Remote manipulators will be used to gain access to
the mirror systems and remove/reattach the cooling fittings, if required.
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Figure 6.3.2-17 First Wall Attachment Options
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Figure 6.3.2-18 Reactor Building Maintenance Equipment and Provisions

Y_cuum Pur,'jD Maintenance - The react3r chamber vacuum pumps are located on

three main vacuum I_ump modules. Each pump module has ten cryogenic vacuum

pumps on the upper surface of the module. The general arrangement is shown is

several view_ on Figure 6,3.2-21. The vacuum pump provides pumping of the reactor
chamber noncondensab_e gases to obtain a base pressure of a few. mtorr. The lead

condensation removes most of the condensable gases and traps some of the
non=ondensable gases. Figure 6.3.2-21 illustrates the relation of one of the vacuum
modules compared to the beamlines and the wall/blanket sector.

The cryogenic vacuum pumps are very reliable. The only moving parts are the slide

valves. During routine maintenance, these slide valves and pumps would be serviced

or replaced. An overhead gantry crane would be used with a telescopic m_,nipulator
mast as shown in Figure 6.3.2-22. The ma_t has an interface with a dextrous and

power manipulator. Pumps are mounted on manifolds such that the removal of the

fixing clamp will allow vertical movement of the pump. Detailed maintenance will be
accomplished in the hot cell.
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Note: For Exo-Vessel maintenance or preparation work prior to removing Cavity Cap,
the Transportable Power Manipulator is attached to an installed base.

Figure 6.3.2-19 Main Bridge Crane and Exo-Vessel Maintenance of Target
Injection System
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Figure 6.3.2-20 Remote Handling Equipment for Final Optical Elements

Liauid Lead Steam Generator Maintenance - Three liquidlead steam generatorsare
mountedin the area outsidethe bulkbiologicalshieldat the -19 meter level. The
liquidlead leavingthe firstwall coolingcircuit,at the bottom of the reactorvessel, is
pumped intothe top of the steam generator. The lead flowsdownwardthroughthe
generator,exitingto be returnedto the top of the firstwall system.

Liquidlead steam generators will requireperiodic maintenance and replacement.
Before performingmaintenance,the liquidlead must be drained fromthe entirecircuit.
A firstwall liquiddrain tank is located inthe basement. Inspectionand minor
maintenance of tube headers can be made by accessing an entrance port at the
bottom of the generator with a floor-mounted manipulator. Similarly, the bottom of the
water circuit can be desludged by gaining access via a port at the bottom of the
generator. For major repair, the steam generator would be replaced and repairs
accomplished in the hot cell.
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Figure 6.3.2-21 Sector of Bulk Shield Wall Showing Positions of Vacuum
Pumps Relative to Laser Beamlines
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Figure 6.3.2-22 Schematic Arrangement of Remote Handling Equipment
for Vacuum Pump Room

To facilitate handling and removal, steam generators are mounted in racks similarto
those devisedfor chemical vessels in reprocessingplants. This arrangementis shown
in Figure6.3.2-23. Disconnectionand liftingfunctionsare carriedout with a bridge
crane and manipulatorsystem(bothdexterousand power). The rack is both a lifting
rigand a strongback for the vessel. Vessels are normallyconnectedto the feed lines
by jumper pipes. When jumper pipesare disconnectedand fasteners for the support
rack are removed,an overheadcrane can transferthe whole assemblyfrom an
operatingpositionto the hotcell or decontaminationfacility. When replacingthe unit,
the rack has passivefeatureswhich automaticallylocatethe vessel and alignthe
jumper pipe for remote connection.

Helium Steam Generator Mpint_nance- The helium steam generatorsare more
remotefromthe reactor vessel. Levelsof radiationare lowerdue to the environment
and limitedtritiummigrationwithinthe heliumcoolant. However, there will be tritium in
the coolant. Thus, the heliumcircuitsmustbe detritiatedto allow hands-onaccess
with bubblesuits. Figure6.3.2-24 illustratesthe size of the generatorsand
maintenancewith an overhead crane.
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Figure 6.3.2-23 Lead-Steam Generator Maintenance
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Figure 6.3.2-24 Helium-Steam Generator Maintenance
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First Wall Liouid Lead Drain Tank Maintenance - The first wall coolant liquid lead drain
tanks are located below the reactor vessel in the basement. To aid in replacement, the
tanks are supported in equipment racks which are designed for remote replacement.
Figure 6.3.2-25 shows the general arrangement and extent of the maintenance
equipment. Minor maintenance actions on valves can be accomplished in place with
replacement of parts. Larger items will require removal and replacement of the entire
unit. The rack has location and alignment features which allow remote operations.

.ContaminatedLiouidLead Hold UD Tank Maintenance - The contaminated liquid lead
holdup tank is located in the basement alongside the drain tank. This tank collects the
liquid lead which has a high level of contamination and is awaiting processing. The
maintenance actions are identical to the liquid lead drain tanks.

6.3.2.7 Driver Building Maintenance - The two driver concepts chosen for
Prometheusrequiredifferent maintenance approaches and equipment.
Figure6.3.2-1 previouslypresentedthe siteplan for the two reactors. The laser
optionusesan annulardriver building,as shownin Figure 6.3.2-2, surroundingthe
reactor building. The laser driver is designedfor an on-line maintenanceof critical
componentsin order to maximizethe systemavailability. Moreover,the systemis
designedwithenough redundancyinthe main laser amplifiersystemsto
accommodatea numberof failureswithoutadverselydegradingthe system
performance interms of target illuminationuniformity.One of the criticaldriversystem
maintenancetasks is the replacementof the discharge laser poweramplifiermodules.
Figure6.3.2-26 illustratesthe maintenanceequipmentused to replace the laser power
amplifiermoduleswhichare approximately0.44 m x 0.44 m x 2.0 m.

The heavy ion driveroptionuses a longbut smallcross-sectiontunnelto housethe ion
beam driverelements. A cross-sectionof the drivertunnel with overheadcranes was
shownpreviouslyin Figure6.3.1-23. The heavy ion driver maintenancewill principally
consistof change-outof the magnetsand powersupplies. The maintenancestrategy
chosen is simplyan updatingof the proceduresused on existingacceleratorssuch as
CERN. A combination of heavy lift-transporters and dexterous robots are deployed
down the accelerator tunnel to perform the change-out operation remotely with human
supervision. Figure 6.3.2-27 shows a typical existing setup for this type of operation.
Due to the serial nature of the linear accelerator system where any major system
failure causes the entire driver to be off line, the system will be optimized for high
reliability and minimum maintenance times.
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Figure 6.3.2-25 Lead Tank Maintenance
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Figure 6.3.2-26 Maintenance of the Electric Discharge Power Amplifier Module

Tritil_mBuildingand Tar_aetFactory_Maintenance- The Tritium Buildingand Target
Factory both use a significant amount of process machinery. These types of
applications are very suitable for a high degree of dedicated module replacement
automation. In both of these applications, a failure of a critical element would cause
the entire plant to be off-line. Thus the design approach is to have highly reliable
components and systems, maximize the redundance of critical systems, and design
the maintenance systems to minimize the maintenance times. The maintenance
equipment associated with these functions were not considered in detail although
general information can be found in Sections 6.4 (Target Factory), 6.7 (Fuel
Processing), and 6.11 (Remote Maintenance Systems).
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Figure 6.3.2-27 Typical Maintenance System for a Linear Accelerator

Turbine Building Maintenance - Experience in power plant turbine maintenance has
been evolvingoverdecades. The technologyproposedinthis designstudy is an
extrapolationof current technologies. This involvessignificanthands-on maintenance
usingcranes and general purposemanipulators. However,we are forecastingfor the
2030 timefrarne,which wouldsuggestincreased automationwould help speed and
improvethe maintenanceof these systems. Autonomouscranes and smart toolingwill
reduce the manual labor roleto that of supervisionand technicalexpertise.
Section6.11 provides additionalinformationon this subject.

Maintenanceand Hot Cell Facilities- The normal modeof operationfor maintenance
inthe majorityof the plant isto removeand replace failedor worn equipment. This
approachwill providethe highest level of plant availability. This approach also
reducesthe sophisticationof the local maintenanceequipmentto that requiredonlyfor
replacementand not for repair. For plantequipmentwitha high level of activation,the
equipmentwill be transferredto a specializedhot cell for repairor disassemblyand
wastedisposal. Figure6.3.2-28 portraysthe hot cell with a large number ofreactor
elements assembled in their operationalconfiguration,perhaps in preparationfor
installation. Shown in the figure is a large overheadcrane with a telescoping mast
and a dexterousrobot. The hotcell wouldhave a large numberof both general
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Figure 6.3.2-28 A Complete Set of Blanket Modules in the Hot Cell

purpose and specialized robotsand manipulatorsfor a variety of operations. The
operationsdone in the hotcell includedecontamination,failure analysis,disassembly,
repair,systemtesting,and dimensionalmockup(inspection). Due to the natureof the
work accomplishedin the hot cell, these are envisionedto bPa complete range of
operationsfrom hands-onmaintenance, human-assistedmaintenance,and
completely autonomousoperations. Componentswhich exhibit knownand
predictablewearout behaviorare candidatesfor the more automatedrepair
techniques.
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6.3.3 Reliability, Availability, and Maintainability (RAM) Analyses- This
section discusses the RAM analyses results along with the contributing factors.

. Productionof economicallycompetitiveelectric power is the ultimategoal of power
plants. Several factorscontributeto the productioncostof electricity"net power,
capitalcost, operatingcost, and plantavailability. The plant must meet certain
availability goals or attainment of ali other performance and cost goals are
meaningless. To achieve the plant availability goals, both plant reliability and
maintainability requirements must be met.

6.3.3.1 Availability Summary - For both of the Prometheus reactor plant designs,
analyses were conducted to determine the expected reliability and maintainability
values of the key plant systems. These data were combined into the inherent
availability for the respective subsystem or system. For this conceptual design, a
complete analysis could not be accomplished because of the lack of complete
technical definition of ali systems. Rather, the major plant elements were analyzed
which were estimated to account for 90% of the expected plant downtime. These data
were then extrapolated to arrive at an estimated plant inherent availability value.

Laser Heavv Ion
Inherent Availability of Major Plant Elements 89.28% 90.68%
Projected Plant Inherent Availability 88.09% 89.64%

The conversion of the plant inherent availability into the average achieved availability
takes into account the planned or unscheduled maintenance and the service
shutdown for unplanned maintenance or repair. Typical of central station power
plants, a 30-day annual shutdown is assumed. The longest scheduled task would
take 15 days at three shifts per day. To account for a refit shutdown of 60 days every
5 years, an extra yearly shutdown allowance of 6 days is added.

Laser Heavy Ion
Total time per year, days 365 365

- Less scheduled annual shutdown, days -30 -30
- Less refit allowance, days -6 -6

Attempted run time, days 329 329
- Less unscheduled maintenance time*, days -39.2 -34.1

Productive reactor time, days 289.8 294.9

Average achieved availability**, percent 79.4 80.8

Unscheduled maintenance is computed from the plant inherent availability and the
attempted run time.
The average achieved availability is the ratio of the productive reactor time to the
total time per year.

The estimated plant availability of 80% for the Prometheus reactors is well within the
availability demonstrated by current commercial nuclear power plants. Table 6.3.3-1
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Table 6.3.3-1 Reported Availability tor Existing Power Plants
(Reprinted from Nuclear Engineering International, August 1991)
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is a summary _,fnuclear plant availabilitiesaround the world which shows close to half
the plants e×c_ed 80% inherent availability. Additionally, these fission plants require
periodic fuel replacement procedures which contribut(_,to downtime. Fusion plants will
be fueled cortinuously which would offer a_:availability advantage.

The 80% availability estimate is higher than that usually quoted for the comparable
MFE conceptual design. There are several ruasons for this difference. The
Prometheus study devoted effo_ to analyze the reliability and maintainability of key
systems and then calculate the availability of the plant rather than assume a likely
range. The STARFIRE conceptual design adopted a value of 75% as an availability
goal and then developed planned and unplanned maintenance activities to achieve
the adopted goals. Most of the following MFE conceptual designs are built upon that
premise.

The Prometheus power plants can a.chieve higher availability due to the more simple
and reliable nature of the major plant elements. The reactor chamber is very simple
with little interaction with the other plant elements. The two drivers have high levels of
availability. The heavy ion driver has many magnet elements which must function in
series, but the components are not highly stressed and are expected to have high
reliability. The laser driver has a slightly lower reliability, but the ability to continue
plant operation with several power amplifiers or beam elements not functioning, or
functioning in diminished capacity, is highly beneficial. The lase, driver has a higher
degree of redundancy. The continued operation of the target plant is essential, thus
the design is structured with a high degree of redundancy in ali essential systems.
The thermal conve:sion systems, electrical plant equipment, and balance of plant are
improvements from the current proven systems. These systems will continue to make
availability enhancements for the plant.

The availability of the Prometheus IFE pcwer plants are expected to be approximately
80%. The difference between the two designs is not significant. Rather, the significant
finding is that there is an availability advantage for IFE power plants. Moreover, the
fusion power plants will be competitive with the availability demonstrated by current
nuclear fission power plants.

6.3.3.2 RAM Introduction - Reliability, Availability and Maintainability (RAM)
analysis was performed on a conceptual design for a tenth-of-a-kind commercial
electric power plant. The concept features an inertial confinement nuclear fusion
reactor representing the design maturity expected for a plant starting operation in
2045. Two design options were considered for the driver systems: the laser driver
and the heavy ion driver.

The methodology of the RAM analysis process is defined in Subsection 6.3.3.3. The
source data used in the analysis for the common and distinct elements of the two
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design options are described in Subsections 6.3.3.4 and 6.3.3.5. The analysis results
are presented and discussed in Subsection 6.3.3.6. The design impact of the RAM
study is discussed in Subsection 6.3.3.7.

6.3.3.3 Rgljability, Availability and Maintainability Methodoloay- The RAM
analysis is a numerical process. Results are determined by source data which are
combined numerically in a manner representing the complexity and interdependence
of plant compor:ents.

The plant is divided into subsystems and major components, for each of which
reliability and maintainability data is determined. Subsystems that do not impact on
plant availability, such as personnel services, are not considered.

The mathematical treatment of the data assumes that ali component failures result in a

plant outage of duration equal to the mean repair time. The exception to this is where
parallel redundancy exists, since this allows operation to continue during repairs
unless a second equipment fails while repairs are taking piace. With redundancy, the
outage is reduced, lt is also assumed that spare components and support equipment
are available on demand, repair procedures start immediately following failure, and
restarting the plant requires negligible time.

Availability is calculated as follows:
(a) Identify plant components that impact availability
(b) Determine failure rates and repair times of components
(c) Define maintenance strategy and redundancy
(d) Calculate inherent availability of both _rivers
(e) Calculate inherent availability of other key (reactor) parts
(f) Calculate overall inherent availability for key parts
(g) Estimate effect of balance of plant parts on overall availability
(h) Calculate overall inherent availability
(i) Determine annual maintenance shutdown times
(j) Determine refit shutdown time and interval
(j) Calculate achieved plant availability

Inherent Availability - Inherent availability A I is the probability that a system or

equipment used under stated conditions in a properly supported environment will
operate satisfactorily at any given time. lt accounts for outage due to corrective
maintenance. Although A I excludes preventative maintenance, logistics, and

administration outages, the reliability data used assume that preventative
maintenance is performed as specified. Failures are assumed to occur randomly with
constant probability, ignoring infancy failures, design bugs, and wear out failures after
prolonged operation.
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AI is computed from the Mean Time Between Failure (MTBF) and the Mean Time To
Repair (MT'TR)as follows:

1 MTTR

AI = 1+ Oi where outage is represented by OI = MTB"-"-F

For a subsystem consisting of N identical equipment, the value of OI is increased by
the factor N. However, when one equipment is on hot standby (redundant), outage
only occurs if a second equipment fails while the first is under repair:

1+(2N-1)Oi
AI =

(1+ NOI)(1+ NOj - Oi)

For a system consisting of several subsystems and major components, the outage is
determined by:

MTTR MTTR1 MTTR2 MTTR3
_= + + + ''"
MTBF MTBF1 MTBF2 MTBF3

MTTR and MTBF can be obtained by analyzing records of the use of field-deployed
equipment where these exist for identical or closely similar equipment. Alternatively,
they can be calculated as follows:

MTTR = Fault isolationtime + item retrieval time
+ preparation time + disassemblytime
+ interchangeor repairtime + alignmenttime
+ re-assemblytime + verificationor inspectiontime

MTBF = lwhcrc _. isthe statisticalfailure rate of an individualpart.

Ali the above MTTR and MTBF valuesare in hours;Z is millionsof hours.

AchievedAvailability- The computationof AA factorsthe calculated value of AI to
incorporatethe impact of regularservicing,preventativemaintenance, logisticsand
administration,and periodicshutdownsfor major refits includingend of life equipment
replacement. For the IFE reactorgeneratingstation,these are factoredusingoverall
valuestypical of fission plantpracticeandcomputedvalues for design specificdata.
The factoringcalculationsare providedin Section 6.3.3.1.
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6.3.3.4. FailurQ Rates and Maintenance Source Data - Failure rates and
maintenance times for subsystems and major components are used as source data for
the RAM analysisprocess. The validityof thissourcedata is determinedby the
relevanceof the availabledata sources.

For a mature technology,data is readilyavailable based on field experience. This is
the case for the non-nuclearportionsof the plantsuch as electricalgeneration.

For the newtechnologyto be used in the reactorand related subsystems,field
experienceis unavailable. Where applicable,field data on similarequipmentis
adjustedusingexpert opinionto allowfor changes of duty cycle, conditionsof
operation,etc.

In a few cases no similaritywith existing,field deployedequipmentcan be found. For
these cases the sourcedata is entirely based on expert opinion,allowingfor
technologicalmatudty to be expected in a tenth-of-a-kindplant.

Redundancyis specifiedin the givendescriptionsof severalsubsystemsand major
equipment. Generallythe need for redundancyis determinedby the need to maintain
a safety-relatedsystemor to improveinherentavailability. In addition,if a related
subsystemis already redundant,it may be feasibleto integratethe componentparts of
the two subsystems,makingboth redundant.

The estimatedfailure rate and repairtime for each subsystemand majorcomponentis
listedinTable 6.3.3-2; MTBF valuesare for singleequipment,notthe quantityneeded
for the subsystem. Table 6.3.3-2 alsocontainsnotes on such issuesas redundancy
and on-linemaintenance. The sourcesforthe data listedin Table 6.3.3-2 are
discussedin the followingparagraphs.

Sixty-six percent of the reliability and maintainability data is based on established data
or similarity to field deployed equipment, 12% is derived from detailed analyses, and
22% represents totally new technology for which opinions were obtained from experts
in these fields. This mix of data sources provides an acceptable level of confidence in
the validity of the data. Whenever possible, to further improve confidence, subsystems
with new technology are decomposed into components with available field data, as
shown in Ta_ble6.3.3-3 for the Heavy Ion Driver.

The established data which was derived from field service records and published data
is available from the following sources:

Reliability Statistics Manual (Summarized in Table 6.3.3-4), Production and
Transmission Branch, Nuclear Generation Division, Ontario Hydro

Non-electrical Parts Reliability Data (NPRD), Reliability Analysis Center, Rome, NY.
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Table 6.3.3-2. IFE Failure Rates and Repair Times for Subsystems

Data Sources _ Notes MTBF MTTR
(HRS) (HRS)

Target Dr. DouglasDrake, Largefacilityfor Cryogenicsis a mature 2924 24
Factory KMS FusionInc.; producing 300,000 field, but expect

Dr. Steven to 500,000 cryogenic problemswith pressure
Wineberg, fuel pelletsper day. system. Subjective
NPRD Deuteriumand tritium evaluation,no data from

are injectedinto field or similarequipment.
plasticcapsulewhich Deuteriumandtritium
isthen frozenand supplyfailurerate
sealed. High considered elsewhere.
pressureand Assumedthat isolated
cryogenicsare used. pellet non-conformance

is rejectedby automatic
inspectionsystem.
Special designfeatures
requiredto achieve
MTTR.

Target Dr. AliceYing, System injectsfuel Subjectiveevaluation, no 26280 24
Injector UCLA; targetsintoreactor data fromfieldorsimilar

Dr. DouglasDrake, cavity. Precisely equipment. MTTR and
KMS Fusion, Inc. alignedbefore MTBF (threeyears)are

assembly. Coolant estimated. Target gun to
flowsroundcavity be inspectedat same
penetrationwhich is time asfirstwall.
screenedfrom fusion
reaction.

LaserPower Dr. Gary Linford, 960 amplifiersused Pulsesper year = 1.6 x 556000 8
Amplifier TRW witha pulserate of 108. Requiredamplifier

5 Hz. Associated failurerate is 1 in 1010
powerunits,blowers,
gasunits. Each currentratesare 108.
amplifierweighs One hundredtimes
approx. 100 Kg. A reliabilityimprovementis
singlefailurewillnot realisticinthisrecent
shutreactordown. field. Replacement

requires disconnection
fromgas flowcirculation
system. Sixtysetsof
16 units, assumed one
unitina setcan fail
without reactor outage.
Redundant.

LaserGas NPRD Provideslaser Lossof one blower 411000 194
Circulation Table 6.3.3-3 amplifiercooling; reduceslaser power by
Blowers 10 sets of 7% whichis assumednot

16 blowers. One enoughto shut down
blowersupplies reactor. Fielddata on
6 amplifiers. Gas is similardevicesused.
circulatedat Redundant system.
100 KPa.
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Table 6.3.3-2. IFE Failure Rates and Repair Times for Subsystems (Cont.)

DataSources ._,._dl2.Eo.p_ _ _(HRS) (HRS)

LaserHeat NPRD One heat exchanger Redundant,as gas 367174 98
Exchanger Table 6.3.3-3 per sixamplifiers,as circulationblowers.

blowers.

FinalOptics NPRD The final optics The opticsthemselves 450000 4
SPAR, SolarArray consistsof a pointing are unlikelyto fail unless
ProgramRecords and alignment thevacuumchambers

systemusingthree become contaminated
magneticactuators (assumedonce every ten
each(and associated years). Fielddata on
powerunits)for 60 similardevicesused.
grazing incidence
mirrors.

Laser Optics NPRD LaserOpticsBacking Field data on similar 114929 194
Backing Table 6.3.3-3 Pumpsevacuate devices used.

laseroptics. Pumps Redundant. A hard
Pumps operateat 135 Pa. vacuumis not required

Pumpsare so MTBF data for normal
duplicated for each of pumps used. MTBF for
60 beamlines, vacuum pump is normally

64,666.

Heavy Ion Table 6.3.3-2 Two systems, each Assumedwarm iron 2190 24
Driver comprising a source magnets, which are not

and a linear particle cycled during normal
accelerator, storage operation, and heavy
ringsand a final duty cryogenicsystem to
transport section, reduce warm-up and
Superconducting cool-down times to
magnets used. achieve needed MTTR.

Reactor First Dr. Nasr Ghoniem, Thirty full length Totally new technology, 175200 120
Wall Panels UCLA porous silicon nomaterialor application

Table 6.3.3-4 carbide panels line experience base.
the inside the reactor Lifetime estimated at
cavity, cooled with three years. IvlTBF=
liquid lead which also 175,200 hours (6.7 x
coats and protects lifetime for passive unit )
the inner surface, with considerable surface

stress.

FirstWall NPRD Two centrifugal Field data on similar 114929 84
Lead Table 6.3.3-4 pumps, one on devices used.
Cooling standby.
Pump
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Table 6.3.3-2. IFE Failure Rates and Repair Times for Subsystems (Cont.)

Item Data Sources _ _ _ M'FTR
(HRS) (HRS)

FirstWall NPRD A heat exchanger Fielddata on similar 367175 98
Heat Table 6.3.3-4 consistof a fan or devices used
Exchanger compressor,cooling
(lead to pipesand the
steam) operating fluid. There

is one heat
exchangerin the
plant.

Blanket Table 6.3.3-4; The blanketsare Totally new technology, 876000 240
Assembly Dr. NasrGhoniem, hollowsiliconcarbide no materialor application

UCLA panelsfilledwithLi20 experience base.
granuleswhichare Lifetimeestimatedat five
cooledwithhelium, years.
Exposureto MTBF = 876,000 hours
neutronsbreeds (20 x lifetime for passive
tritium, unit)with no moving

parts. 180 unitsper
reactor.

Blanket NPRD Centrifugalblower Field dataon similar 114929 72
Helium Table 6.3.3-3, pumpsoperatingat devices used.
Coolant Table 6.3.3-4 1.5 MPa. Two pumps Redundant.
Pumps for each of the five

helium/steamheat
exchangers,one of
eachpair actingas
standby(redundant).

BlanketHeat NPRD Fivehelium-to-steam Similarto lead-to-steam 367175 98
Exchanger Table 6.3.3-4 heat exchangers heat exchanger. Values
(Heliumto used. factoredfor increased
steam) quantity.

Blanket NPRD BlanketTritium Field dataon similar 114929 194
Tritium Table 6.3.3-3 ExtractionPumps devices used.
Extraction feed blankettritium to Redundant.
Pumps the tritium extraction

loop. Two pumpsfor
redundancy.

Tritium NPRD Thetritiumextraction Cryogenicabsorber use 43647 72
Extraction RonaldMatsugu loopconsistsof a proventechnology. The
Loop and Otto Kveton, circulatingpumppair, systemis mostly static

CFFTP; Paul a molecularsieve bed except for the pumps.
Gierszewski with heaters,liquid Fielddata on similar

nitrogen cooling, devices used where
valvesand tanks, appropriate.24 hour

warmup/cooldowntime
assumedfor cryogenic
system.
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Table 6.3.3-2. IFE Failure Rates and Repair Times for Subsystems (Cont.)

Item Data Sources ._ Notes MTBF
(HRS) (HRS)

Reactor NPRD Ten reactorvacuum Field data on similar 64666 194
Vacuum Table 6.3.3-3 pumpsused at each devices used.
Pumps of three ports. Redundant.

Lead NPRD No description AssumeMTBF and 43647 48
Decontam- provided. MTTR are similarto the
ination TritiumExtractionLoop,

but cooldown/warmupSystem
times reduced.

Lead Drain NPRD No specification, Fielddataon similar 114929 194
Pump Table 6.3.3-3 assumedsimilarto devices used.

TritiumExtraction Redundant.
Pump

Reactor J. Richardson,OH The computercontrol Computersystemhasa 223776 224
Computer Table 6.3.3-3 systemis a safety prescribedunavailability
Control system;therefore,a of lx10 "3MTBF
System hot standbysystemis computedto achieve

alwaysavailable, this. Redundant.

Helium NPRD Assumedsimilarto Fielddataon similar 114929 194
Extraction Table 6.3.3-3 blankettritium devices used.
Pump extractionpumps. Redundant.

Two pumpsfor
redundancy.

Helium NPRD Similarto the tritium No specificdata available 43647 72
Extraction extractionloop. sodata assumedsimilar
Loop to the tritiumextraction

loop.

Heat NPRD Similarto lead-to- Field data onsimilar 367175 98
Exchangers, Table 6.3.3-3, steam heat devices used.
HeliumLow Table 6.3.3-4 exchanger. Two
and High reheatersinthe
Pressure circuit.
Reheaters
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Table 6.3.3-3. Heavy Ion Driver: Failure Rate and Repair Time Analysis

DATA SOURCES:

SSC Laboratory,TRIUMF and Fermilab,andNPRD Data
DESCRIPTION:

Comprisesionsource,LINAC, storage rings,and final transport. Onlycomponentsthat are

significantcontributorsto failure ratesand repair timesshown.
DESIGN NOTES:

Data assumesweldedwarm iron magnets,infrequentthermalcycling,minimumLorentzforce
stresses. Heavy duty cryogenicsreducewarm-upandcool-downtime. Focusingand

steeringmagnetshave similarcharacteristics.Neutronbombardmentis insufficientto cause

brittlewelds. Estimatesfinal transport magnetcount.
FAILURE RATE:

Where lifetimeisquoted, MTBF valuesare 10 x Lifetime. Redundantfunctiondata shownin

the format(functionsused)+ (% redundancy)

Device Magnets Cells HV Supplies Injectors Pumps
Lifetime/Basis Fermilab Est. 2x1011 shots

Unit MTBF hours 4,000,000 556,000 800,000 114,929 114,929i

Unit MTTR hours 24 2 2 2 194
ii

Unitsper:
Ion Source 0 0 1 1 1

LINAC 878 439 439 0 12

Storage Rings 64 0 0 0 4

FinalTransport . 96 0 0 2 2
Unit Totals 1,038 I 439 440 I 3 19

NOTE:

Vacuum pumpsfully redundantwithhot standby.

Table 6.3.3-4. In-Service Reliability Records

Equipment Units M'r-TR

Pumps/GasBlowers 16 194

(numberof records) 1 0

. (at hours) 1935

Heat Exchangers 16 404
(numberof records) 5

(at hours) 2019

ActiveComputer SafetySystems 2 224
(numberof records) 1

(at hours) 224
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6.3.3.5 Maintainability Task Analyses - For complex, highly design-specific
subsystems,maintenancefielddata is notavailable. These tasks were identified,and
maintainabilitytask analyseswere performed. Table 6.3.3-5 summarizesthe
maintainabilitytask analyses.

Table 6.3.3-5. Maintainability Task Analysis Summary

Item Activity
(Hours)

1 Remove Hemispherical Pressure Vessel Top 46
2 Remove(One) First Wall Panel 4
3 ReplaceFirstWall Panel 4
4 Remove (One) BlanketModule 4
5 Repair BlanketModule 4
6 Replace BlanketModule 4
7 Remove and ReplaceFirst Wall PanelinThirdLayer 120
8 Removeand ReplaceBlanketModuleinThirdLayer 240
9 Remove FirstWall Lead CoolantPump 19
10 Replace FirstWall Lead CoolantPump 23
11 RemoveFirstWall Lead CoolantHeat Exchanger 25
12 Replace FirstWall Lead CoolantHeat Exchanger 31
13 Remove BlanketHeliumCoolantPump 15
14 Replace BlanketHeliumCoolantPump 21
15 Remove BlanketHeliumCoolant Heat Exchanger 21
16 Replace BlanketHeliumCoolantHeat Exchanger 28
1 7 FirstWall Panel Inspection 49.8
18 Blanket Inspection 41

6.3.3.6 Reliability. _lability_a_nd Main inabilitv Analvsis R ul -The
resultsof the AI analysisof key reactor plantpartsare showninTable 6.3.3-6. The
impacton availabilityof largequantitiesof identicalequipmentand redundancy in
some subsystemshas been accountedfor in the calculations.The AI of key plant items
isthen factored down by consideringremainingequipmentand the effect of human
mistakes.The Ai values for key plant parts are defined as contributing to 90% of
unplanned maintenance down time. Human factors derating K are not included
(normally between 1.1 and 1.6) due to anticipated benefits of maintenance planning
(see Section 6.3.2).

The overall plant AA accounts for ali outages throughout the life of the plant, lt is
computed from AI by factoring in allowances for random failures in the rest of the plant
(about 40% of total), 30-day shutdowns at yearly intervals, and major refits at longer
intervals. Yearly 30-day outages for scheduled inspection, and adjustment and
service are typical practice for existing commercial nuclear fission generating plants.
The outage times for major reactor refits and the interval between them take into
account the expected life of the Blanket and First Wall and the total replacement times
for them as calculated in Table 6.3.3-5 and summarized in Table 6.3.3-7. Note that
these times include a concurrent portion since the First Wall must be removed to
access the blanket.
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,li n

Table 6.3.3-6. IFE Inherent Availability Computations

MTBF
Subsystem Factor Redundancy Sets MTTR Ai

Tamet Subsystem
Target Factory 2924 1 24 99.18
Target Gun 26280 1 24 99.90

LaserDriverOptionOnly
LaserAmplifier 556000 16 60 8 99.98
LaserAmplifierBlower 411000 16 10 194 99.46
LaserHX 367174 16 10 98 99.82
FinalOptics 450000 60 4 99.94
Optics Backing Pumps 114929 2 60 194 97.98

Complete Laser Driver 97.24
Heaw Ion DriverOotionOnly

Magnets 4000000 1038 24 99.38
InductionCells 556000 439 2 99.84
HV Supplies 800000 440 2 99.89
Injectors 114929 3 2 99.99
Vacuum Pumps 114929 2 19 194 99.79

Complete Heavy IonDriver 98.91
iBgCVy.

ReactorFirstWall 175200 30 120 97.98
CoolantPumps (Ph) 114929 2 1 84 99.99
CoolantHX IPb/Waterl 367175 1 98 99.97

BlanketAssembly 876000 180 240 95.30
BlanketCoolant Pumps(He) 114929 2 5 72 99.99
BlanketHX (He/Water) 2671 75 5 98 99.81
TritiumExtractionPump 114929 2 1 194 99.99
TritiumExtractionLoop 43647 1 72 99.83

ReactorMiscellaneou_
Reactor Vacuum Pumps 64666 10 3 194 99.27
Lead DecontaminationS/S 43647 1 48 99.89
Reactor Lead Drain Pump 114929 2 1 194 99.99
Reactor ControlS/S 223776 2 1 224 99.99
He ExtractionPump 114929 2 1 194 99.99
He ExtractionLoop 43647 1 24 99.94

Summarv

Laser Option 89.28
Heavy Ion Option 90.68

Note: HV = High Voltage S/S = Subsystem HX = Heat Exchanger

Table 6,3.3-7, Summary of Blanket and First Wall Reliability and Maintainability Data
i,

Hern Life Replacement Time Eouivalent Outaoe
(hours) (hours) (hours/year !

Blanket 43800 (5 yrs)* 260 52
FirstWall 26280 (3 yrs)" 212 71
• The finaldesignforthe BlanketandFirstWall predictedlifetimesof 10 and 5 years,

respectively.
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For comparison, the reactoroutage for 16 Ontario Hydro CANDU (Nuclear Fission)
reactors for the period 1987 through 1991 was 184,196 hours, including
160,384 hours for refitting several older reactors. The balance of 23,812 hours'
outage were for non-refit reasons and occurred during an estimated 540,416 hours
attempted reactor run time. These values are distorted by an unusually high number
of major refits during the period, equating to 73.7% achieved availability which is low
due to the refits and 95.6% for inherent availability which is high since many reactors
were recently commissioned or refitted. The two values bracket the value used for the
fusion reactor. Table 6.3.3-1 previously showed a recently reported selection of
nuclear plant availabilities from around the world. Nearly 50% of the reporting power
plants had availability exceeding 80%.

6.3.3.7 Desiqn Notes - In order to achieve the availability computed for the fusion
reactor generating station, the assumptions embedded in the computations must be
realized in the final design. The most significant assumptions are outlined below.

Taraet Factory- Because of its complexity and high pressure technology, the target
factory has a relatively poor MTBF. Thus, it is important to implement a redundant
design. In order to reduce its impact on the reactor Ai to a manageable level, the
design must achieve a MTTR of 24 hours. MTTR was originally calculated at
105 hours.

La_er Amplifiers- Large numbers of these are used. The value for MTBF is a
significant improvement over what is achieved currently, representing expected design
improvements in this immature field. In order to further reduce the impact of laser
amplifier failure rates on the reactor Ai to a manageable level, each group of
16 amplifiers serving a beamline should continue to function with one unit under
repair. If the resulting 6% power loss has an unacceptable effect on reactor
performance, then a 17th (redundant) unit is required. The design should facilitate
repair of the amplifiers while the reactor is on-line. (This is a general requirement for
ali redundant units.)

La,_erHeat Exchanger- The calculated figure for MTTR (98 hours), based on
Table 6.3.3-4 calculations applicable to the first wall heat exchanger, is significantly
less than field records (404 hours), lt is believed to be a reasonable value but the
design should accommodate the requirement if it is a design challenge, lt is assumed
that the heat exchangers are arranged in groups similar to the laser amplifier blowers
to provide a measure of redundancy. An integrated blower/heat exchanger design
would be advantageous if feasible.
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ODticsBackingPumps- The MTBF of 114,929 hoursis taken from pump data and is
better than the typical vacuum pump MTTR which is 65,666 hours. This is justified on
the grounds that the vacuum required is not an especially good one. However, it may
represent a design challenge.

Heaw Ion Ddv_r..The MTTR of 24 hours is a target for the complete exchange of a
superconducting magnet including warm-up and cool-down, lt may represent a
significant design challenge and probably involves the use of a warm iron design,
which cools down and warms up more rapidly than a cold iron design since the iron
core is outside the cryostat. The cryogenic equipment requires extra capacity. The
use of techniques to accelerate magnet removal, replacement and alignment,
including automated beam vacuum pipe cutting and rejoining, has been explored for
the proposed KAON Factory at TRIUMF, Vancouver, and the MTTR is believed to be
feasible.

6.3.4 Design for Decommissioning - Fusion reactors using a deuterium/tritium
cycle have the advantage over fissionreactors in thatthere is no radioactivespent fuel
to be disposedof; the reactor structure is the only radioactivewaste at the end of plant
life. Use of lowactivationmaterialswas chosen to keep activationto a minimum. The
choiceof total remotemaintenancefor key partsis expected,by itself, to greatly
simplifyand reducethe costof finaldisassembly. The design process, therefore, took
intoaccount notonly maintenancebut also final disassembly.

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjectto title page restriction 6.3-84



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

6.4 Target and Target Fabrication

Target physics issuesare not addressed in this section or in this report as ali pertinent
data have been supplied by the DOE Target Working Group (TWG).I, 2 Data on target
gain and physics used in this report is also found in the TWG's recommended
guidelines1,2 and are summarized in Chapter 3. The question of illumination
symmetry for direct drive targets may be considered a target physics issue and is
discussed in Reference 1. However, the information supplied by the TWG pertains to
beams with a sin2x/x2 profile, lt will be much easier to supply beams with a somewhat
different profile using the laser system proposed in this report (see Section 6.5). The
question of illumination symmetry is, therefore, discussed in Section 6.4.1 to show that
the proposed system will not lead to a deterioration in target performance over that
prescribed in the TWG guidelines. Illumination symmetry is also used to examine the
effect on target performance of various laser system malfunction scenarios.

The issue of target fabrication is addressed in Section 6.4.2. Alternative target
fabrication techniques are reviewed and specific methods are chosen for this reactor
design. Additionally, the question of target survivability is addressed in view of the
various thermal, structural, and other stresses encountered by the target in the reactor
system.

Section 6.4.3 is devoted to the target factory, lt includes a discussion of the overall
layout of the facility including the fabrication and inspection techniques employed
therein. The section concludes with a discussion of target production costs and target
factory staffing requirements.

The target injectionsystem is covered in Section 6.4.4. Acceleration systems are
proposedfor bothdirect and indirectdrive targets. Target trackingand beam steering
systemsare defined for bothtarget types.

6.4.1 Target Performance - Data on illumination symmetry for direct drive targets
was providedbythe TWG for a 60-beam arrangementsimilarto the one describedin
Sections6.3 and 6.8. As mentionedabove, this informationwas obtained assuminga
sin2x/x2beam profile. However, it may be mucheasier and economicalto generate
beams witha flat, "top hat" profilewiththe laser systemdescribedin Section 6.5. The
questionof illuminationsymmetryfor suchbeams has, therefore,been examinedto
insurethat there is no unacceptabledecline in performancefromthe data providedby
the TWG.

6.4.1.1 Illum.ination Symmetry - Illumination symmetry and uniformity
requirementson a direct-drive sphericaltarget irradiatedwith multiple laser or other
beams has been studiedby a numberof authors.3-5 A formalismthat has often been
used to studyuniformityof illuminationis describedin Reference5. In this method,the
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irradiation pattern on the sphere is broken down into spherical harmonics. Additional
detail is added by usinga singlebeam factor evaluatedby tracing raysthroughthe
target plasma. A geometricalfactor is also used to accountfor the number and
orientationof the beams.

A viewfactor computercode was developed to studyilluminationsymmetry for this
reactordesign study. The code uses algorithmscommon to similarcodes developed
to studyradiationtransportproblems. However, the code has a number of unique
capabilitiesnotcommon to other view factorcodes, such as the abilityto model highly
collimatedbeams arranged in arbitrarygeometries and pointingin arbitrary directions.
Althoughquite differentf,,omthe formalismdescribed in Reference 5, the code gave
similarresultson benchmarkproblems. The code breaksthe target surface intosome
large numberof elements of approximatelyequalarea. lt then uses informationon the
geometry and apodizationof the illuminatingbeams to solvethe geometricproblemof
where withinthe sheaf of each beam each of the target surfaceelements is
intersected. This makes it possibleto determinehow muchenergy is received from
each beam by each surface element. These quantitiesare summed for ali the beams

- and the results are compared, alJowingconclusionsto be drawn regardingvariations
in illuminationover the target surface. :t is possibleto introducebeam mispointing
errorseither manuallyor randomly,and to introduceenergy imbalancesbetween the

, beams, lt is also possibleto keeptrack of illuminationsymmetryas the target travels
throughspace. At present,onlysurface illuminationeffectsare modeled. The
algorithmis flexible enoughto allowfo=simulationof volumetricabsorptioneffects
shouldthis become necessary. However, illuminationsymmetryresultssuppliedby
the TWG were closelyduplicatedwithout resortingto volumetricmodeling. Unless
otherwisenoted, the resultsdescribe0 in the followingparagraphsapply to beams that
have a top hat profile. The resultswere obtainedfor target surfacessubdividedinto
500 surface elements. Greater surface resolutionthan this did not significantlychange

]=

the results for the 60-beam systemmodeled. The beamswere arrangedas shownin
Sections 6.3 and 6.8.

Figure 6.4.1-1 shows the effecton illuminationsymmetry of variationsin the ratioof
beam radiusto target radius. This ratiois,of course,1.0 for tangentialfocus. In an IFE
reactor, the target wouldimplodeduringilluminationby a beam of uniform radius,
causingthe ratioto vary from 1.0 at the startto around2.0 at the end of the laser pulse.
For zoomed illuminationsystems,the ratiowould stay at about 1.0 throughoutthe
pulse. The curves in Figure6.4.1-1 were generatedassumingperfect beam energy
balancewith no mispointing.Under these ideal conditions,the top hat beam
apodization results in a deterioration of illumination symn_etrycompared to the
sin2x/x2 profile. The rapid drop off in performance seen for ratios less than 1.0 is
especially pronounced for the flat profile. Clearly, illumination must be at least
tangential for a flat apodization and, preferably, somewhat greater to allow for
mispointing and beam jitter. The symmetry above a ratio of 1.0 is vei_' flat, as
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Figure 6.4.1-1. Beams with Top Hat Profiles Deliver Acceptable Illumination Symmetry

expected, since the intensity of the beam does not vary at any point in a cross section.
For very large ratios, the sin2x/x 2 profile begins to look flat to the target and begins to
approach the top hat curve.

Evidently, under otherwise perfect conditions, some sacrifice in performance is made
by going to flat beams. However, above a ratio of 1.0, the irradiation nonuniformity is
still significantly below the target figure of 1.0 set by the TWG. lt is, therefore, apparent
that top hat beams can potentially meet reactor illumination symmetry requirements.

lt is unlikely that the perfect beam pointing and energy balance conditions assumed
above can actually be achieved in a working reactor. Figure 6.4.1-2 shows the effect
on irradiation uniformity of random beam pointing errors. Beams were configured so
that tangential illumination would have occurred in the absence of pointing errors. The
curves in the figure were generated by choosing a maximum pointing error, and then
mispointing each beam by a random fraction of this amount between 0.0 and 1.0. As
these errors increase, the superiority of beams with the sin2x/x2 apodization becomes
less marked and, eventually, disappears entirely. Interestingly, beam mispointing
causes 60-beam systems with both apodizations to exceed the critical 1% root mean
square irradiation nonuniformity level when the maximum mispointing exceeds about
0.07 of the target radius. This shows that beams with the top hat profile will not cause
reactor performance to deteriorate faster than the sin2x/x 2 apodization in the presence
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Figure 6.4.1-2. Top Hat Beam Performance Is Not Significantly Worse than that of
Beams With sin2x/x 2 Profiles in the Presence of Random Mispointing Errors

of small mispointingerrors. In particular,the critical 1.0% illuminationnonuniformity
levelwill not be exceeded faster withtop hat beams. This is significantbecause some
mispointingerror is probablyunavoidable, lt is notedthat qualitativelysimilarcurves
to those shown in Figure6.4.1-2 were obtained usingdifferentsets of random
numbers, lt was not, however,possibleto conductsufficientrunsto determine
statisticallyaccurateerror barsat ali points.

The mostlikely lasersystemmalfunctionfor the directdrive reactorproposedhere
wouldentail.the lossof 1/16 of one beam, or 1/960 of overall laser energy. Resultsof
such a malfunctionare shownin Figure6.4.1-3. The resultingillumination
nonuniformitywould not be significantlygreater than that predicted under ideal
conditions. Target performancewould notsufferany significantdecline. Alsoshown
in Figure6.4.1-3 is the resultof the much moreunlikelylossof one fourthof a single
beam. Even under theseconditions,the irradiationnonuniformityunder otherwise
ideal conditionsdoes not exceed 1% for beam radiusto target radius ratio greater than
1.0. Again,comparisonwith Figure6.4.1-4 showsthat performanceof beams withthe
top hat profile is not significantlypoorerthan those with the sin2x/x2 apodization for
lossof 1/4 beam. Calculationsshowthat the lossof one entirebeam out of the 60
would result in failure to properlyimplodethe target for bothapodizations.
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6.4.1.2 Tar_aet Heatina in the Re_¢tor Cavity - In the proposeddirect drive
reactordesign, sabotswillbe usedto protectthe targetsduringaccelerationinthe
injectionsystem. However, the sabotswillbe separatedfromthe targets before they
enter the reactorcavity. The unprotectedtargets mustreachthe firingpoint before the
cryogenicfuel layer is heated above the triplepoint by radiationand interactionwith
the gases in the cavity. Excessivetargetheatingcould force a reductionin the pulse
repetitionrate or redesignof targets with shineshields,ablative layers,or other
protectiveschemes. Previousstudieshave raisedseriousconcernsabout the ability
of unprotectedtargets to survivetheirjourneythroughthe cavity.6 However, higher
ambientcavity temperaturesand/or pressureswere assumed in manyof the studies.
Forexample, a cavitytemperatureof 2000°C was assumed in the Solase report.6 We
assume that cavitytemperaturewill notexceed 600°G duringtarget transit. Note that
the targetwillnot enter the cavity regionuntilthe cavitytemperatureand pressureare
nearlyat equilibriumconditions. Radiationtends to dominatethe heattransfer to the
target. Since radiationis proportionalto the fourth powerof the absolutetemperature,
seriousproblemsat 2000°C do not implythat similardifficultieswillexist at 600°C.

The target heatingproblemwas examinedwiththe aid of a 3D spectralmethod
computercode. lt was used to solve the non-linearheat equation,

aT _ div ( k(T)VI" ) + qpCp_-

where:

p = density in g/cre3
Cp = constant pressureheat capacity injoules/deg-g
k = conductivityin watts/deg-cm
q = volumetricheat source (non-zeroonly in DT ice)
T = temperature in °K

and the boundaryconditionswere,

k .aT
shell _" = Q watts/cre2(heat flux on shell surface).

The code used Chebyshev polynomials and grid points in radius and spherical
harmonic functions and grid points in latitude and longitude (spherical coordinates).
A domain decomposition method was used making it possible for ali parameters,
such as k, Cp,q and r to vary discontinuously across material boundaries. Shell heat
capacity was assumed constant at 1.754 joules/deg-g. The code can allow for
temperature-dependent conductivities. However, since this dependence is not well
understood at very low temperatures, shell conductivity was also assumed constant for
each run. A range of plausible conductivities were then checked in separate runs.
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Target temperature distributions were checked after 0.1 seconds, a maximum
assumed transit time of targets through the cavity. (Note that the final design for the
direct drive injection scheme reduces the target transit time to 0.0375 seconds for a
velocity of 200 mis over a distance of 7.5 m. This conservative estimate will
compensate for time to accelerate capsule and transit through the shielded blanket
region.) The target examined was that prescribed by the target working group scaled
to a driver energy of 4 MJ. An ambient pressure of 3 mtorr was assumed for the direct
drive (DD) targets. A sample of the results obtained with the code is shown in
Table 6.4.1-1.

Table 6.4.1-1 Effects of Cavity Environment on Direct Drive Targets
After 0.099 sec. (3.0 mtorr H)

Ambient Shell Thermal Ice/Vapor Ice/Shell Outer Shell
Temp, K Conductivity,, W/K/crn Temp, K Temp, K Temp, K

........2Q.QQ.........................!...0 x .!.Q-3 ............................!1..!.7. .....................!!..8_7 ...................77..6:3__0"........

700 2.0 X 10-3 10.23 10.30 18.20

800 2.0 X 10-3 10.39 10.50 24.00

1000 2.0 X 10-3 10.91 11.21 4.18

......._2_0_00........................2.0x_.!..O"3............................19__:_68.....................29:62"..................5_56:_?0"
700 4.0 X 10-3 10.80 10.95 15.89

........._1_0__00..........................4.0_X!0-3...........................13.Q3....................._3-96......................3..4.5.3..........
700 8.0 x 10-3 11.45 11.68 14.36

1000 8.0 x 10-3 15.40 16.99 28.17

* Shell outer surface temperature above CH damage threshold and/or DT ice temperature
exceeds the triple point.

Table 6.4.1-1 shows that, at 3.0 mtorr, much higher temperatures than those expected
in the reactor design presented here for DD targets would be necessary to cause
significant target damage or deterioration, even in the unlikely case that the target
absorbed ali the radiative energy impinging on its outer surface. No shine shield or
other special precautions would be necessary to avoid target thermal damage in the
reactor cavity. Should the expected DD reactor cavity temperature and pressure
during target injection prove unrealistically low, it would still be possible to overcome
target heating problems by increasing injection velocity, thereby decreasing the
amount of time the target is exposed to the cavity environment. According to the data
presented in Reference 7, the DD targets should survive accelerations much higher
than those required by the design presented here.

Ambient pressures in the indirect drive reactor cavity during target injection are
expected to be similar to those for direct drive. Since lD heavy ion targets are
completely enclosed in a radiation case, they are inherently more resistant to
problems with overheating than their direct drive counterparts. A simple analysis of
heat conduction in such targets shows that, even at pressures of 100 mtorr, no DT ice

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subjecttoti_ pageres_ic_on 6.4-7



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

meltingwilloccur after 0.1 seconds. In otherwords,at designtemperatures, indirect
drivetargets shouldbe able to surviveambientpressuresmore than an order of
magnitudehigherthan expectedwithinthe target cavity. Furthermore,at the 500 K to
600 K cavity ambienttemperaturesexpected inthe indirectdrive reactorsystem
proposedhere, no significantdamage to the radiationcase material shouldoccur.

6.4.2 Target Fabrication - In this section fabricationmethodsfor the major
componentsof direct and indirectdrivetargets are discussed. Many of the techniques
describedhave actually been usedto producetargets for IFE experiments.
Unfortunately,none of them has succeeded in demonstratinga capabilityto mass
producereactorsize targets. In largepart,this probablyresultsfromthe lack of an
immediateneed for a largequantityof reactorsize targets and the consequent lackof
R&D funds devoted to their development, lt shouldbe straightforward,for example, to
fabricate radiationcases for indirectdrive targets and sabotsfor directdrive using
existingtechnology. In spite of the many promisingfabricationtechniquesdescribed
below,however,the same cannotbe said of target shells. Reactorsize shellscan
certainly be made usingvery expensive microfabricationand micrornachining
techniques. However, fabricationof such shells has notyet been demonstratedusing
dropletgenerators,microencapsulation,and other promisingtechniquesfor
economicalmass production. In the followingsection the case is made that this
shouldnot necessarilydisqualifythese techniquesfrom considerationas candidates
for reactortarget mass production.

6.4.2.1 Taroet Shell F_brication - Numerous techniques have been tried for
producingtarget shellsfor experimentalIFE facilities. A numberof these show
promiseas methodsfor massproducingtargets for IFE reactors. Some of the
techniquesare reviewed below. The methodsdescribeddo not represent an
exhaustivelist. For that matter, it is quitepossiblethat none of them will be chosento
producetargets for future reactors. A glance at "The Journalof Vacuum Science and
Technology,"or a similarpublicationin the field of appliedchemistry is enoughto
impressone withthe huge numberof techniquesthat may someday have an impact in
controlledfusion. Significantresearch and developmentresourceshave not yet been
committedto developingwaysof mass producingreactor size plastictarget shells.
When they are, it is notunlikelythat newtechniqueswillbe developed which will
supersedeali the processesdescribed here. The goal of thissection is not to
prescribewhat the eventualshellfabricationtechnologywillbe. Rather, it isto make
the case that, if necessary, reactor-sizetargets could be economicallymass produced,
if notwith off-the-shelftechnologies,at leastwith modestextensionsthereof.

Historically,the vast majority of experimental laser fusion target shells have been
composed of glasses of various types. Such shells can be produced by injecting
drops of aqueous solutions of the glasses into the top of a drop tower or vertical tube
furnace. Glass shells are formed as the drops fall through the furnace and are
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collected at the bottom. This technique offers excellent control over shell mass and
size. However, it is limited to a relatively narrow range of compositions and production
of relatively small shells.8 In a somewhat similar but more versatile technique, the
components of the glass are placed in solution and converted into a gel. This material
is crushed into a fine powder. A sieving step separates the powder into particles of the
desired size. The material is then introduced at the top of the drop tower, lt is possible
to produce plastic shells using variations of the above techniques. However, it will
probably be impossible to produce simple blown shells at the size and thickness
levels necessaryfor IFE reactors.9Fortunately,promisingalternatives to the
proceduresoutlinedabove have been demonstrated. Some of these are described
below.

Droplet Generators/Microencagsulation- In the variousversionsof
microencapsulation,polymerlayers are formed arounddropletsof volatile liquidin a
suspendingmedium. The liquid is then removedby evaporationor some other
exchangeprocedure leavingbehinda plasticshell. In one versionof the process,10
an aqueous phase is emulsified in an organicsolutionof the desired polymer;
subsequently,the oil/wateremulsionis pouredintoa second water phase yieldinga
water/oil/wateremulsion. The solventis driven off thermally, leavingpolymershells
containingwater. The water is removedby gentlyheatingthe shells in vacuum. This
procedurehas been used to make CH shells. In an adaptationof the same process,
CH shells with PVA permeationbarriershave been produced. In the method
describedabove, dropletsare formed by rapidstirringof the mixture. This allowsfor
littlecontrolover dropletsize and thickness. To alleviate this problem,droplet
generatorswith doubleand even triplenozzleshave been introduced. These make it
possibleto exert muchgreater controlovershell geometries. Shellscan be produced
from the dropletsby allowingthem to fall throughheatingtowersor introducingthem
into a microencapsulationmedium.

lt presentlyappears unlikelythat blownshellswithdiametersgreater than about 1 mm
can be producedwithinthe tolerancesdemandedfor inertial fusion targets. Droplet
generatorscombinedwith microencapsulationare a promisingalternative. Targets of
the size and thicknessneeded for future IFE reactorshave not yet been created using
these techniques. However,there has,yet been no great demand for them. There is
much roomfor progressin this field if significantresearch anddevelopment funds are
made available. This seemsjustified consideringthe adaptabilityof these processes
to the demands of mass productionand their abilityto produceuniform,seamless
shells with excellentsurface characteristics.

Micromachining- Several micromachining techniques have been used with good
success to produce targets larger than those generally available from such processes
as microencapsulation and drop tower blowing.li,12,13 The term micromachining will
be used to refer to a number of techniques that have been applied for fusion target
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fabrication, including, among others, single pointdiamond turning, diamond sawing,
laser drilling,and mechanicalpolishing. A significantapplicationis in the creation of
hemispheresthat can be mated to formtarget shells.

The applicationof singlepointdiamondturningto productionof IFE targets was
pioneeredat Los Alamosand LivermoreNational Laboratories.14,15The technology
existedbefore the need for fusiontargetsarose. However, the delicatenatureof the
work involvedmade it necessaryto refine controlof temperature,vibration,etc., on
existingdevices. Reportedapplicationshave includedmachiningof support stalks
from mandrelsusedto facilitate plasticcoatingof glass spheres. Extremelysmooth
surface finishescan be achieved in thisway. lt may be possibleto applya similar
techniquein future target factoriesas a final finishingtechniquefor shell surfaces.
Single point diamondturninghas also been usedto create hemisphericalshells. In
one technique, a convexmandrelwas first machined. A layer of coatingmaterialwas
then depositedover the mandrel,and excess materialwas machinedaway. The
mandrelwas then dissolvedto leave a hemisphericalshell. Variationsof this process
have been used to produceshellswitha step acrossthe edge to facilitatemating.
Stringenttolerancesand surface finishesare necessary to successfullymate
hemispheresfor fusiontargetapplications. This is a seriousobjectionto the use of
hemisphere matingfor target mass production. Single point machiningis one way of
meetingthe requiredtolerances. However, controlof large numbersof such lathes in
a future factory wouldbe a dauntingtask.

Laser cuttinghas also been used to producehemisphericalsectionsby rotatingthe
surface of a hollowshell throughthe focal pointof the laser beam. However, the finite
cut widthof the laser beam makes itvery difficultto producehemispheresthat can be
accuratelyremated in thisway.

Laser drills have been usedto create tinyholes in target shells,whichcan then be
used to introducehigh-Zgases for use as diagnostics. A similartechniquecould be
used ina target factory as part of a drilland fill operationshouldthe tritiuminventories
and fill times requiredby the diffusionfillingprocessprove excessive.

The so-calledvoid formationmethod, which has been usedto create largeglass and
plasticshells,16employs several micromachiningtechniques. The processconsistsof
forminga sphericalbubble in moltenmaterial,then grindingaway the excess material
to form a shell. The materialcan be rotatedduringthe processto minimizethe effect of
bubble movement. In an applicationof this techniquereported inthe literature,the
moltenmaterial solidifiedinto a cylindricalmassafter void formation. A diamond
cuttingwheel was used to cut a roughcube containingthe bubblefrom this mass.
Diamondsaws were then used to form a roughsphere. The capsule is then placed in
a lappingsystem consi3tingof three lappingmandrels,as shown in Figure6.4.2-1,
which is capable of grindingand polishingthe surface to any desired thickness.
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Large, seamless, uniform shellscan be created in thisway. Unfortunately,the process
is extremely labor intensive, and is an unlikelycandidatefor mass productionof
targets.

Figure 6.4.2-1. Shell Held in Place by Three Laps, Driven by
Independently Controlled Motors

HemisDh_rQFabrication _n_l Joinina - Hemispheres can easily be filled with fuel and
then joinedtogetherto form target shells. Lengthydiffusionfillingsteps requiringlarge
tritiuminventoriescan be avoidedin thisway. Unfortunately,it may be difficultto
producethe hemisphereswith sufficientprecisionfor fusiontarget applicationsand
keeptheir costswithinreasonableboundsat the same time. Micromachining
techniquesfor producinghemisphereshave already been describedabove. Other
methodswhichare morepromisingfor eventual mass productionincludechemical
etchingand solid-state processes.17,18

One suchtechnique takes advantageof the relativelyadvancedstate of development
of glass shellsfor fusionapplications. Suchshellsare sputtercoated with a copper
release layer and then embedded in epoxy. The epoxyis then reactive ion etchedin
oxygendownto the equatorof the glass shell. When the shell is removedfrom the
epoxy,a negative hemisphericalmoldis left behindin the epoxy surface. This surface
is replicatedusinga siliconerubbercompound. The positiverubber replicais used as
a master moldfor makingany numberof final molds. This isdone by curinga dropof
photoresiston the rubbermastermold. Once a metal substrate;s epoxiedover the top
of the photoresistand allowedto cure, the siliconemastercan be peeled away for
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eventual reuse, leavingthe photoresistfinal mold mountedon the metal substrate.
These moldscan then be coatedwith any chosen shell material. Hemisphericalshells
withexcellentsurface qualityhave been producedusingthismethod. Unfortunately,
the size of the highqualityblownglass shellsused in the processis presently limited
to about 1 mm. Productionof thickshellswith fine edge tolerancesis also difficult
usingthe method.

A methodthat showsmore promisefor producinglarge, thick,hemisphericalshells
borrowstechniquesdeveloped inthe semiconductorindustry. The mass productionof
siliconcomputerchipsprovidesample evidenceof the utilityof such techniquesin
producinglarge numbersof identicalobjects.

In the basic process,hemisphericalcavitiesare firstformed in siliconwafers using
batchphotolithographyand isotropicetching. Techniquesexist forcreating self-
alignedflangeson the edges of these cavities. Once a hemisphericalcavity is formed,
its surfacecan be doped witha materialthat renders it insolubleto siliconetchant.
The remainderof the wafer can then be etched away leavinga hemisphericalshell.
Alternatively,the hemisphericalcavitiescan be used as moldsfor other material. To
create thickshells,the entirecavitycan be back filledwith a selected material,whichis
then polisheddown to th_ level of the originalmaskinglayeron the surface of the
siliconwafer. A hemisphericalcavityis then formed in thismaterialusingthe same
photolithographicpattern definitionand isotropicetchingtechniquesused to create the
originalhemispheres. The finishedhemisphericalshell can then be freed from the
surroundingwafer. Large, thickshellswithexcellentsurface finishcan be made inthis
way.

- Dropletgeneratorscombined
with microencapsulationhave been chosen as the target shell fabricationtechnique
for the Prometheusreactors. As alreadypointedout above, shellsof the size and
thicknessnecessary for future reactorshave not yet been demonstratedusingthese
processes. However, this reflectsthe lackof researchand developmentdevoted to
productionof reactor-sizetargets more than the unsuitabilityof dropletgenerators and
microencapsulationfor producingthem. The very fact that there is so much potential
for progressin this area is a good reasonfor not overdesigningshell fabrication
facilitiesat this point. Even in the unlikelyevent that no furtherprogressis made in
these technologies,ancillarytechnologiesin combinationwith some of the other
techniquesdescribed above couldbe used, takingshells producedby droplet
generators/microencapsulationas a startingpoint, to produceshellssuitable for fusion
reactors. Glow dischargepolymerization(GDP), for example, has been used to
fabricateCH coatingson fuel shells, lt couldbe used to increasethe _hicknessof
polymershells, ltproduceshard,strong,tough surfacesand good adhesionto
existingsurfaceshas been demonstrated.19 Significanttechnologicalprogresshas
been made recently in achievingsmoothsurface finishesusingGDP. Other promising
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coating technologies exist which, alone or in combination with micromachining steps
for grinding away excess material, could be used to increase the thickness of shells as
necessary.

For purposes of designing the overall target fabrication facility a shell production
procedure similar to that shown in Figure 6.4.2-2 is assumed. Provision for extra
coating steps and generation of droplets with multiple layers is not shown in the figure.
This does not reflect the belief that no such procedures will be necessary, but that it is
impossible to predict their exact nature at this point.

6.4.2.2 Fuel Filling Procedure - Diffusion filling has been chosen as the fueling
methodfor thisdesign, lt relieson the extremelyhighpermeabilityof CH shellsto
hydrogento allow fillingwithinreasonabletimes. The fueling processwill begin with a
preheat step to drive residualgases out of the targetshells. The preheat step will have
dual benefitof degassingshells and makingthem strongerat the same time. The goal
will be to constantlymaintainoptimum filling ratesduringthe entire process while
avoidingdamage to the shellsdue to excess pressure.

The diffusionfillingprocesswouldtake place in a pressurevesselsuch as that shown
in Figure6.4.2-3. Empty shells received from the shell fabricationarea would be
introducedintothe low pressureendof suchvesselsthrougha pressurelock. A
numberof the pressurevessels,perhapsas manyas ten to fifteen,couldbe arranged
in parallel. This would allow for periodicmaintenanceor replacementof individual
vesselsand an excess fillingcapacity shouldthis be necessary, for example, to
providetargetsto otherfacilities,or to storetargetson sitefor immediaterestartafter

short reactor shutdowns. Once loaded into the diffusion filling vessels, targets would
be automatically conveyed through a number of zones of gradually increasing
pressure separated by pressure locks. Maximum fill pressures would be about 800 to
1200 atmospheres. A heating system would maintain temperatures in the vessels at
constant levels. A temperature of approximately 200°C would be optimum for rapid
target fill, but it may be necessary to limit actual temperatures in the vessels to around
100°C to avoid softening damage to the polystyrene shells as well as excess leakage
of tritium through the vessel walls and deterioration due to hydrogen corrosion and
embrittlement. A limited amount of breakage of faulty target shells could be expected
under the extreme conditions in the pressure vessels. However, experience with
diffusion filling of the much more fragile experimental targets now in use has shown
that neighboring shells seldom suffer significant surface or other damage when this
happens. Fill times will depend on the exact thickness and state of polymerization of
the plastic shells. However, assuming permeabilities near those of the experimental
CH shells produced to date, fill times will likely be about 24 to 36 hours. The larger of
these numbers is used in estimating required tritium inventories.
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Hydrogen attack and hydrogenembrittlementof the pressurevesselscould pose
severe problemsif conventionalsteel vesselsare used in the diffusionfillingprocess.
In hydrogenattack, methane forms internally,causingthe steel to swell and lose
strength,eventuallyresultingin materialfailure. This mode of failureis uncommon at
temperaturesless than 200°C, but may become a problemat the extremely high
pressuresnecessary for diffusionfilling.20 Hydrogenembrittlementrefers to a
complex of physical processes that are still not thoroughly understood. However, its
effects can be devastating at much lower pressures and temperatures, leading to
reduced fatigue life, surface blistering, internal fissuring, and reduced stress rupture.21
Certain varieties of austenitic stainless steels have shown good resistance to
hydrogen damage. However, even they are not immune.22 The best solution to this
problem would seem to be the use of aluminum pressure vessels. Aluminum and
related alloys seem to be practically unaffected by hydrogen damage, even at high
pressures. This characteristic is not dependent on the formation of an oxide layer, and
is true of weldments as well as the base metal.23 Some deterioration in the ability of
aluminum to resist hydrogen damage is seen when hydrogen at high temperatures
and pressures is combined with a high relative humidity. However, such problems
should not arise as long as care is taken to control humidity.

Tritium inventories required in a factory depending on the diffusion filling process may
be higher than those in facilities relying on some competing processes. However, they
need not be excessive. The density of solid DT is 0.213 g/cm3. The target would have
a !ayer of this material about 600 microns thick if scaled to a driver energy of 5 MJ.
The total DT mass would be about 7.5 mg. To provide such a mass, the entire interior
of the target must be filled with DT gas at a pressure of approximately 600
atmospheres. This means that, in the final stage of the filling process, it would be
necessary to surround the target with DT gas at a considerably greater pressure to
assure a rapid fill. In the early stages of filling, outside gas pressure would be
considerably less if the stepwise filling process outlined above is used. One can
assume an average fill pressure for the entire process of around 500 atm,
corresponding to a gas density of around 0.1 g/cm3 at a fill temperature of 100°C. The
CH shells must be surrounded by this pressurized DT during the entire diffusion filling
step, which Will take approximately 36 hours. Close packed spheres have a packing
fraction of 0.74. The figure for randomly packed spheres is usually given as
somewhere at the high end of the 0.5 to 0.6 range. Allowing a reasonable amount of
space for automatic conveyor mechanisms, pressure locks, etc., one can
conservatively choose a packing fraction of 0.5.

For a repetition rate of 4 Hertz, around 350,000 targets will be consumed per day. This
implies that 525,000 targets will be in the diffusion filling stage if the fill time is
36 hours. Assuming the targets have a radius of 3 mm, each will occupy a volume of
around 0.11 cm3, and enclose a space of around 0.08 cm3. For the 0.5 packing
fraction cited above, 525,000 targets must then be surrounded by approximately
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60,000 cm3 of DT at 500 atmospheres. This _as will have a total mass atout 6.5 kg,
corresponding to about 4.0 kg of tritium. The average fill pressure in the targets during
the process will be about 250 atmospheres. The 525,000 targets will, therefore,
contain about 0.003 grams of additional DT each on average during the fill, accounting
for another 0.95 kg of tritium.

If the beta heating process described below takes another four hours, another
87,500 targ_)tswill be in this stage of production at any time, corresponding to another
0.40 kg of tritium.

The total tritium required in the beta heating and diffusion filling stages alone, then, is
around 5.35 kg. Inventory in piping, stored targets, compressors, etc., will likely bring
the total inventory in the factory to around 7.0 kg. This corresponds to an activity of
6.8x107 curies. Thus, the diffusion filling process requires a rather high tritium
invontory. However, it will require none of the potentially expensive and technically
difficuit mechanical processes described above, such as drilliflg, plugging, gluing,
molding, etc. lt will not be necessary to provide for the individual fueling of each of
several hundred thousand targets per day. Human intervention in the filling process
could be kep* to a minimum, making it possible to keep personnel requirements in the
tritium fill se(,:.,._nof the factory low, thus enhancing the overall safety of the plant.
Furthermore, diffusion filling makes it possible to avoid surface seams, cracks, holes
and other imperfections occurrir,9 at mechanically joined or drilled surfaces that could
potentially cause degradation in target performance, perturbation of the beta heating
process and target disintegration under high acceleration.

A possible dra.-back to diffusion filling is potential tritium irradiation damage to the CH
shells ¢luring the relatively long fill times. Significant damage to inner layers could
occur in less than 100 hours.24, 25 This can be a problem in small, experimental
targets, where such damage can lead to shell failure, lt is most unlikely that tritium
irradiation will lead to such problems in reactor-size targets with their much thicker
shells.

6.4.2.3 Creation of Uniform Fuel Layers - Excellent results have been
achieving with the fast-refreeze method in c _.atinguniform fuel layers for targets with
diameters up to a millimeter and fuel layers of a few microns.26 However, for the
shells with radii of several millimeters and proportionally thick fuel layers, this method
is not successful.27 Use of Iow-Z foams as wicks for liquid DT has also been proposed
as a way of creating uniform layers. Unfortunately, foam targets would have
significantly lower gain than ones of similar size with free-standing ice layers. (TWG
communication)

The beta heating method is proposed for creating uniform DT ice layers. This method
relies on several simple physical phenomena to create uniform DT ice layers in
spherical targ_,ts.28 The relatively low energy beta released in the decay of the
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radioactivetritium componentof the DT ice is absorbedcloseto itsemissionpoint
withinthe ice layer. This leads immediately to the generationof thermalgradients in
nonuniformlayers. The DT layer withina plasticshell can be modeled as a closed,
solid-vaporsystem. In sucha system,temperaturegradients must be releasedby
sublimation. In thick regionsof ice, relativelymoreenergy willbe released because of
the greater numberof decaying tdtium atoms. This will cause the thick regionsto
become warmerand the ice in such regionsto sublimefaster. In the thinregionsthe
opposite is the case. Sublimationis slowerand ice redepositionisfaster. This
process will continue in a spherically symmetric system until the ice layer is uniform as
shown in Figure 6.4.2-4. The beta heating process could be used in conjunction with
other, simpler techniques to increase the speed of the overall redistribution process.
Air tumbling, for example, might be used during initial freezing of the ice to produce
approximately even layers. This would shorten the time necessary for the beta heating
process to create targets with ice layers sufficiently uniform to achieve high gain.
Feasibility of this preliminary tumbling step would depend on such factors as potential
damage to surface finish. Application of external thermal gradients could also be used
as a preliminary step to generate nearly uniform ice layers.29 Whether such
preliminary steps will be needed depends, of course, on the ice redistribution rates in
the beta heating process itself. Recent computer and experimental results seem to
indicate that they can be eliminated.30,31

Tuniform (Shell)

Tcold

Thot

uniform (DT ice)

Figure 6.4.2-4. Energy From Beta Decay Can Form a Uniform Solid Layer of DT Fuel

The question remainsof whether the processwould be fastenoughfor mass
productionin an IFE reactortargetfactory. Fast ice redistributionto form uniform layers
would be necessary to avoiddeteriorationof targets clueto radiation damage and to
eliminatethe need for excessivetritiuminventories. Recent theoreticaland
experimentalwork indicatesthat ice layerswith sufficientuniformityfor reactor targets
can be achieved in a matter of a few hours, depending on such factors as target size
and the thermal conductivity of the shell material. Redistribution rates found using the
2D code mentioned above are shown as a function of shell wall conductance in
Figure 6.4.2-5. The relatively low thermal conductance of the CH shell means that
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Figure 6.4.2-5. The Thermal Conductivity of the Shell Material Is an Important Factor
in Determining the Rate of Heat Transfer. Nk is a Factor Used to Normalize the Thermal

Conductivity of the Shell Material to that of Glass.

predicted e-folding time constantswill fall on the left side of the curve in the figure.
Experimental results obtained using a thick-walled copper cylindrical with sapphire
windows bear out these optimistic theoretical predictions.30 DT ice redistribution due
to beta heating within a 5.74 mm enclosure led to nearly uniform layers within three
hours. Faster rates can be expected with actual targets due to the low thermal
conductivity of CH compared to copper.

The target factory design proposed here in allows four hours for the beta layering step,
a time that seems reasonable in view of the available evidence and the possibility of
creating reasonably uniform layers by such preliminary steps as air tumbling.

6.4.2.4 Indirect Drive Taroer Case Fabrication and Mating - The capsule for
indirect drivetargets willbe similarto the directdrivetargets,and willbe fabricated
and filled inthe same way. The radiationcase mustthen be mated to the capsule
undercryogenicconditions. Incorporatedinthe case is a supportstructureto provide
target positionand ability to survive acceleration whileprovidinggood illumination
symmetry. This configurationalso happensto be the best for target performanceand
wouldbe easiest to manufacture. The exact configurationchosen will depend on
target performance requirements,which are beyondthe scope of this report. However,
it shouldbe possibleto cheaply mass produce targetsin either configuration.
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Indirect Target Engineering Model- After the project decision to use the indirect drive
(lD) target as the baseline target for the heavy ion driver, a study was conducted to
determine the feasibility of mass producing the targets, techniques of handling and
injecting the target, and the survivability of the target. Indirect laser targets have been
successfully used in experiments, but only on a single shot basis, perhaps suspended
or positioned on a pedestal within the test chamber. Care was taken in the fabrication
of these limited-production targets to obtain the performance or experimental results
desired. Likewise, the thermal and handling environments were tailored to minimize
design and physics constraints.

To date, there has been no need to propose or design a mass-produced, commercial,
indirectly-driven fusion target as it is not needed for the present or planned
experiments. Therefore, to determine within this unclassified study the engineering
feasibility of an indirectly-driven target, not the physics feasibility, an engineering
model was proposed for evaluation and study.

General Target Model Guidelines- The indirect target is designed for the heavy ion
driver system although the design could easily be adapted to the laser driver system.
The DT capsule contained within the outer case is similar to direct drive capsules. The
outer radiation case enclosing the DT capsule is assumed to be cylindrical with energy
converter regions located on the two ends of the heavy ion target case. A laser
indirect target would have apertures on the two ends instead of the energy converter
regions. The target would be injected into the reactor cavity along its longitudinal axis
with an induced spin to provide stabilization.

The Target Working Group (TWG) considered both single- and double-sided
illumination schemes for the heavy ion, indirectly-driven target.I, 2 However, the TWG
felt the two-sided target should be employed as the baseline because of the
speculative nature of the single-sided illumination.2 Thus two energy converter
regions will be used, one in each end of the cylinder on the axis of symmetry. The
TWG-supplied heavy ion lD gain curves,1 shown in Figures 3.3-8 and 3.3-9, indicate
focal spot sizes from 4 to 10 mm in diameter, depending on the ion range (R) and
driver energy chosen. For the driver design point chosen, the converter region
geometry was determined. This converter geometry allows for some beam
misalignment with respect to the target. An engineering model of the converter region
was defined. The converters will be affixed to the inner surface of the radiation case.
One of the engineering analyses addressed the question of the minimum thickness of
the radiation case to withstand the acceleration forces of the injection systems, which
was tentatively chosen to be 100 g's for the indirect target. The case geometry is
configured to ease fabrication and reduce stress concentrations. If target physics
constraints would require other configurations, these features could easily be
changed.
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The initial effort was to determine if the acceleration loads of 100 g's would cause
buckling or distortion of the case walls or ends. The dimensions of the case were held
to the minimum to reduce the hydrogen and carbon gas load to be introduced into the
cavity. As the ion beams interact with the energy converter region, soft x-rays are
created and bathe the inside of the case and the DT sphere. To efficiently contain the
X-ray radiation, lead was chosen for use in the case to be compatible with the wall
protectant.

The central capsule should be supported so as not to significantly disturb the
illumination of the capsule. For the calculations as to the elastic strength of the case
walls, the weight of the central capsule was transferred to the walls, but the mass of the
support was neglected. The mass of the case walls, converter regions, and the
support mechanism was estimated.

For the target to have the proper thermal conditions when it reaches the center of the
cavity, the entire target must be at cryogenic temperatures up to and including the
injection operation. During a preliminary investigation, no CH compounds were found
to exhibit adequate structural properties at these cryogenic temperatures. Other
materials that can easily withstand the operating environment with adequate structural
properties may not be suitable from a physics standpoint and desirable additions
would not be attractive from a materials handling standpoint. However, specific
structural properties were used as representative of an improved CH plastic to be
engineered for this application.

Radiation Case Wall StructuralAnalysis- A Nastran finite element model was
constructed with 1155 nodes, 1155 QUAD elements, and 36 TRIA elements to model
the case. For the wall thickness trade study, the internal DT capsule was represented
as a point mass in the center of the case with a structure carrying the load to the case
walls. The analysis was conducted using a Nastran inertial relief analysis method. A
pressure of 3.3 kPa (0.47 psi) behind the target will impart approximately 100 g's
acceleration. The maximum case wall stress is 0.079 MPa that is well within the
allowable limits of the material. Thus the case can easily withstand the acceleration
load of 100 g's.

The internal support structure was more difficult to postulate and analyze. Room
temperature stress properties were used to estimate allowable designs based upon
capsule survivability during acceleration and resultant deflection and vibration modes.
An increase in the thicknesses assumed may be dependent upon the cryogenic
allowable stress levels in the to-be-determined material. In the search for suitable
materials for this engineering study, the choice was limited to available commercial
materials, lt was found this material will easily withstand the imposed acceleration
stresses and the resultant vibrational displacements would probably be acceptable
even at cryogenic temperatures. The deflection was predicted under full acceleration
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loading. The calculated natural frequency of the capsule is approximately 1500 Hz.
Assuming a conservative damping coefficient of 0.1% (low damping), the capsule
would oscillate within the case approximately 75 times during the transit of 10 meters
from the end of the injection system to the center of the reactor chamber (50 ms). With
this damping coefficient, the amplitude at T = 0 would be negligible.

Summary_of Indirect Target Stru.(;:turalAnalyses- An engineering model of the indirect
drive (lD) target was defined using commercially available materials. Structural
analysis of this model indicated the outer radiation case wall would easily withstand
the desired acceleration loads of 100 g's. An acceptable structural support technique
is proposed provided adequate structural properties can be obtained in suitable
materials. For the materials and properties assumed, the stresses and deflections
were within acceptable engineering limits.

Summary of Indirect Target Material Requirements - The above engineering target
model provides baseline data for the material's usage and waste product generation
within the reactor cavity.

Fabrication of the Indirect Target - The manufacturing process for the indirect target is
designed to support a pulse rate of the heavy ion driver reactor of 3.5 pulses per
second. The operations are divided into ambient and cryogenic processes as is
indicated in Figure 6.4.2-6. Duplicate facilities with excess capacity are planned to
reliably produce the required quantities. Buffer queues are also planned to assure
100% target availability for the reactor. The reactor will require 12,600 targets per
hour or 300,000 per day. The rates of production and cryogenic atmosphere
necessitate inclusion of the inspections into the automation scheme. In the interest of
minimizing the tritium inventory, a Just In Time (JIT) inventory philosophy is anticipated
using a partnership with the supplier to provide the safety stock required.

The design of the target lends itself to the fabrication techniques employed in the
pharmaceutical industry, although somewhat larger in diameter. The case will be
fabricated in two half cylinders to allow the tritium capsule to be attached with its
support structure centered in the cylinder. Several alternatives are available to close
the case. One alternative is to store the right half of the case at room ambient and
slide it over the section with the capsule that will be at cryogenic temperature. The
subsequent shrinking of the material as it approaches the cold temperature will create
a bond. Two other alternatives address bonding the two sections together. The
application of ultra sonic welding is a viable candidate. The energy is applied to the
point where bonding is required and a localized rise in temperature results that
creates a bonded butt joint. The other alternative is to rotate the mating bodies in
opposite directions and create an inertial weld of the butted surfaces. Both
alternatives would require the buffer stores in the cryogenic environment to have
temperature stability.
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Figure 6.4.2-6. Indirect Target Production Process

The fabrication of the case sectionswould be done in multi-cavity molds. The half
cylinders would be formed with an extrusion or blow molding process that would hold
the tolerances on the diameter to a few thousandths of an inch and wall thickness to a
fraction of a thousandth of an inch. The cylinder ends can be trimmed to the desired
length. The extrusion die would be designed to form the converter section and the
constant thickness walls. With molds of 100 cavities and the short cycle time, the
utilization wou;d be less than 12 hours per day that would allow ample time for
machine and mold maintenance. Space cavity inserts and the possibility of operating
with missing cavities would assure adequate supply. A 24 to 36-hour buffer stock
would be adequate. The availability of two machines, one dedicated to each half,
would provide further insurance against a stoppage.

The vapor d/_position facilities will require special fixturing for multi-unit processing.
The number of units has not been determined but, based on other applications, a
minimum of three work cells would be required. These ambient temperature
operations need to be ad_jacentto the cryogenic operations since the lead will be
recovered from the reactor exhaust stream and reused in this process. The facility
design will be required to prevent lead escaping into the atmosphere inside the
ambient room as well as to the exterior.

The fuel capsule will be manufactured in a process similar to the laser direct drive
target, of similar materials. A diffusion process will be used to fill the capsule with DT.
The capsules will be fabricated and inspected in a JIT process for injection to minimize
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the tritium inventory. Multiple parallel production lines will be utilized to assure the
necessary reliability values.

The DT capsules will be mated initially with one half of the radiation case and the
capsule support structure in the cryogenic environment. The assembly of the
remainder of the case will occur in the next work cell using one of the proposed
methods of attachment. The next work cell will deflash (trim) the cases, if necessary,
and load them into a transportation fixture for the injection queue.

The equipment design specifications will provide for in-process inspection internal to
the equipment with attribute data acquired for process control purposes. Appropriate
"no touch" measurement techniques such as laser micrometers or air gaging will be
used for data acquisition. Built in processors would provide continuous statistical
analysis of the output. The initial designs will be built around a requirement that 35%
of the work stations in any piece of equipment be available for future growth to provide
flexibility for future changes to the process and unanticipated problems.

6.4.3 Target Factory Definition - Targets for inertial fusion experiments
conductedto date have been handcrafted at great expense intime and money.
Occasionally,singletargets are madewith precise individualfeaturessuch as surface
bumps,thin coatingsof exotic materialsand doping with trace elements. Production
methodsintarget factoriesfor future IFE reactorswill be radicallydifferent. These
factorieswill need to economicallymass produce hundreds of thousandsof
standardizedtargets per day. Atthe momentthere is not even generalagreement on
what fabricationmethodswill be mostappropriate or even, inthe case of indirectdrive,
what the targetswill looklike. Nevertheless,there is good reasonto believethat this
technologicalchallengecan be met. Reactortargets will be smalland complex, lt will
be necessary to built themto exact specifications. Experience in other industries
showsus that novelproductswith ali of these characteristicscan be produced
economically. Semiconductorchips,for example, have even smallerfeatures that
must be cheaply fabricatedto similarlydemandingspecificationsin hundredsof
thousandsof copies. Similarexamplescan be cited in industriesproducing
everything from electronicequipment, pharmaceuticals,and small mechanical
devices,to opticalequipmentand even toys. Obviously,in ourpresentstate of
technologicaluncertainty,the advances of tomorrow can quicklymake the designsof
today obsolete. Nevertheless,it is still usefulto considerthe general layout, potential
fabricationand inspectionsteps, special safetyand containmentprecautions and
approximatestaffingrequirementsof futuretarget factories, if onlyto make the case
that mass productionof reactortargets is possibleand can be donecheaply enough to
make fusionpowereconomicallyattractive.
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6.4.3.1 GenQr_i F_ctory Layout- The target factory concept for direct drive
targets willbe discussedfirst. Many of the productionsteps for directdrive targets will
be foundin the indirectdrive target factory as weil. Operationspeculiarto the indirect
drive factory willbe discussedin a separatesubsection.

The proposedtarget factory willbe separatedintotwo distinctsections. Operations
requiringthe handlingof tritiumwillbe carried out in one section,referredto hereafter
as Zone II, andali other productionsteps in the othersection, referredto as Zone I
Grossdimensionsof both sectionswillbe approximately50 m x 50 m. Figure6.4.3-1
showsthe functionalrelationshipsbetweenthe majoroperationsrequiringspace in
the factory, lt is, of course,prematureto considerdetailedarchitecturalplanningat this
point. However,the general layoutof Zone I is expectedto reflectthe diagram in
Figure6.4.3-1 to the extentthat actual productionsteps, whichare shown in the large
rectangle,willbe carded outin a large, centralbay area. Aliother operations,such as
administration,maintenance,etc., willbe carriedout in peripheralareas. This
arrangement will allow the greatest flexibilityin accommodatingchanges in production
steps due to technologicalimprovementsin materials,fabricationtechniques,etc.

The majorityof the resourcesin termsof space and manpowerin Zone ! willbe
devotedto productionand deliveryof finishedtargetshellsto Zone I1. In addition,
significantresourceswillbe devotedto inspectionand recyclingof used sabotsand
fabricationof new onesto make up for normalattrition. Finally,Zone I willcontain
facilitiesfor productionof radiationcase elements for indirectdrivetargets. Ali
productionsteps willbe carried out in a numberof parallel lines that willprovide
redundantcapacity to allow periodicmaintenanceof individualline elements and, if
necessary,productionof targetsfor other facilities.

The basictechnologieschosen for target shell fabricationare dual-nozzledroplet
generatorscombinedwith microencapsulation.As already pointedout above,
productionof significantnumbersof reactorsize targets has not yet been
demonstratedwiththiscombinationof technologies. In spite of this, their choicedoes
not necessarilyentail any technologicalleap of faith. They are certainlycapable of
producingthe large numbersof targetshells requiredfor reactoroperations. If
significantresourcesare devoted to researchand developmentin this area, it is not
unlikelythat variationswillbe found whichare capable of turningout target shellswith
the requiredthicknessand size. Even in the event that no such processis found,
these methodscan be used in combinationwith shell coatingand micromachining
steps to producereactor-sizetargets. The questionis whetherthey can do it
economically. The evidencefrom manyother industrieswhere demand has ledto the
inexpensivemanufacturingof small and complexitemssuggeststhat they can.
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Figure 6.4.3-1. Functional Relationships for Buildings in Target Factory

At the moment, no need is foreseenfor coating stepsotherthan those requiredfor
fabricationof the main shell. The targetprescribedby the TWG has no additional
elements requiredby any peculiaritiesof the reactor designproposed here. The open
bay designof Zone I couldaccommodate such stepsif necessary;however,finished
target shellswill be subjectedto a final heatingand outgassingstep before delivery to
Zone II or vacuum storage.

In additionto fabricationof the main target shell,provisionis made in Zone I for
receptionand inspectionof used sabotsfrom the target injectionsystem and
productionof new sabotsto replace those damaged or worn. Sabots willbe used only
for direct drive targets. Indirectdrive targets are completelyenclosedin a radiation
case that willprovidesufficientprotectionto the target capsule during the acceleration
process. Sabots are considered precision parts in thisdesign. An example is shown
in Figure 6.4.3-2. The target willbe seated looselyin the noseof the sabot. The sabot
must be designed so as not to damage the capsule or impart a transversevelocity
componentto the target on releaseof the capsule. Sabots willbe injectionmoldedof
thermoplasticand then finished by machining with hightolerance tools. The
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ferromagnetic material shown in Figure 6.4.3-2 will be mechanically attached to the
sabot, lt is expected that sabots will be reused an average of 20 times.

_psule

Ferromagnetic
Insert

Figure 6.4.3-2. Direct-Drive Sabots Must Be Precisely Machined to
Insure a Straight Trajectory for the Loosely Seated Capsule

Finally, indirect drive cases and auxiliary parts will be produced in Zone I. Indirect
drive cases are not considered precision parts. However, they must be made to
reasonable tolerances as they will be in direct contact with the injection system barrel
during target injection. The left and right radiation case components will be molded.
Finally, capsule support structures will be attached to the open ends of both case
components to provide support for the target capsules. As shown in Figure 6.4.3-1, ali
components produced in Zone I will then be transferred to Zone II for DT fueling
operations.

Zone II will be designed to provide for tritium containment and ali systems therein will
be designed to operate with as little human intervention as possible. Application of
artificial intelligence and robotics will be used in ali production and inspection steps.
The need for a human presence in Zone II will be limited, as much as possible, to
provision for periodic maintenance. High pressure and cryogenic barriers in Zone II
are as shown in Figure 6.4.3-3.

Target capsules arriving in Zone II will be introduced into diffusion filling vessels such
as the one shown in Figures 6.4.2-3 and 6.4.3-3. Four to six of these aluminum
vessels will operate in parallel to provide redundant capability to provide for standard
maintenance and continuous plant operation in case of failure of any of the vessels.
The target capsules will be mechanically conveyed through internal locks in the
vessels to allow for gradually increasing external DT pressure 2nd maintaining
optimum filling Fates. Optimum fill temperatures of around 100°C will be maintained in
the vessels with the aid of external heating and cooling elements. Depending on the
exact size and polymerization of the target capsules, diffusion filling will take from 24 to
36 hours.
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Figure 6.4.3-3. Zone II Layout for Direct and Indirect Drive Targets
Shows High Pressure and Cryogenic Barriers

After diffusion filling, capsules will be removed to separate containment vessels and
cooled to cryogenic temperatures. This could be clone in a high pressure DT
environment if necessary to prevent excessive fuel loss clue to outgassing during the
cooling process. The ambient gas would be cooled to near cryogenic temperatures
with the target capsules and pumped off at the appropriate time.

At this point, indirect drive target capsules would be mated to their radiation cases.
This process will take place at cryogenic temperatures using precooled parts. Ideally,
case components will be fabricated with sufficient accuracy to lock firmly together,
holding the capsule in place.

Direct drive targets will be suspended between layers of thin (<1.0 mm) plastic film and
also be cooled with gaseous helium during the beta layering step. Next, they will be
mated to their sabots. At this point, both types of target will normally be delivered to
the reactor for immediate injection. Some provision will be made for short term
storage, but the shelf life of the targets is expected to be quite short (<100 hours) due
to radiation damage to the inner surface of the CH shell and it will be necessary to
thermally isolate them during storage.

I.nspection of Tarqet Components - Inspection of components will take place after ali
major target fabrication steps. In principle, inspection of parts such as sabots and
indirect drive case elements could be done visually by a staff of inspection personnel.

However, this would be expensive and, in the case of opaque components such as

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace
Use or disclosureof data
subject totitlepage restriction 6.4-27



INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY MDC 92E0008, VOL. II
REACTOR DESIGN STUDIES MARCH 1992

target shells, impractical. Fully automated inspection with the aid of artificial
intelligence and pattern matching and recognition techniques is preferred. Limited
application of such techniques has already been demonstrated in the field of optical
interferometry for glass shells, as shown in Figure 6.4.3-4. For opaque parts, x-ray
microscopy is proposed. 32,33 This technique lends itself to batch target
characterization, and is capable of detecting target flaws at the submicron level.

'_ 0.000 0.002" "0.004 0.0_ 0.007 i

o._ ;._ o._ o._ ' "" 0._",
L "' '

Will

-- , ,,,, ,

Figure 6.4.3-4. Computer Generated Interferometric Reference Patterns
Suggest the Possibility of Mass Inspection with the Aid of

Pattern Matching and Artificial Intelligence

-IarQet Costs. - Target costs are estimated according to a model proposed by

Pendergrass, et. a1.34 In this model, costs are divided into three components: target
factory capital charges, nontritium materials costs, and nonfuel, nonmaterials O&M
costs. Simple algorithms are supplied for computing these costs that depend on a
number of fixed parameters as well as variables intrinsic to individual reactor designs.
Default values supplied for the parameters have been used here unless otherwise
noted. Appendix C, Section C.3.7, has more detail on the nominal capital costs,
repetition rates, and reject fractions used to arrive at the final cost values.
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The form of the capitalcost model is

&

PAi
CF - CFRi

i=1 Eq. 6.4.3-1

where OF is the total target capital cost (MS), CFRi is the reference capital cost
increment for the target factory section to manufacture target substructure i (MS), NS is
the number of substructures, PAl is the required annual production capacity for the
section of target factory that produces target substructure i (1/yr), PAR is the reference
annual production capacity of the target factory (108/yr), and ai is a production capacity
scaling exponent of the section of the target factory to manufacture target
substructure i. The Pendergrass model distinguishes between two inspection
models, depending on whether inspection takes place of each major target component
as it is completed or only of finished targets. For the designs proposed here, the first
model is appropriate. The target rejection model for this type of inspection is

P
p = A

Ai Ns

'-'[ (1.Fk)
k=i Eq. 6.4.3-2

where PA is the design target factory annual production capacity and Fk is the fraction
of targets rejected for failure to meet specifications for target substructure k. For the
direct drive reactor, there are two significant target substructures: the single-shell
target fuel capsule and the sabot. A reference capital cost of $122M (escalated to
19915) was given for the target shell manufacturing facilities. No value was given for
the sabot manufacturing. Capital costs for the sabot should be much lower in view of
the simplicity, of the design and the potential for reuse of sabots. CFRi for sabots was
asssumed to be $5M for a total nominal capital cost of $127M. The default rejection
fraction for the fuel capsule of 0.02 was used, and a sabot rejection fraction of 0.01
was assumed. Substituting the Prometheus laser option values of repetition rate into
Eq. 6.4.3-1 yields"

CF(direct drive) = $134.92M

Sabots are not required with the indirect drive targets. Instead, a radiation case with
energy convertor regions is used. The nominal capital cost for this element is
assumed to be $37M. A nominal captial cost of $145M is assumed for the fuel capsule
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that may be somewhat more complex. The nominal capital for the indirect drive target
totals $182M. The default rejection fraction of 0.02 is assumed for the radiation case.

, The added energy convertors contributes an additional 0.01 rejection fraction. The
fuel capsule default rejection rate is retained at 0.02. Again, substituting these values
into Eq. 6.4.3-1 yields:

CF(indirect drive)= $143.62 M

Materials costs for both designs are insignificant in view of the inexpensive choice of
target m_terials and the possibility of recycling the lead in indirect drive radiation
cases. Pendergrass et. al. give reference materials costs of 0.015 and 0.025 S/target
for direct and indirect drive laser targets expressed in 19865. For the designs
proposed here, these numbers are much too high. lt was assumed the laser direct
drive materials costs are $0.010 per target and the Hl indirect drive materials costs are
$0.014 per target. Refer to Appendix C for the relevant cost estimating relationships.
Heavy ion target materials were higher due to the addition of the energy converter
structJres.

Nonfuel, nonmaterials O&M costs include personnel costs, the annual target factory
interim replacement _n.,',t,annual maintenance materials cost and O&M cost for other
supplies and materials. The algorithm used to determine personnel costs is

d.

Cp = (0.001 kS/MS)_ NRjCpRj
i=1 Eq. 6.4.3-3

where NJC is the total number of job categories, NRj is the reference number of
persons required for a job category, CPRj is the reference annual cost per employee in
job category j, and dj is the exponent for scaling of number of staff required for job
category j (1o0if category scales, 0.0 if not) with design target factory annual
production capacity. Some of the data used in the above equation are shown in
Table 6.4.3-1. The format and defaults in Reference 36 have been used in the table
where appropriate. However, some modifications are introduced which reflect the
idiosyncrasies of the design presented here.
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Table 6.4.3-I

Target Factory Staffing Requirements (108 Targets/Yr)

Salary Plant Staff Capsu!e Rad Case Indi;'_.LDrive O&M Direct Drive O&M
Position 915 Fixed Scalable Scalable i::ixed Scalable Fixed Scalable

Plant Manager 82.8 0.5 " ._'1.4 .... 0.0 41.4 0.0
Secretary 29.8 1.0 29.8 0.0 29.8 0.0
Clerk Storekeeper 30.3 1.0 30.3 0.0 30.3 0.0
Auditor Bookkeeper 38.6 1.0 38.6 0.0 38.6 0.0
Janitor 22.4 1.0 22.4 0.0 22.4 0.0

Target Mfg Specialist 55.1 2.0 110.1 0.0 110.1 0.0
Quality Control Engineer 55.1 1.0 55.1 0.0 55.1 0.0
Electrical Engineer 55.1 0.5 27.5 0.0 27.5 0.0
Mechanical Engineer 55.1 0.5 27.5 0.0 27.5 0.0
Chemist 55.1 2.0 110.1 0.0 110.1 0.0
Health Physicist 55.1 1.0 55.1 0.0 55.1 0.0
Laboratory Technician 32.3 6.0 1.0 193.8 82.8 193.8 0.0

Shift Supervisor 60.1 2.5 150.3 0.0 150.3 0.0
Senior Operator 51.2 5.0 255.9 0.0 255.9 0.0
Operator 46.8 5.0 5.0 0.0 468.3 0.0 234.1
Assistant Operator 41.4 5.0 0.0 206.9 0.0 206.9
Maintenance Supervisor 46.8 2.5 117.1 0.0 117.1 0.0
Mechanical Maint Tech 41.4 5.0 2.5 0.0 310.4 0.0 206.9
Electrical Maint Tech 41.4 5.0 0.0 206.9 0.0 206.9
Inst. & control Maint Tech 41.4 5.0 0.0 206.9 0.0 206.9
Quality Assurance Tech 41.4 5.0 2.5 0.0 310.4 0.0 206.9
Security Specialist 34.0 5.0 170.0 0.0 170.0 0.0
Peak Maint F],"Equiv 48.0 5.0 2.5 0.0 , 360.3 0.0 240.2

TOTALS 1434.9 2102.3 i 4_34.9' 1508.9
3537.3 2943.8...........

Useoftheabovenumbersfor personn costestimationgives

Cp(direct drive) = $4.15M/yr
Cp(indirect drive) = $3.91M/yr

The algorithm for annual target factory interim replacement cost is,

CiR = FIRCF ~ $1.35M (DD), Eq. 6.4.3-4
~ $1.44M (lD-Hl)

where FIR = f_tedm replacement annual cost factor, with a default of 0.01. In addition
to the above, the annual maintenance materials cost,

CMM = FMMCMP = $6.22M (DD) Eq. 6.4.3-5

= $5.85M (lD-Hl)

where FMM is a maintenance materials cost factor with a default of 1.5 and CMp is total
annual maintenance personnel cost computed using a formula analogous to Eq. 6.4.4-3,
and the reference fixed annual cost for supplies and expenses O&lVt costs is

CSE ~ $0.6M/year Eq. 6.4.3-6
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6.4°4 Target Injection and Tracking - Injection systems capable of firing multiple
targets at ratesgreater than those needed for IFE reactorshave already been in
existence for severalyears. They were d_signedto refuel tokamaks inthe magnetic
fusion program.35,36,37Magnetic fusion injectionsystemshave shown that cryogenic
pelletscan be injectedat the velocitiesand repetitionrates required in IFE reactors.
Many target injectiontechniquesdevelopedfor magneticfusion may eventuallyfind
applicationin inertialfusion. However, significantdifferencesexist betweenthe two
approaches to fusion inthe requirementsthey place ontarget injectionsystems. The
pellets used in magneticconfinementsystemsare merelychunksof solidH2 or D2.
The goal is to accelerate them to extremelyhighvelocities,enablingthem to penetrate
to the center of the tokamak plasma. They are significantlymore tolerantof high
accelerationand surface abrasionthan inertial fusiontargets, and there is no need to
delicatelysynchronizetheir velocitieswitha systemof laser or particle beams. Target
injectionsystemsare presentedhere for the directand indirectversionsof Prometheus
which address the technologicalchallengesuniqueto each system.

6.4.4.1 Direct Drive Target Injection System - Choice of a direct drive target
injectionsystemis conditionedby the fact that it willprobablybe necessaryto deliver
directdrive targets in a sabot. Unprotectedtargetswouldbe subjectedto
unacceptable levelsof surface abrasionand thermalgradients duringacceleration.
Assuminga sabot is necessary, such questionsmustbe answered as howto separate
the target from the sabotpriorto injectionintothe reactorcavity and howto recoverthe
sabot for reuse. In addition,the synchronizationandtrackingproblem inherentin IFE
mustbe solved. An electromagneticaccelerationsystemis proposedas the best
option for meeting these technologicalchallenges.38

An example of the proposeddirectdrive target and sabot and a schematicof the
injection system is shown in Figure 6.4.4-1. Targets will arrive from the target factory
already mounted in their sabots. The sabot end cap is designed only to protect and
hold the Iarget in place during transit from the factory to the reactor, and will be
removed shortly before the target is fired. Targets in both the DD and lD designs will
be accelerated to 200 m/sec. The direct drive target will be injected through the first
wall at a point about 7.5 meters from the beam aiming point. The target will traverse
the cavity in approximately 37 msec. The target will enter the cavity about 140 msec
after the previous shot, a sufficient time for cavity temperature and pressure to fall to
levels which will not adversely affect the target (see Section 6.4.1.2). The injection
system will have a 2-meter long injection module as shown in Figure 6.4.4-1. The
module will be synchronized to provide the design repetition rate of 5.65 Hertz.
Accelerations of about 1000 g will be imparted to the direct drive targets. Solid D2
pellets have withstood accelerations of 5 x 106 g without breaking,39 suggesting that
thick DT shells such as those shown in Figure 4.6.1-1 will easily withstand
accelerations more than three orders of magnitude smaller.40 However, the situation is
complicated by the strong dependence of the yield stress of solid hydrogen on
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Figure 6.4.4-1. Schematic of One of the Eight Direct Drive Pellet Injection Modules

temperature. The solidtargets mentionedabove were at temperaturesof about 12K.
Yield stressesfor solidhydrogennear the triplepoint are much less.41 lt is assumed
here that fuel temperaturesof less than 15K are acceptable.

Accelerationwill take place on the principleof a linear synchronousmotor,and a
numberof ferromagneticmaterialsexistwhich are capable of acceleratingthe target
and sabot to 200 m/sec over a distanceof two metersassumingachievablemean

effectivegradients8xB of the magneticinductionB of the acceleratorcoilsof around
100 T/m.38 The systemhas the advantageof requiringno mediumin the barrel unlike
railgunsand_of course,pneumaticsystems.

The injectionsystemfor the directdrive targetwillbe mountedat the top of the reactor
cavity,injectingdownwardintothe cavity,as shownin Figure6.4.4-2. After leavingthe
injectionsystembarrels,targetswillpass througha sabot catcher into a diagnostic
chamber. There, a systemof optical interrupterswillbe used to transmitpositionand
timinginformationto the driverbeams. Such systemsare already in use in magnetic
fusionpellet injectionsystems.42,43Timing informationwillbe providedby a pair of
lightbarriersor beams throughwhichthe target mustpasson its way to the reactor
cavity. Directionalinformation,i.e., data on howfar the targetwilldeviate from a
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Figure 6.4.4-2. Electromagnetic Direct Target Injection System
Employed in the Laser-Driven Reactor

straight line path, will be provided by interrupters oriented orthogonal to each other
and to the target'sdirectionof travel. In one suchsystemdevised forcylindricaltargets
whichmightbe adapted for sphericaltargets,white lightis brokenclownintoa
spectrumacross the target path.44 The parts of the spectruminterruptedby the target
providedata on its exact location, ltwillbe possibleto steer the beams to hit targets
withina radiusof a few millimetersfromthe nominalaiming pointon a shotto shot
basis. Since targets must hitwithinthis volumeafter leaving injectorbarrels located
over ten metersaway, it willbe necessaryto keep the transverseand longitudinal
velocityscatterto a few millimetersper second. This requirementwillbe challenging
withtargetswhichare accelerated whileseated in a sabot, lt willbe necessaryto
manufacturethe sabotsto precisespecificationsand inspect them after each shot.
They willbe decelerated before reachingthe sabot catcher to preventexcessive
impact damage.

The injector barrel will be enclosed in a thermal jacket and cooled by a continuous
flowof helium. A number of similarsystemsfor coolingbarrels of magneticfusion
pellet injectorsare describedin the literature.45

6.4.4.2 Indirect Drive Target Injection System - Injection of indirect drive
targets is complicatedby their inherentfragility. Ideally, the target capsule wouldbe
suspendedwithinthe radiationcase withoutany supportstructureswhatsoever.
Unfortunately,this is impractical in the realworld. As disussedin Section6.4.2.4,
these capsulesmust be supportedwith a lightweight structures,compatiblewith the
requiredtarget physicsand be capable of withstandingan accelerationof 100 g's. In
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order accelerate targets to the optimum velocity of 200 m/sec, injection system barrels
approximately 20 meters long will be necessary.

Indirect.drive targets enjoy some inherent protection from friction and overheating
because they are completely enclosed in radiation cases. Sabots will, therefore, not
be used with the Hl design. Pneumatic acceleration has been chosen in order to
eliminate the need for ferromagnetic or other special materials in the target's radiation
case. Numerous pneumatic pellet injection systems capable of repetitive injection
have been built for fueling tokamaks, and their technology is, consequently,
significantly more mature than that of competing electromagnetic systems. Their major
drawback is the need for a propellant gas.

Ideally, the longitudinal axis of the heavy ion indirect drive target should be aligned
with the two diameter, two Hl beam sets. Unfortunately, the final focus coils prevent
coaxial injection. Instead the injection system will be aligned 10° off the horizontal
beam axis. A diagram of the indirect drive injection system is shown in Figure 6.4.4-3.
An eight barrel system will be used. This will provide sufficient time for each barrel to
be reloaded, fired and evacuated while maintaining a repetition rate of 3.54 Hertz.
The barrels will be fired by electronically opening a magnetic valve46,47 tOthe D2
propellant gas reservoir, as shown in Figure 6.4.4-4. A piston in the reservoir will
maintain constant accelerating pressure behind the target during its approximately
0.2 second trip down the barrel. Its movements will be controlled by automatic
interpretation of data from a quartz pressure transducer mounted in the propellant gas
cavity. An advanta_,eof the requirement for low acceleration is that it allows the use of
cold propellant gas. Thus, a potential source of target overheating is avoided.

A problem inherent in pneumatic injection systems is how to avoid contaminating the
reactor cavity with propellant gas. Fortunately, the magnetic fusion community has
already provided many of the answers on how to deal with this problem.48,49
Piezoelectric pressure transducers will be mounted along the length of the barrel to
sense the passage of the target. This information will be relayed to gate valves on the
muzzle of each barrel.50 The gate valve will be closed immediately after passage of
the target, e_d the propellant gas in the sealed barrel will then be pumped out.

After leaving the injector barrel and passing through the diagnostic chamber, targets,
will travel ballistically down guide tubes through the bulk shielding, blanket and first
wall. These will be slightly curved to account for the drop in the trajectory due to
gravitational forces on the way to the aiming point.

Indirect drive targets must be properly orient6d during beam illumination of the energy
r

convertor regions, lt is therefore necessary to impart a spin to them to prevent them
from tumbling. This will be accomplished by rifling the injector barrels. Small tabs will
be molded on the radiation cases to accept the rifling.
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Figure 6.4.4-3. Pneumatic Indirect Target Injection System for
Heavy Ion-Driven Reactor
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Figure 6.4.4-4. Constant Gas Pressure Is Maintained During Acceleration by a Piston
in the Gas Reservoir.
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