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The model presented overcomes past inconsistencies by applying matching asymptotic techniques.
The obtained growth rate, y ~a(k)V'kg —2kwv, (where v, is the ablation velocity), could reproduce nu-
merical simulations and experiments in a more complete way than the Takabe formula [Phys. Fluids 28,
3676 (1985)] y =0.9V'kg —3kv,. Here a(k)=[1—(k /k.)"]'/?, represents the stabilization heat conduc-
tion effect and the cutoff wave number k., is much smaller than the inverse of the density scale length at
the ablation front. Such a rigorously derived stabilization mechanism clarifies many of the numerical,
analytical, and simulation results found in the literature.

PACS number(s): 52.35.Py, 52.40.Nk

I. INTRODUCTION

The Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI) [1] in inertial
confinement fusion (ICF) is critical for the achievement
of appropriate implosions. In the direct drive approach,
laser beams simultaneously illuminate the outer surface
of a spherical capsule. In indirect drive, lasers or ion
beams first convert to x rays inside a high-Z enclosure
(hohlraum target), which then drives the implosion. Re-
gardless of the approach, a low-density plasma blowoff
accelerates a higher density pusher radially inwards at
the ablation front, and this is the standard situation for
the occurrence of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability [2].
Since 1974, the RTI in ICF has been the goal of arduous
theoretical as well as numerical or experimental work.
The theoretical knowledge of the different physical
mechanisms involved and the scaling laws are fundamen-
tal. In 1974, Bodner [3] reported a simple discontinuity
model of such instability, however, he needed to intro-
duce an ‘“‘ad hoc” assumption to close the problem. He
found that the growth rate y could be reduced below the
classical value (V' kg ) due to mass ablation and described
it as y ~V'kg —kwv,, where k is the transverse wave num-
ber, v, is the flow velocity across the ablation front, and g
the target acceleration. All the numerical simulations [4]
and experimental results [5] that followed suggested
larger stabilization effects.

Numerous attempts have been made to develop an
analytical model by means of a surface discontinuity (ab-
lation surface) separating two uniform fluids [6]. Since
this approach leaves the solution undetermined, other ap-
proximations circumvent these difficulties either by in-
cluding in the analysis a layer with a diffuse boundary
centered at the ablation front (with a thickness of order
of the density gradient scale length) and solving numeri-
cally a linearized eigenvalue problem [7-9], or by using a
WKB model [10] (assuming very small wavelength per-
turbations).

Although the general belief is that the reduction is due
to mass ablation, the single theoretical support for such a
large stabilization is the so-called Takabe formula [7]:
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y=0.9V'kg —3kv, , (1)

which was obtained by means of a numerical fitting and it
is repeatedly referenced in the literature. Laser fusion
simulations seem to agree well with this formula, howev-
er, a recent set of indirect-drive experiments conducted
on the Nova laser [11] could suggest a not so large stabili-
zation ablative effect [factor 3 Eq. (1)].

It is well known that flow expanding through an inter-
face may require additional information besides the con-
servation relations across it [12]. Obtaining these addi-
tional conditions has been the most speculative part of
the models about RTI in ICF and a recurrent incon-
sistency for the last 20 years; all this becomes worse by
the extra difficulty of approximating the near hot plasma
corona region, dominated by the inhomogeneity of the
fluid, in a realistic way. The model presented here over-
comes this obstacle by considering on the one hand the
inner structure of a thin transition layer (ablation sur-
face), as in studying the stability of slow-combustion
fronts [13], and on the other hand by performing, in a
rigorous way, an asymptotic matching (no jump condi-
tions) to both sides of it [14]. The result that is obtained
is independent of the type of driver (direct or indirect)
and also of the physical details about the form in which
energy is absorbed. The application of the matching
asymptotic technique to RTI in ICF is a novelty, and the
first results already have been published [15]; the main
stabilization mechanism found is due to the overpressure
produced by heat conduction and such a stabilization
mechanism underlies many of the numerical, analytical,
and simulation results. In the work that we are present-
ing here, additional results are shown explaining to a
large extent the technique that is carried out. The sound-
ness of the physical model is based both on the assump-
tion of a sharp ablation front and on the smallness of
Mach number of the flow through it.

In the rest of this section we present the general equa-
tions, a discussion about the different lengths and charac-
teristic times of the hydrodynamics, and a brief review of
the boundary conditions used in the past. In Sec. II the
analysis of the problem is carried out. In Sec. III the
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dispersion relation is discussed. Section IV is dedicated
to different comparisons and Sec. V to conclusions.

A. General equations: Lengths and characteristic
times of the hydrodynamics

In order to obtain physical insight into the analysis of
the problem, it is basic to discuss in terms of the physical
parameters, lengths and characteristic times of the
different regions and their comparison. For simplicity,
we are considering a planar foil of thickness / (small com-
pared with the ablation radius r, of the shell if spherical),
which is moving with an acceleration g due to the abla-
tion pressure p, =~p,,lg (p,,=slab average density), gen-
erated by the heat flux coming from the corona. This
slab is continuously ablating with a mass ablation rate .

We use the same one-fluid equations as Bodner [3] (in
the frame moving with the unperturbed ablation front),
but we do not assume incompressibility and moreover the
heat conduction is explicitly taken into account:

0p/dt+V-(pv)=0. )

d(pv) /3t +V-(pvv)=—V(pT)+pg , (3)

8/3t(pv?/2+3pT /2)+V -[pw(5T /2+v*/2)—KVT]
=pv-g. @

We also assume the fluid to be a monatomic perfect gas,
the temperature is conveniently normalized (measured in
energy per unit mass units), g=ge, and K is the thermal
conductivity. Equation (4) does not contain an energy
deposition term, for instance, by means of laser energy,
because the absorption region is located at a large dis-
tance from the ablation surface compared with the wave-
length perturbations we are considering. The thermal
conductivity is assumed to have a power law dependence
on the temperature and the density, K =KT" “E/pH,
1<pu<2,5<n <8 [16], in order to roughly describe oth-
er possible transport energy mechanisms, such as radia-
tion. In Laser fusion and for electronic heat conduction
we have =0 and n =5/2 [17].

One can distinguish three asymptotic regions to be
matched (see Fig. 1): (i) a cold and adiabatically
compressed zone (region 1) of thickness /, which presents
a maximum of the density p,, where its values for the
pressure and temperature are p, and T, respectively; (ii)
an adjacent thin layer (region 2), where the material is be-
ing heated and expanding towards the corona, the pres-
sure is approximately constant, pT =p,, but not the den-
sity, which is of the order of magnitude of p,; the charac-
teristic thickness A of region 2 (approximately equal to
the gradient scale length at the ablation front) [8], which
is obtained by means of a simple energy balance
mT,~KT} 1 7H/(pkA), is defined as

A KT} *H

(5)

mpy

The characteristic Mach number of the flow velocity,
M,=v,/V'p,/p,, is assumed to be a small parameter,
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FIG. 1. Schematic profile of density.

with v, =m /p, defining the ablation velocity. (iii) Final-
ly, the hot plasma corona (region 3) where the flow
reaches sonic conditions and the order of magnitude of
the characteristic density p,., velocity v ., temperature
T, and the layer thickness L are estimated in a simple
way through mass, momentum, and energy balance:

pcorvcor ~m ’

(6)
pcorvgor/L ~PeorL'cor /L ~p, /L ,
5PcorVeor Leor /2 ~I—(.T20T e /(phorL) ™)
then we get
p 2
pcorEpaMazv T EVzorE _"’ ’
m
2n — (8)
L= Ea_ 2K )
m Snmpl!

where the factor n, appearing in the denominator of the
formula for L, has been introduced for convenience.
Thus, one can obtain, using Eq. (5), a relation between
the characteristic lengths of regions 2 and 3:

__2A
S5nM?2"

) 9)

and therefore, since usually M, <<1, the characteristic
length of region 3 is much larger than the characteristic
length of region 2. We will also assume the target thick-
ness / such that A <</ <<L, which may correspond to a
reasonable typical configuration in ICF.

Let us suppose that the order of magnitude of the
characteristic time of the duration of the process is that
of the existence of the target until it is evaporated totally,
t,=~p,l/m. The RTI is developed in a characteristic
time vy '=(V'kg )”!. Attention is restricted to instabili-
ty wave numbers k > 1/] because the stabilization occurs,
as will be proved shortly, for such wave numbers
[kl ~(kL)'" in the limit M,—O0], and therefore, the
equilibrium does not change on the time scale of the
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growth rate, y4f, >>1, so a perturbation analysis of the
type «e’’, where y is the time growth rate of the insta-
bility, may be carried out. Typical targets could have ra-
tio / /L values such that kv2 /g ~kIM?~(kL)"/"M? << 1
(main assumption of the model), and therefore using Eq.
(9) we obtain kA << 1. For instance, the simulations per-
formed by Gardner, Bodner, and Dahlburg [4] have
kIM?~0.04.

In order to prove the occurrence of that stabilization
mechanism for such wave numbers, let p,, v,, and T,
denote the characteristic pressure, velocity, and tempera-
ture, respectively, at a distance k ~! from the ablation
surface inside region 3, and let us also assume
A <<k ~!'<< L. Then using mass, momentum, and energy
conservation we get

ET:"‘FI

W ; (10)

PuVe ™M, Dy —Pg~ vy, mTl ~

therefore one can obtain

Vi ~rm /P* ~Vcor(kL)_-1/n’ T* ~ Tcor(kL)_l/n >

(11)
Pu—Pa~™ —pa(kL)_l/n .
If p,, is the perturbed ablation pressure due to the defor-
mation x, of the rippled ablation front with wave number

k (kx, << 1), using the last of Eq. (11) we obtain
Par~kx,p (kL)1 . (12)

Then, the heat conduction causes the pressure to increase
on the crest of the rippled ablation front and to decrease
on the valley, damping the growth. Now, using a
mechanical balance [18] and p, ~p,gl, one can obtain,
apart of numerical factors,

82
Ya K ]xa . (13)

~k
atZ g (kL)l/n

Certainly, the convection of the material through the in-
terface would also damp the growth and, in some cases,
both effects could be numerically comparable.

B. Brief review of the different boundary conditions
used in the past

The use of a model with a discontinuity surface is a
physically reasonable assumption if the wavelength of the
disturbances is large compared with the characteristic
thickness of region 2, kA << 1 (so region 2 compared with
regions 1 and 3 becomes a surface), though in a recent
work [9] the authors supposed unnecessarily kL <<1, and
such a condition is much more restrictive. The
difficulties presented by the discontinuity surface approx-
imation in the study of RTI in ICF are numerous. The
thermal flow in region 1 is negligible, in region 3, to the
contrary, it is basic to consider it, even for disturbances
with large wavelength, kL <<1, opposite to what occurs
in the study of the stability of a flame [13]; not to retain
this effect can lead to questionable conclusions when the
comparison between both problems is carried too far (for
instance, the boundary condition of Landau-Darrieus in
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the stability of a flame front cannot be applied to ICF).
To connect regions 1 and 3 the use of conservation laws
is not enough; one must study partially the structure of
region 2 and an asymptotic matching of the region 3 solu-
tion to the one that emerges from region 2 is necessary.
The peculiar behavior of the density, temperature, and
velocity near the ablation surface from the side of the
corona causes every attempt that uses patching or purely
jump conditions in a standard way through the interface
to fail. We should note that, as indicated already by
Manheimer and Colombant [6], the values of the unper-
turbed variables, just behind the ablation surface, are not
well defined. The puzzle of the boundary conditions
coming all the way from Bodner [3], and which we briefly
summarize in this section, can be clarified if on the one
hand the more basic (in the limit K A—0) structure of re-
gion 2 and the nearest hot plasma of region 3 (consider-
ing the heat flux) are held and on the other hand an
asymptotic matching of both regions is carried out [14],
which is rigorously necessary in order to connect regions
1 and 3 without ambiguities.

All the models in the past have considered a uniform
fluid to each side of the surface discontinuity and, in par-
ticular on the side of region 3. Then, the perturbations
obey a system of ordinary differential equations of con-
stant coefficients whose solutions are of the type
exp(gx +iky +yt), where x and y are the coordinates
along the main flow and the unperturbed front, respec-
tively. The number of modes depends on the physical
effects that the equations are taking into account: com-
monly they are four modes (four roots g) for incompressi-
ble and adiabatic flows and five for the flows with thermal
conduction; to these, one must add one mode more, the
mode corresponding to the deformation of the front
Eexp(yt+iky). Only those modes with Re(q)>0 as
x—>—oco and Re(q)<0 as x—+ « are physically al-
lowed.

1. Flows without thermal conduction
to both sides of the discontinuity

In this case if ¥ is assumed a real number, there are
four real roots g; three of them are positive and a fourth
is negative, hence we should determine five modes: the
only mode that does not explode in the prefront region,
the three modes that do not explode in the postfront re-
gion, and finally the corresponding mode to the perturbed
front £exp(yt-+iky). Five boundary conditions are
necessary to obtain the dispersion relation.

In Ref. [3], Bodner used the mass and momentum con-
servation laws (along the directions x and y) through the
interface, and he introduced two ad hoc boundary condi-
tions in order to close the problem: energy conservation
through the interface with an arbitrary source term,
which is related to the deformation of the interface and
(the fifth boundary condition is the one that relates)
through an arbitrary constant, the perturbed pressure
just before the front to its deformation.

Book [19] used a very similar model, except that he did
not consider any source term in the energy conservation
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equation and he assumed another relation between the
perturbed pressure just before the front and its deforma-
tion. Baker [6] assumed as additional boundary condi-
tion the fact that the perturbed density vanishes just
behind the front. Bychkov, Golberg, and Liberman [9]
used, for their regime of large wavelength, the Landau-
Darrieus boundary condition [20], which expresses that
the prefront velocity is unchanged. Recently, Wouchuk
and Piriz [21] presented a model that is closed by means
of a phenomenological and modified version of the
Landau-Darrieus boundary condition [22].

We indicate here that a self-consistent model would
have to consider some energy source term in the energy
equation, as in fact only Bodner [3] and Baker [6] have
considered. The omission of such a source term in the
conservation energy law through the ablation front is in-
compatible with a jump of density.

2. Flows with thermal conduction

Manheimer and Colombant [6] used a model where
they neglected the heat flux in the prefront region, which
then has one bounded mode to be determined, and a post-
front region with thermal conduction (a fifth-order
differential linear system for the perturbations) that con-
tains three bounded modes if the flow is subsonic and
four if supersonic. Then, in addition to the four bound-
ary conditions that are obtained from the conservation
laws through the interface (mass conservation, two of
momentum conservation and one of energy conserva-
tion), one or two additional boundary conditions are
needed if the flow is subsonic or supersonic, respectively.
For supersonic flow the authors imposed that the per-
turbed density and temperature vanish just behind the
front. While for subsonic flow they used a phenomeno-
logical law about the generation of vorticity at the inter-
face.

Kull and Anisimov [6] assumed thermal conduction to
both sides of the interface and subsonic flow everywhere,
so that there are two possible modes in the prefront re-
gion and three in the postfront. To connect both regions
they imposed, in addition to the four conditions that are
obtained from the usual conservation laws, a fifth bound-
ary condition obtained integrating twice the energy equa-
tion and finally, to close the problem, they assumed, as
the sixth condition, that the interface deformation was
null.

In order to clarify this set of boundary conditions let us
point out the following physical aspects of the problem.
In the long wavelength regime, that is to say greater than
the distance between the ablation and the critical sur-
faces, this region can be dealt with as a discontinuity sur-
face. In the postfront region the flow is supersonic and,
as Manheimer and Colombant showed [6], four bounded
modes are possible. The assumption of the fact that this
region is subsonic, with three bounded modes instead of
four, as Bychkov, Golberg, and Liberman [9] supposed in
their work, is then questionable. The two additional
boundary conditions are as follows: one of them is the
same as that which Manheimer and Colombant supposed;
we mean the perturbed density just behind the front
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(where we have the critical density) must be zero. The
second boundary condition, which Manheimer and
Colombant did not know how to find (they assumed the
temperature to vanish just behind the front), comes from
the fact that the flow necessarily has to cross an iso-
thermal sonic point, the one that is a singular point of the
equations. See, for example, the complete discussion of
Ref. [23]. Finally, in the regime that Manheimer and
Colombant call the subsonic flow, A <<k ! << L, the ap-
proach of the problem must be different: the structure of
the thermal wave that is established in that region, and
whose foot defines the ablation surface, is basic as well as
the determination in part of the structure of region 2,
whose characteristic thickness is A, and the matching
asymptotic technique must be used.

It would be interesting in order to clarify the situation
to make a qualitative study of the different modes that
can take place in the prefront and postfront regions. For
simplicity in the discussion we suppose the flow is sub-
sonic, so that the dynamic pressure is small compared
with the thermal one, and therefore an isobaric approxi-
mation is a reasonable assumption. The fluid, however, is
not incompressible since the heat flux modifies consider-
ably the temperature and therefore the density p~p, /T.
We also assume the derivatives of the unperturbed solu-
tion are negligible. Let p,=—p,T,/T,, v,, and p,
denote the perturbed density, velocity, and pressure, re-
spectively, which verify the following equations:

(8/31 +vd/3x )y /pg) =~ —V vy , (14)
(8/0t +vyd/0x)vi=—Vp,+pig, (15)
Vevi=—2A0vV(p, /py) , (16)

where Ay=(T,/T,)"A. For wave number perturbations
such that kA <<1, the thermal conduction in region 1,
where T, ~T,, is negligible. The opposite must occur in
region 3, where T, >>T,, and at distance x ~k ~! from
the ablation surface we have k&~ !~A, (notice that
T,/T,~x'/") and consequently, the thermal conduction
is not negligible in this region. For perturbations of the
type exp(gx +iky +vt), in region 1, with V-v;=0, the
corresponding roots to the four modes are g= —v /v,,
which is double (corresponding to the vorticity and the
entropy modes) and g = =k (corresponding to the poten-
tial incompressible flow modes). The fifth mode, which is
strictly not null and corresponds to the heat diffusion, de-
cays very quickly with the distance (¢ ~A™!) and, except
in a very narrow region such as region 2, its effect can be
neglected. In region 3, the five modes have the following
roots for kx >>1: q= —y /vy (vorticity mode) and the
double roots g =~=*k, two of them (%) correspond to the
heat diffusion and the other two correspond to the poten-
tial incompressible flow (or sound) modes.

II. ANALYSIS OF THE REGIONS

We look for solutions of perturbed quantities of the
form exp(yt—+iky). Let x =0 be the unperturbed posi-
tion (with a precision of the order of A) of the ablation
front and x, =& exp(yt +iky) its perturbation (in the lim-
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it kA—0 region 2, compared with regions 1 and 3, be-
comes a surface discontinuity). It is convenient to strain
the x coordinate [14] defining a new variable in the form
s =x —x,. Then, the partial derivatives are changed in
the following way:

d 9 %% 3 3 2

dt ot ot ds’ ax  as’
9 9 9x; 3
> T T .

dy dy dy Ods

We also expand the velocity v, density p, and tempera-
ture T

v=v,,(s)exp(yt+ikyle,

+ {vo(s)+ [ Vi, (s)+yvElexplyt +iky)le, , (17)
p=po(s)+p (sexp(yt+iky), (18)
T =Ty(s)+ T (s)exp(yt+iky) . (19)

Notice that v}, is the velocity with respect to the moving
perturbed ablation surface, which is located at s =0.
Though the unperturbed variables have been expressed as
only functions of the coordinate s, they actually could de-
pend on time, but in a slower time scale compared with
y~ 1. We would then proceed with the analysis of Egs.
(2)-(4) in zero order and linearize in the first order per-
turbations. In Appendix A we show the full equations
for the perturbations.

A. Analysis of region 1
(cold and adiabatically compressed zone)

In region 1 (s <0), after a transient time, the flow ve-
locity becomes very subsonic (M, <<1) in the frame mov-
ing with the target. In general the unperturbed flow is
not quasisteady in this region.

1. Unperturbed solution

Time derivatives must be retained since they are com-
parable to convective terms, 3/9¢ ~v,3/3s. We use the
continuity, momentum, and the entropy equations. No-
tice that the heat conduction is negligible in this region,
since poTovo~paTyve >>KdTy/ds ~p, T,v,(A/]):

) Apyvo)
Po +.ﬂ—_—0

—_ 20
ot ds ’ (20)
a'VO a'VO apo
—_— —:———_—+
Po~5; +povo s 9s | Pos 21
d | Po d | Po |_
a (o | Toas [ |70 )

where the pressure p,=p,T,. The integration of Egs.
(20)—(22) would need in general, besides the initial condi-
tions, the boundary conditions at the rear side of the tar-
get (s= —1I); for instance, if there were vacuum or a
negligible ambient pressure we will have there
vo= —dl /dt, py=py=0. Also we would need the bound-
ary conditions at just before the ablation surface s =0,
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Po=D,, and vy=v,=m /p,, where both p, and r (as-
sumed known) depend mainly on the irradiation condi-
tions of the target; however, p, depends on the initial
conditions and in general on the history of the evolution
of the target. Equation (21) may be integrated since
pogl >>pové, giving us

Po= fjlpo(s')g ds', (23)
and then
D= f_OIPO(sI)gd S’Epavgl ’ (24)

with p,, being the slab average density. Consequently an
approximate solution by expanding for |s /I| << 1, may be
obtained using Egs. (20), (22), and (23):

Pa s
~p, 1+ 25340
Po=P, Pav 1 ’ (25)
Pa I d P, N
Po=p. 11+ oo +Zzln e ]7+ e 1 , (26)
3 Pa I d S
~v, [1—= [+ —21 S
Vo=V, s | o T, dr n(p,) l+ 27

If, to the contrary, after an initial transient time, re-
gion 1 were to remain with uniform entropy (homoentro-
pic flow), a solution through all of region 1, —I <s <0,
may be obtained easily. From Eq. (22) we get

0 _ Fa
/7 ~const=——, (28)
Po a
and using Eq. (23)
» 2/5 o 23
£o - | o =—%1+5 , 29)
Pa Pa T, !

from which we obtain the average density p,,~2p, /5.
Following with this approximation we could then in-
tegrate Eq. (20) to get the velocity

dl
+ =
Ve gt

2 (30)

Vo=V, T+ 7

where the time derivative of the instantaneous target
thickness, dI /dt, through the use of the mass flow rate at
the ablation surface m =p,v, = —d(p,,l)/dt, is given by

£il~__5_v_d1npa
i~ 2°¢ dt

Now, with Eq. (21), one could determine the corrections
to the pressure through region 1:

2/5

(31)

Spa Do dva 1

_a Y —1|= _ 2 (a2 a2

20, | | Pa } g7 T
52 Va dlnpa
) i di , (32)

and then one can obtain, using the fact that the pressure
at the rear side of the slab is zero, the correction to the
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acceleration g of the ablation surface obtained in Eq. (20):

p. 3dv, 31V | |d¥np,  [dinp, |’
E% ol 2 dt 8 I 2| dr dt
11 dlnp,
S Ve g (33)

Notice that since d/dt~wv,/l, Eq. (33) shows that

g=(p,/p ) 1+0(M2)]=p, /p,l.

2. Perturbed solution

The perturbations in region 1 may be easily and con-
sistently treated if their wavelengths are smaller than the
thickness of such a region. The entropy equation (AS5)
may be therefore integrated, neglecting heat conduction,
which yields the entropy mode

37, p

— = — — =const Xexp

(34)
2Ty po

N 4
fvods

Assuming the real part of y is positive, the constant ap-
pearing in Eq. (34) must be zero in order for the solution
to be bounded (s— — o), hence a relation between the
perturbed pressure p,=p,;T(+poT; and the perturbed
density p, is obtained:

3P

5 Py —Po (35)

P1=

Then, having in mind that we are mainly interested in
wavelength perturbations smaller than the thickness of
the slab, kI > 1, only the leading terms of the zero order
solution are needed. First of all in order to determine the
different modes we eliminate the inhomogeneous terms of
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Moreover, since the compressibility effects are
O [(y /key)*]~(kl)~! << 1, where ¢, ~p,/p, is the sound

velocity inside the slab, the resulting Egs. (A1)-(A3) may
be simplified as follows:

3 Po
(P0V1xh)+lkPoV1yh~ vy o —Pin > (37
d dp 3 P
Po V‘*‘Vog Vien =T T a0 5 1o —Po8 > (38)
Po ?"""oi ivign=kpyp - 39)
ds 4
Then, after some algebra we get
d? 3 d Pin 23 Po
—_—— =—pg——— ty - — 40
ds? > 1pw Pogdsp 7/5pp1hr (40)
whose solution corresponds to two modes of the form
Pins=Agexp(rys),
41)
iy — PoVixh+ - Pint
POV ek —3gpy/Skpy . (ro /KNy /1o Fvg)
3kp, g
~tk+—2 &+ L] |
ry 10p, | k k l (42)

Finally we have the vorticity mode

kvq

P1n=0, viy=——iv, ~B_exp (43)

_?,fi_z‘.

In order for the solution to remain bounded (s — — « ),

Egs. (A1)-(A3), writing the solution in the following o

way: we must have 4 _ =B _ =0.
Let C, and C, be the perturbed mass flow rate and
=ps+E v~y rE+ § d Vo v =0 momentum flux in the x direction, respectively, at s =0~
P17 P1hT5Po8> Vix=Vixh by Tk - (with respect to the moving perturbed ablation surface);

(36)  then using Egs. (36), (41), and (42) we have
J
_ , kv, 3p. | g 7 g
Cl=(P0V1x+P1"0)|S=0—z—7’§Pa— A4 1"—7__‘16’: % |k ’ (44)
C,=(p; +2pevovix +PxV<2))|S —o-~A4++ép.gt+2v,Cy, 45)
3gp
. 1 a Y
~ + =T
Yy s=0" l a v§ 10kpa IOpa k J 46)
2
pil, _o- —2v,C,)~(kE)p, 72:7 < (k&p, , 47
s

Eliminating the 4, constant from Egs. (44) and (45) we get (neglecting kv2 /g terms) the following relation between

C,, C,, and the ablation surface deformation &:

3p.8  3pa
10kp, 10p,

1+

CZzgpag_‘_Clva ll— L k

kv,

1]2

3pa
10p,

3p.8
e

2
e
e fo T
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This last expression is similar to the one obtained by
Bodner [3] except in two aspects. One of them is due to
the fact that we are using here a different formalism,
which produces the £ terms in Eq. (48); the other one
comes from the retained compressibility effects (the fac-
tors proportional to p, /p, ~¢, 2). Such small correction
terms were not taken into account by the author in Ref.
[15] for simplicity in the exposition.

B. Analysis of region 2 (the thin ablation layer)

This region is very thin and its characteristic thickness
is of the order of A, the one that depends [see Eq. (5)] fun-
damentally on the temperature of the target evaluated
where the density reaches a maximum T,=p,/p,. To
study such a region it is enough to consider distances
s ~A; then the equations are simplified to a large extent
since any other characteristic length involved in the
problem, k ~11,L, is much greater. The asymptotic solu-
tions obtained in this layer have to match, taking the ap-
propriate limits s /A— =+ o (but keeping both ks and
YA /v, small) to the solutions of regions 1 and 3.

1. Unperturbed solution
Mass and momentum conservation yield
povo=ri, poTo=p, (49)

and to obtain the last of Eq. (49) we have neglected the
J

1/n

5n s 1 Spim
T, - - + - ~ =
“ 2 A n—1 2K g
Ty~
T, ‘1+exp 5X + |, s/A—>—c .
Note as in the first of the above expressions

(s /A— + o) the characteristic scale length A and scale
temperature T, have disappeared.

2. Perturbed solution

Perturbed quantities can be obtained in a simple way
through mass, momentum, and energy conservation,
since kA <<1 and yA/v, <<1 and therefore transverse
and time derivatives are negligible. It is straightforward

3!

+yEl |1+

ivy, —k&vy=const= — t
10kp,,

a

+...,

3gpa 3p,
10p,
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dynamical pressure p,v3~M?2p, and the gravity effect

~p.8A~p,A/l. On the other hand the simplified energy
equation, neglecting the same effects, is written as

d |5 _Tg dT,
:1; —2_p0'V0T0_K =~0. (50)

ph ds

Now, integrating Eq. (50) once, and imposing the match-
ing condition to region 1 (s /A— — o) where Ty=T,
and heat flux vanishes, we get

_T5dT, 5

5
EpOVOTO-—Kp# s za-pavaTa. (51)

For specified values of n Eq. (51) may be integrated once
more, for instance, in the case of laser fusion (n=5/2,
u=0) we obtain

5/2 372
ii-+-const=£ To +—2— &
2 A 5|1, 3T,
172 172
T, (To/T,) " *—1
+2| =2 4| ——— |,
T, (To/T,)'"?+1

(52)

and the value of the constant appearing above depends on
the choice of the origin, which is obviously arbitrary.
The behavior of the solution of Eq. (51) for large |s/A]
and arbitrary n value is

s/A—+ o |

[

from Egs. (A1) and (A2) of the Appendix to obtain the
solution matching (at s /A— — c but keeping |ks|<<1)
to region 1:

p1votpovix =const=C , (54)

p1To+poT 1 +2poveVix +pve=const=C, . (55)

Integrating Eq. (A3) through the use of d(pyT)/ds
~ —poVod Vy/ds and matching to region 1 one obtains

2
ril_
X kév, , (56)

and finally, integrating once the energy equation, Eq. (A4), and matching to region 1 the leading terms become

c, KT?!

)

5 . |5 d . m
pov03T1+ Ci+u i miS o™ u ok T, |=const=T, 2 Citu i m +_aC2 (57
Integrating once more gives us
n n
5 |G C | s 26, Sn a 1 ds
T\~ | == | (Ty—T,) |C3+= | —+ = —== To—T,) | ———
1= g, | Tom T | Catg e 1 2 |1, | To o f To(s) A |’ 58
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with C; being, as in Eq. (52), an arbitrary constant de-
pending on the choice of the origin.

C. Analysis of region 3
(the near hot plasma corona)

The unperturbed solution that is emerging from region
2 (s /A— + « ) shows us the characteristic feature of the
fact that there exists a free scale length zone A <<s <<L
in region 3. Then, to analyze this region (s >0), because
we are interested in the wavelength perturbations
kl~(kL)/"*>>1, only a layer of thickness s ~k ! <<L
needs to be considered; let then 7=ks be the normalized
space variable in this layer and define the small parame-
ter 8=(kL)™'/". The discussion presented in a previous
section about the scale of the variables in such a layer, v,,
p.> and T, [see Eq. (11)] suggests normalizing the densi-
ty, temperature, and velocity with those values, p.,. /9,

T.,.5, and v, 5, respectively.

1. Unperturbed solution

In general there is no quasisteady solution throughout
region 3 except in a restricted zone (~k ~!) next to the
ablation surface. Let §, 6, and v, be the normalized
density, temperature, and velocity

p cor

g()’ T0:6Tcor90’ Vo= 81’cor (59)

The continuity, momentum, and energy equations give us

d(§vg)

_%o_zo, (60)

dvg _ d(bo) | pa (kL)' ,
8§0U0 d'y] - dn +.p—av_ kl Mago ’ (61)

d 5 1 5n 60_“ deo

~ 0.+ — 2 __ 2% —_

dn (9000 |20 | T Ty

_ Pa_ (KL)'"

p kl M:{,'Ovo s (62)

which can be integrated through an asymptotic expan-
sion in the parameter & to obtain the solution matching at
7—0" to the leading term of the emerging solution of re-
gion 2 [see the first of the Eqgs. (53)]:

~ —1/n__ [6+5(n E)]
So=1 sa+m) 2T

nl/ny [6F5(n —p)] /"
Do S ) ot

+ =5u) n2/n
5(1+n) ! 3t

having neglected O (8?%) terms and of course O (M?2). No-
tice that the small parameter § is of the order of magni-
tude of the characteristic Mach number squared in such a
layer ~v2 /T, , which is assumed much larger than M2,
On the other hand, the assumption of quasisteady
flow is well satisfied since 9/0t~wv,/l <<v,3/03s
~KkVeo /(KL)V™,

(63)
(64)

Oy=n'"" (65)
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2. Perturbed solution

The asymptotic analysis is complex and requires a
power expansion with respect to two assumed small pa-
rameters: one of them is &, and the other one is
e=y /(kv.,0), which takes into account the effect of the
time derivative of the perturbed solution (~y) versus
convective derivatives (~kv*~kv,.8). Then, if one is
interested in the wavelength perturbations kI~ (kL)!/"
we can derive the following ordering:

e=—V — =Y A2kp)V "~/ kv2 /g ~V KIME<<1 .
kv, kv, 4

cor

(66)

Notice that from Egs. (9) and (66) we also have
£~ [(kL)l/"Maz]”zE(M3/5)1/2~[(kA)l/"]l/z. On the
other hand, Eq. (59) shows us that the small parameter €
will enter in the unperturbed solution expansion in
second order through the matching condition with region
2, for instance, 6,(n—0")~T,M?/8~¢?. We then nor-
malize as follows, taking into account the size scale of the
perturbations and the fact that they must be proportional
to the deformation £ of the ablation surface:

p1To+poT; =8kép,P (67)
PoVix TP1Vo=KkEMF | (68)
Vi =8k&ve V (69)

T,=8kET,, © (70)

and let the row vector W={F,P,V,70,d(n©)/dn}. We
write the fifth order system Egs. (A1l)-(A4) in vector
form using Egs. (63)—-(65) and (67)—(70):

aw’?
dnm

where A is a matrix and B is a row vector coming from
the inhomogeneous terms involving &; both depend on 7,
€, and §.

In order to connect regions 2 and 3 the solution in re-
gion 3 at —0" must be matched to the solution emerg-
ing from region 2 at s/A— + o (with ks <<1), which
only contains in such a limit the two unknown constants
C, and C,. Explicitly the perturbed mass flow rate and
momentum flux in region 3 must be equal to C; and C,
at —07, respectively, while both the perturbed velocity
vy, and temperature in region 3 must match, at 71—07,
the behavior of the emerging solution from region 2, Egs.
(56) and (58) at s /A— + o, which we reproduce below,
up to first order in 8 and ¢ in the scale of variables of re-
gion 3:

=AWT+BT, (71)

iVly

-_ 7 znl/n_
(kg)svcor s/A—+ o0

[6+5(n H)] 2/n
5(n+1) L

(72)
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TABLE 1. Coefficients f,, f, for several values of n. dwlT
=a,w{+b7 ; (76)
n fi f2 dn
2.5 1.026 648 —0.520516  in order &,
4.0 1.010964 —0.326075 dwl
4.5 1.008 913 —0.290 704 2 =qwl+bT+a,wT; 77)
5.0 1.007 394 —0.262418 dn
5.5 1.006 235 —0.239 249 in order 8,
6.0 1.005 331 —0.219904
6.5 1.004 611 —0.203 496 dw 3T
7.0 1.004028 —0.189 396 —=qwli+bT+aw?, (78)
7.5 1.003 550 —0.177 145 dn
8.0 1.003153 —0.166397  where a,,a,,a; and b,,b,,b; are matrix and row vector
functions, respectively, which only depend on 7, n, and u
and are given in Appendix B.
The eigenvalues f;, g; are determined in each order
T, _ /" C, C, imposing the vanishing of the perturbed solution as
(KEWBT cor |s/a st ~ n k€ tu Pk n— + . The homogeneous system corresponding to
each equation of the hierarchy of Egs. (76)-(78), presents
(73) two unbounded modes. To know analytically the

Then, the solution in region 3, after using the boundary
conditions at nz0+, will linearly depend on the con-
stants C; and C,. Moreover, it has two unbounded
modes as 7— + o [8], hence the condition that the solu-
tion must be bounded will determine C; and C,. In order
to numerically determine those constants we expand
them, for instance, C,/(mk&)=f,+ f,e+f36+ -, as
follows:

mcklg =f~f +f2;7;—aM3(kL)”"+f3(kLr‘/"+ TR
(74)

C2
op k&

=g=q +qz;1€’“Maz(kL)1/"+q3(kL)—1/n+ —

(75)

where f; and g; represent eigenvalues to be determined.

behavior of such modes as 17— + o is crucial in order to
determine correctly the numerical values of f;,q;, mainly
in this case since both modes explode as exp(7) [for in-
stance, 70 ~n(3i‘/5)/(4")exp(n)] [24]; this makes the nu-
merical determination of f >49; troublesome. Notice that
this last point has been always unsatisfactorily treated in
the past [7-9], through an incorrect determination of the
behavior of the solution for large 7. In Appendix D the
method used for the determination of the asymptotic
behavior of the solution is shown. We give in Tables
I-1IV the f 4 for different values of n and p.

III. THE DISPERSION RELATION

Once C; and C, have been determined (or equivalently
fj» q;), Eq. (48) relating both constants will give us the
dispersion relation

(1+a)y? +kv,[1+f(1+a)]y

We also expand W =w, +ew,+dw;+ -+, 4 =a,+ea,

+6a;+ -+, B=b;+eb,+8b;+ -+, and Eq. (71) gives Pav ki

us the following heirarchy of a fifth order system of linear —kg |1— (kL)' g|(=0, (@9

differential equations with variable coefficients: in order ¢

unity, where

TABLE I1. Coefficient f; for several values of n and u (notice that f, f, are independent on p).
fs

n/u 0 1 1.25 1.5 1.75 2
2.5 —0.01185
4 0.220163 0.306 708 0.393282 0.479 851 0.566 419
4.5 0.223 584 0.312920 0.402 238 0.491 554 0.580 890
5.0 0.226 983 0.318674 0.410396 0.502 150 0.593 901
5.5 0.230 141 0.323987 0.417 803 0.511 650 0.605 521
6.0 0.233 206 0.328 900 0.424 580 0.520248 0.615932
6.5 0.236010 0.333392 0.430 688 0.528 035 0.625 385
7.0 0.238 680 0.337 506 0.436256 0.535065 0.633928
7.5 0.241 149 0.341274 0.441 399 0.541 589 0.641 689
8 0.243 374 0.344 758 0.446 052 0.547 464 0.648 755
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2
3 Pa

10 p,

g _

3 q
~ ) 80
A (80)

a= -~ 10 (kL)l/n

XY
k

To obtain Eq. (79) terms like kv2/g~¢€? have been

4035

neglected and, on the other hand, the approximation used
in Eq. (80) lies in the fact that we are taking the leading
term for ¥ in Eq. (79). The retaining up to first order in &
and €, the unstable root is

172
Pav Kkl 9;—(3/10)g1 | 3 pa @
'yz[kg l—pa (kL) [ql (kL) Ta'p—av'ﬁ —kv,(1+f,+q,)/2 . (81)
|
A. Stabilization mechanism A__[sm v "q Pav 12 &
It is clear that Egs. (74) and (75) point out the mecha- [ 2 Yp. C

nism of stabilization. On the one hand we have the so-
called “fire polishing effect,” as Eq. (74) suggests; the
crest of the rippled ablation surface coming into the coro-
na is evaporating more quickly than the valley, enhancing
this effect by heat conduction (terms involving kL). On
the other hand, Eq. (75) shows the dominant stabiliza-
tion effect, the overpressure generated on the crest of the
corrugated ablation surface due to heat conduction; this
effect damps and could stop its growth.

We point out that the factor multiplying kv, above
(the so-called ablative stabilization), (1+f,+¢q,)/2,
takes a value of approximately 2 for the entire range of
interest in n and p values (becoming a general feature of
the ablatively accelerated targets), with g,, the term com-
ing from the momentum flux contribution through the
ablation front, being the largest. Strictly, in the asymp-
totic limit M, —O0, the growth is stabilized (neglecting
kv,) because the square root term in Eq. (81) vanishes
for a cutoff wave number

n/(n—1) 1/(n—1)
L
I

1/(n—1)

a

k=~
¢ 91Pav

q 1/n(n—1)
3
1— =

91

91Pav

Pa

and the condition k,A <<1 in order for the model to be
consistent is explained as

L

X , (82)

TABLE IIl. Coefficients q;,9,,94,95s, for several values of n.

n q1 9> g4 qs

2.5 0.667 5622 2.07611 3.74950 —0.1052360
4.0 0.760 6308 2.04015 3.83162 —0.025 3521
4.5 0.781 1391 2.03351 3.84453 —0.018 6037
5.0 0.798 4274 2.02835 3.85526 —0.0142478
5.5 0.813 1950 2.02429 3.86491 —0.0112696
6.0 0.8259536 2.02103 3.87373 —0.009 1417
6.5 0.837 0855 2.01837 3.88344 —0.007 5676
7.0 0.846 8823 2.01619 3.89055 —0.006 3697
7.5 0.8555701 2.01437 3.89671 —0.005 4366
8.0 0.863 3266 2.01284 3.90204 —0.004 6954

For wave numbers k > k,, the modes become oscillatory,
similarly to the effect produced by surface tension in
liquids. The main stabilizing effect is due to heat conduc-
tion, which causes the momentum flux to increase on the
crests of the rippled ablation front and decrease in the
valley, damping the growth of the unstable ablation front
and being able to stop it. On the other hand, the kv,
term in Eq. (77) or the so-called ablative stabilization
effect also helps to damp the growth. Both stabilizing
effects would be increased substantially by means of re-
duced values of L and the peak density p, (for r fixed),
respectively. Finally, we emphasize that Eq. (81) has
been rigorously derived without any assumption regard-
ing the behavior of the far away plasma corona or laser
energy deposition region, which affects the determination
of L.

B. Theoretical determination of the coronal
characteristic length L

Throughout the problem, L has been assumed to be a
known parameter. In fact L is an eigenvalue of the un-
perturbed problem, which is in general determined for a
given target and radiation conditions. L is defined [see
Eq. (6)] by means of p, and m values, which can be de-
rived from either one-dimensional numerical simulations,
experiments, or analytical models. For instance, some
known scaling laws for planar analytical models in laser
fusion (p, ~I}>A;273, m~I}7A;?3) [25] leads to
L ~1I}3A*3, where I is laser intensity and A, is laser
wavelength. On the other hand, spherical and planar
analytical models [7,8], if energy is absorbed in the super-
sonic region of the corona, lead to L /I, depending basi-
cally on the ratio of the sonic, p;, to the ablation, p,, den-
sities (or equivalently M,) and the aspect ratio r, /I (if
spherical), with r, the ablation radius. In fact, the iso-
thermal sonic point of the corona where v3=pg,/po
represents a singular point of the system of the hydro-
dynamic equations, and the condition for a continuous
transonic solution to exist leads to a universal relation be-
tween ablation pressure and mass flow rate (such a rela-
tion was implicitly used in the results presented in Ref.
[7]1 and some numerical values were also given in Ref.
[8]). One can obtain L explicitly in a closed form assum-
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TABLE IV. Coefficient g5 for several values of n and u (notice that g, g, are independent on ).

q3

n/p 0 1 1.25 1.5 1.75 2

2.5 0.606 840

4 1.185638 1.305 321 1.425 067 1.544 803 1.664 539
4.5 1.242 812 1.370454 1.498 056 1.625 653 1.753 293
5.0 1.293 756 1.428 370 1.563 054 1.697 811 1.832 560
5.5 1.339074 1.480 161 1.621 180 1.762 270 1.903413
6.0 1.379938 1.526738 1.673 505 1.820244 1.967 022
6.5 1.416 641 1.568 708 1.720 585 1.872 575 2.024 573
7.0 1.449 994 1.606 700 1.763 237 1.919907 2.076 694
7.5 1.480283 1.641217 1.802 152 1.963 232 2.124110
8 1.507 769 1.672757 1.837 551 2.002 602 2.167 387

ing M?<<1 and having in mind that it is a roughly ap-
proximated description for the flow not too far from the
pellet, say, at some small fraction of 7,.

1. Absorption at the supersonic region

Let us consider as in Refs. [7,8] the mass, momentum,
and energy conservation equations in spherical geometry:

r’pgvo=const=rlrm ,

(84)
d’VO d(poTo)
L e
5 1
r2p0v0 ?T0+—2—vé—g(r-—ra)
KT: # dT
__r2_._°_ 0 =0, (85)
pkdr

where r is the radial coordinate and the gravity g has
been introduced [7,8] to take into account roughly the
effect of the acceleration of the ablation surface. We then
normalize the variable in the following way:

U=vy/Veor »

X=r/r,

N =p0/pcor’
Z=T,/T

(86)

cor?

and after eliminating the density we get the following two
equations:

1 Z |du®_2Z dZ | .
~h-= =L 82 45, 87
2 W2 | ax  x ax '8 ®7)
5 1 2 4 =1 a4 +1-p4Z
274 =y —1)=2 Wy uzn nbL
2Z 2u g(X—1) > LX utzZ ax ’
(88)
where
A pa rﬂ
gEMz 7
“Ppav 1
p=Lf=-1|P) 2K (89)
Fo Fo | M Snmp}t

The following boundary conditions are imposed in or-
der to solve Egs. (87) and (88) in X > 1 and to obtain the

eigenvalue L for each value of the parameter §:

Z
Z ~0, — ~1, 90
|X_’1+ U |x_1t (50)
2Z . 3Z—gX—1) _
7+g Fx2irwgnti—u2 | |y_y =0,
91)

u2|x=xs=zlx=xs ’

where X is the sonic point coordinate. The first of the
boundary conditions (90) comes from the fact that
Z(X—>1")~T,/T,,~0, while the second is expressing
the fact that in normalized variables the pressure as
X >1tis P,. On the other hand, the boundary condition
(91), corresponding to the vanishing of the right hand
side of Eq. (87) at the sonic point, is the condition for a
continuous transonic solution to exist.

Once the function L () is obtained, similar expressions
also may be derived for the ratios p,/(p,M2)=N,(§),

1.2
— —
/ _““—
.
N X
0.8
Zs
0.6
N —
0.4
0.2
0
0 0.2 04 . 06 0.8 1
g

FIG. 2. Dimensionless normalized density Ng, temperature
Z and sonic radius Xg, in the case of electronic heat conduc-
tion (n=3, pu=0), vs the normalized aspect ratio &
=Mi(pa/para /L.
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M?Tys/T,=Zg(§), and the sonic (r,) to ablation radius LM(p, /(p)=W(§), s0
ratio r, /r, =X, (&) [all this on the basis of the approxima- Pav |
tion, as in Refs. [7,8], that in fact the ratio (r,—r,)/r, is L= F‘I’(é\) ) (92)
numerically small]. In Fig. 2 we give Xs(§), Ng(g), and Pa Mg
Zy(g) for n=5/2, u=0, while in Fig. 3, we show and hence, the cutoff wave number is
J
- 1/(n—1) 1/n(n—1)
pa [ w VTV s [qwpw |7 o M:
k.= 3 — | (93)
Pav | 1M, g1 | Pa Pav ¥

We also point out the following features about the behavior of the W(g'), which is a monotonic growing function:
W(g)~g for § <<1 (for instance, with low aspect ratio targets) [25] and in the opposite limit, for & >>1 (for instance, in
the case of large aspect ratio targets or in the planar case) it is ¥(§)~const. We summarize the results corresponding

to the laser fusion case (n =5/2 and p=0) as follows. Low aspect ratio:

L~=1.8r,,

2/3
Pay

Pa

Pa 7a

— 1—0.60
1

k,I~2.88

av

large aspect ratio or planar case (¥ =0.85):

Lzo.ssp“—%,
a a
2/3 5 14/15
M
kd=1.17—P |1-0.73 | P 5"——"—] .
av a pﬂ paV

2. Other situations of interest

When gravity plays an important role in the zone
where the energy deposition takes place, except for those
cases considered in the previous paragraph, it is not pos-
sible to get simple analytical results within the hypothesis

0.01

0 0.2 04 , 06 0.8 1
g
FIG. 3. Dimensionless normalized heat conduction charac-

teristic length W=LM2p, /(p,,]), for several values of n and u,
vs the normalized aspect ratio § =M2X(p, /pay)?q /1.

2/3 _l_ 4/15 .
7, ’

(94)

(95)

(96)

97)

of a quasisteady model. It may be instructive, however,
to summarize some laser fusion analytical results, which
were derived in the literature neglecting (thick targets)
the recoiling of the target or its acceleration.

If the electron mean free path is larger than the
characteristic length for temperature changes, the classi-
cal result for the electron heat flux, qe=—I?T5/ VT,
yields unphysical large values. A simple but crude way
to correct for this has been to saturate, or limit, the value
of q, in the form

9.1 <Bp.V'T/m, ,

where p, is the electron pressure, m, is the electron mass,
and B is a flux limit factor, which has been discussed in
detail in the literature [26]. As shown in Ref. [27], for 3
larger than roughly 0.04, the result L~=1.8r, is un-
changed, but for smaller values the flow becomes saturat-
ed before reaching the sonic point, giving in this case

(98)

5
) (99)

1/2
m,Z;
L=r,
]

m.:

3
2B

where m; and Z; are the ion mass and charge number, re-
spectively. Equation (99), strictly valid for very small (3,
shows the inefficiency of the stabilization mechanism for
strongly saturated flow.

In some simple planar and quasisteady models [28] ap-
pearing in the literature we find



4038
nri? 5 7
m
po~=—=215 | P17,
Fe (100)
— 4/3
4k (2|71
X595 15 7/3
c
J
p 5/3 x 2/3 p 2/3
k. ~19.64 [ — ‘-’ 1—0.277 | =
Pav ! Pa

hence, a significant reduction of the cutoff wave number
occurs for short laser wavelength.

IV. COMPARISONS

A. Comparisons with numerical
and theoretical results

In Fig. 4 the numerical results calculated by Takabe
et al. [7] in the laser fusion case (solid squares), using the
same normalization, for several ratios of the ablation to
the sonic densities p, /p;, are compared with our results
from Egs. (81) and (89). For the comparisons we have
used the approximation k =~I/r,, where / is the Legendre
index of spherical harmonics, and the same variables as
Takabe et al.: G=gr,/C2, C, is the isothermal sound
velocity at the sonic radius r, and Y=yr,/Cs. The re-
sults of the previous section about the spherical model
have been used to perform a complete comparison, due to
the absence of such complete results in Ref. [7]. In terms
of our variables we have

v 1/2
_ . Xs Pa __ 1 _ 1. XsZsG
G=g—>, “t=———, Y=y |t
Zs ps M}Ng g
(102)
100
1 10 100 1000 10000

FIG. 4. Dimensionless normalized growth rate vs Legendre
index for several values of p,/p;. Curves were obtained from
Eq. (81) in the text and solid squares are points calculated by
Takabe et al. [7]. The straight line corresponds to the classical
growth Vkg in normalized units.
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where p. and x, are the critical density and the distance
between the ablation and the critical surfaces, respective-
ly. Then, yielding a cutoff wave number

~IL3/9A%48/9 , (101)

The results predicted by our Eq. (81) show good agree-
ment with the results of Takabe et al. (solid squares).
The corresponding comparisons to different values from
G =0.5 are similar but show smaller cutoff wave numbers
than those of Takabe et al. Their calculations ir fact
were performed by means of a numerical patching of the
solution at different zones. Ours, however, were per-
formed by means of rigorous asymptotic matching at
different zones and hence they provide us with analytical
results that show the real physical stabilization mecha-
nism underlying the numerical Takabe et al. results.

Kull [8] carried out similar calculations to Takabe
et al., but with a better defined model, which, on the oth-
er hand, is strictly valid for much shorter wavelength
perturbations; it is in fact applicable to kA~ O(1) (notice
that Kull’s characteristic length L, is % times our A
characteristic length). We could compare here, Figs. 5
and 6, in the case of small I' (and hence kA <<1) the
growth rate, o(«,I'), the instability boundary, K .(T"), and

0.05

0.01

0.005

0.001

0.0005

0.0001

0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1
K

0.00001

FIG. 5. Dimensionless normalized curves of instability
growth rate o, derived from Eq. (104) in the text, vs dimension-
less normalized wave number « with I varying between 0.005
and 0.2 (solid lines for n =2.5). Solid circles were obtained
from the Kull [8] numerical calculations for the same values of
I’ and n =2.5. Results derived from Eq. (104) for '=0.2, n =5
(short-dashed line) and n =8 (long-dashed line) are shown. The
corresponding numerical calculations [8] also are shown: aster-
isk (n =8) and cross (n =5).
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the wave number of the maximum growth, K,,(I"), found
numerically by Kull [8] with our results. For instance, it
is straightforward (see Ref. [8]) to derive in terms of the
Kull variables (T, K, k) the following relations:

L 1 Pav r K Pav 2
T W K=p="" M2kl ,
o \/—_kg I . (103)

Although our analytical formula, Eq. (81), is only appli-
cable in the case when kA <<1 (and hence I' << 1), our
results are of interest in two respects. First, Eq. (81) con-
tains additional information to Ref. [8], since we have,
contrary to Kull, a nonisobaric model. On the other
hand, Eq. (81) (for both I' and « small but fixed and
M, =0) reproduces well the numerical results of Ref. [8],
shedding new light on the physical mechanism of stabili-
zation or scale laws implicitly contained in the numerical
results of Kull, at least for small I'. Then we get from
Eq. (81)

K 4n

1__

4039

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.07

0.05

0.03

0.02

0.015

0.01

0.001  0.002 0.005 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2

FIG. 6. Comparison of the instability boundary K.(I') and
wave number K,,(I") of maximum growth, derived from Egs.
(106) and (105) respectively, with the numerical (solid circles)
obtained from Kull [8].

GZ\/KF—qlnl/”KZ’l/”—ZK, (104)

and from this last equation we obtain the wave number of
the maximum growth:

m = q,(2n —1 n n—1

1/(n—1)l

n/(n—1)
n
) J

'1'/("_1)(271 _l)(2n—l)

—ri/tn—n 172
nl : /(n—1) (105)

The cutoff wave number is K, =k, /T=q{ """~ (T /n)!/" ~D as a first approximation. In order to obtain a better ap-
proximation, retaining, for instance, the « term in Eq. (104), one must retain also the terms of order &2 in the radical,
which means terms of second order in € and 8. This task is very difficult, except for the case ¥y =0, which is the one we
are interested in now. Basically, the mathematical problem 1is limited to consider the expansion
g=~q,+q3(kL)"V"+q,eMXKkL)*>" /kv} +qsM2*(kL)"/"+ - - -, instead of Eqgs. (74) and (75) and similarly for the rest

of the variables. Then we get

1/(n—1) .
k=t 1 T (—_n_ (9stds fl/ql)rm,,_” (106)
¢ r qlll/(n—l) n n—1 (nql)l/(n—l)
[
where for the case n =2, one has g, ~3.75 and g5~ —0.1 ring at very small wave numbers,

(see Table III). The results of the comparisons in Figs. 5
and 6 for n =3 show good agreement [notice that Egs.
(104)-(106) are only valid for small I']. The cutoff wave
number that could be derived from Fig. 5 shows
somehow an error; however, a more exact determination,
which is shown in Fig. 6 using Eq. (106), gives an excel-
lent agreement with Kull’s numerical results for the
range of ' values that we have used for the comparison.
In Fig. 5, the curves corresponding to n =5 and 8 for the
case I'=0.2 are shown (the only values given in Ref. [8])
and as Kull claimed the growth rate curves show only
minor variations. Our work suggests that the stabiliza-
tion mechanism underlying the numerical Kull results
differs from that pointed out in Ref. [8]. In fact, follow-
ing Kull, let y, be the thermal diffusivity at the ablation
front (~K,/p,), then for I' <<1 stabilization is occur-

k~kA~kx,/ve=k*X,/(kv,)<<1, and as shown in
previous sections it is caused by the overpressure due
to heat conduction y~Vkg ~[kXp,—p.)/ps]"?
~kv, /(kA)?">>kv,, and hence the regime ' <<1 is
not stabilized by the so-called ablative convection.

In a recent paper Bychkov, Golberg, and Liberman [9]
solved numerically the same equations as Kull (isobaric
approximation, etc.) but with an unclear or ambiguous
discussion or definition of the problem in terms of the
external physical parameters. Their results [9] were
given unnecessarily, by means of two parameters, which
was due partly to the method of patching used in the
solution of the eigenvalue problem. The results, except
for differences due to the method used in the solution,
should be similar to Kull’s. In the same paper [9] the au-
thors show an analytical formula for the time growth rate
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in the case of very large wavelength perturbations,
kL << 1, which has little physical interest, and its deriva-
tion is based in the ‘“Landau-Darius boundary condi-
tion,” which is inconsistently derived in the laser fusion
case (heat conduction cannot be neglected in a consistent
way). In fact, notice that from Eq. (74) one may get the
prefront absolute perturbed velocity (v,;=+v,,;+y£) at
the ablation surface

vx1z7§+kgva

frfog-MIKL)

. (107)

+(f3—3g (kL) "Vt -

For the case of kL <O(1), the previous equation cannot
be applied. A similar derivation carried out by the au-
thor of the present paper is found in the literature [29]
and it could be expressed as

va=y§+kév,Q, (108)

where (1 is a function depending on kL and on the irradi-
ation conditions (spherical effects, bremsstrahlung ab-
sorption, nonsteady effects, etc). In Fig. 7 we show the
results for planar quasisteady geometry, neglecting in-
verse bremsstrahlung absorption and the deflagration re-
gime (low laser intensity, heat conduction restricted to a
thin layer next to the target [25]): the curve labeled a was
plotted using the Chapman-Jouget condition [25] [one
finds Q « (kL)!”? for kL <<1]; curves labeled b and ¢ cor-
respond to an isothermal Mach number at the critical
surface of 0.5 and 0.9, respectively (as may be seen
Q=~const#0 for kL <<1). On the other hand in
quasisteady spherical geometry and the deflagration re-
gime too, using k ~1/r, (Il is the Legendre index) leads to

~ —2/(3l). So only Eq. (107) represents a universal re-
lation, independent of the irradiation target conditions
(notice that curves a, b, and ¢ of Fig. 7 will take asymp-

1.5

1.25 \
c

0.75

0.5

0.25

-0.25

(kL)Z/S 3

FIG. 7. The Q function entering in the expression of the per-
turbed prefront velocity; see Eq. (108) in the text, vs (KL)*/>.
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FIG. 8. Dimensionless normalized growth rate vs dimension-
less normalized wave number. Curves were obtained from Egs.
(81) and (96) for different values of M, indicated in the figure.

Dashed line corresponds to the Book results [19]. Results from
the numerical simulations of Gardner et al. [4] are also shown.

totically the value f=~1.03 for kL >>1). Consequently,
the Landau-Darrieus boundary condition is never appli-
cable in laser fusion except, clearly, in the case kL =0,
for which y =V'kg.

The results obtained by Book [19] are surprisingly nu-
merically similar to ours despite the use of an incompres-
sible model and the neglect of heat flux. In Fig. 8 we

compare our results [with L ~0.85(p,/)/(p,M2),n =3,
and p=0] with the numerical ones of Book [19]. On the
other hand recently, Wouchuk and Piriz [21], using a
similar model to Book’s, have derived an analytical for-
mula for the time growth rate. The authors, however, de-
rived the formula un-self-consistently by neglecting the
pressure variation in the momentum conservation along
the front; in fact, the rigorously derived formula for the
cutoff wave number, for instance, is
k.= Argrp /(¢—1)13, instead of k,= Apgrp/¢vs (see
page 496 of Ref. [21]), and a similar correction needs to
be made to the formula for y. Taking into account that
the dimensionless number ¢ may be very close to unity (it
may be shown that ¢=f,=1.03), this difference is very
important. However, the analytical formula of the au-
thors of that paper is in the right direction, but with an
erroneous interpretation of the underlying physical stabil-
ization mechanism. Actually, our Eq. (13) may be writ-
ten in a different form, which is more transparent for this
case (showing the same feature as the formula of Ref.
[21]): the stabilization is occurring at O(1)~kl/
(kL)'"~k+v%p, /(gp,) [the asterisk denotes the variables
calculated at a distance of one wavelength from the abla-
tion surface; see Eq. (11)]. This stabilization mechanism,
which underlies many of the numerical results found in
the literature, is also indicated at least in the formula of
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Ref. [21]. Our work indicates that it is not the ablative
convection that the authors suggest. Very recently, Betti
et al. [30] have presented a model, where the approxima-
tion of large n (the exponent entering in the conductivity
coefficient) is used to obtain the cutoff wave number. The
authors however did not notice that their result, at least
with respect to the dominant effect, already was predicted
exactly in Ref. [15]; here a more complete expression [see
Eq. (106)] reproduces the same results. Our work indi-
cates that the stabilization mechanism is not the one the
authors suggest.

B. Comparison with numerical simulations
and experiments

Figure 9 shows the comparison with some results of
the numerical simulations (FAST2D code) reported by
Gardner, Bodner, and Dahlberg [4]. L has been obtained
from some of the data reported there; plastic CH targets
of thickness 100 um are exposed to blue (0.26 pm) or red
(1.06 pm) laser radiation (3X10 Wcm™2). One of
them, that corresponding to critical dump (all the laser
energy was deposited at critical density in the simula-
tion), which has a value for L much smaller than the oth-
ers, shows a departure from the rest, in agreement with
what is predicted by Eq. (81). Such behavior cannot be
only attributed to the mass ablation term of Eq. (1). Ad-
ditional results of the same reference are also shown in
Fig. 8.

We next compare with some LASNEX (CH targets 20
um, 2X 10 W cm ™2, and 0.26-um laser wavelength) and
POLLUX (CH2 targets 16 um thick, 1.5X 10" Wcem ™2,
and 0.53-um laser wavelength) simulation results per-
formed by Tabak, Munro, and Lindl and Kilkenny [4],
respectively. In order to carry out the comparison the
value of L has been obtained, for equivalent irradiation
conditions, from the one-dimensional code MULTI (with a
Planckian treatment of radiation) [31], since due to the

a: blue

b: blue, crit. dump

0.8 c: red

0.6 1 3 6 10 30 60

pnvke/ pﬂ

FIG. 9. Dimensionless normalized growth rate vs dimension-
less normalized wave number. Curves were obtained from Eq.
(81) and solid squares from the numerical simulations of
Gardner, Bodner, and Dahlburg [4]. Points are joined to clarify
the behavior.
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lack of data in the corresponding references, the approxi-
mate values of M,~0.1 and ¥~=0.2 were obtained, and
hence both curves shown in Fig. 10 also were obtained in
this way through Eq. (81), assuming 70% (the higher) and
40% approximately of ablated mass, respectively.

Experiments in RT instability are unusually difficult
and the degree of uncertainty of measurements is impor-
tant, which is crucial for a complete comparison with
simulations or analytical results. In the same Fig. 10 we
show the experimental results (CH2 targets 16 um thick,
1.5X10* Wem ™2, and 0.53-um laser wavelength) ob-
tained by Desselberger et al. [5].

Finally, for the actual conditions of a set of indirect-
drive experiments [A~1-4 um is the minimum density
gradient scale length =LM2n+1)""!'/n", kvl/g
<0.02] [11], Eq. (81) leads to y =V kg —2kv,, which
shows good agreement with the data of the experiment
and the corresponding LASNEX simulation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the Rayleigh-Taylor instability in
inertial confinement fusion and we have developed a
rigorous and self-consistent model that can reproduce a
wide set of results found in the literature. The model
presents a scaling law and stabilization mechanism and
therefore sheds light on the stabilization mechanism that
underlies many numerical, analytical, and simulation re-
sults. We also have compared widely with other models,
some called self-consistent, indicating the similarities and
differences, and we have described and solved in a clear
way the puzzle of boundary conditions used in the past.
We could summarize our method for solving this prob-
lem in the following way: one must use through the abla-

} Ezpt.

A Pollux
* 7
> mGe

0 20 40 60 80 100
A (um)

FIG. 10. Dimensionless normalized growth rate vs perturba-
tion wavelength (um). Curves were obtained from Eq. (81) with
M,=0.1 and ¥=0.2 derived from MULTI [31], assuming 70%
(the higher) and 40% of ablated mass, respectively. Results
from simulations and experiments are also shown. The corre-
sponding results to LASNEX with two treatments of radiation:
multigroup photonic (MGP) and Planckian (PI).

0.2
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tion surface the mass and momentum conservation; on
the one hand, Eq. (74) expresses basically the prefront
perturbed pressure as a function of the interface deforma-
tion [equivalent to the ad hoc Eq. (14) of Bodner in Ref.
[3]], and on the other hand Eq. (75) expresses the prefront
perturbed velocity as a function of the interface deforma-
tion (equivalent to the Landau-Darrieus boundary condi-
tion or an ad hoc modified version of it). Of course the

J. SANZ
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model has limitations (for instance, targets not too thin)
but it is applicable to real ICF configurations.
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APPENDIX A

The continuity equation may be written as

d , . _
Yp1t ?i;(Pl"o"‘Ponx )+’kP0V1y =0,

the momentum equation along the main flow as

’ d ’ . —_—
Y(p1votpovix) T+ Ti‘s‘(PlTo +poT'1 +2povovix +P1V%)+’kP0V0V1y =P8 “7/2§P0 >

the momentum equation along the unperturbed front as

div,,

. d
YPoiviy tPoVo =k |p1To+poT, ”ggg(PoTo) ’

and the energy equation as

(A1)

(A2)

(A3)

’ ’ d
7[%<P1T0 +poT )+%P1V(2)+P0V0V1x 1= [povix +¥E)+p1vole _’}/ggs‘[%PoTo +%P0V(2)]

d ’ ’ .
+ E;[Po"o(%Tx +vovix) Hp1votpevix (3T +'21‘Vc2))] ‘HkPony(%To "";‘V%)

S

2

—nd = R k pd =
45 L(poTo) #d (KT3T)]—k*poTy) #KTOT,+n—+il(pOTO) "E(KTOH)

(p1To+poTy) ¢ —
— g _d | PIT0TPL b gty | (A4d)
n+1ds (poT o) T H ds
The entropy equation may be more convenient to use sometimes instead of Eq. (A4):
d (3T P, , da, T3" 3 |, T5”
poTo Y+Vog 27T, po +Vix Es—ln +(p1TotpoTy) 57"‘"05; In o =o,, (A5)
where @, represents the left hand side of Eq. (A4).
APPENDIX B
—1
N S 0
n
T—Zl /n Y 1 L2 -
nn 7 n
a;= 0 1 0] 0 0 , (B1)
0 0 0 0 1
1 1 1
nigl=1/n 0 1= n? nn
1
0 0 0 T2/ 0
-10 O =2
n
a,={0 0 —1/1,, 0 of, (B2)
n
0 O 0 0 0
1
0 O 0 —— 0
nnlti/n
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0 0 6+5(n —pu) 0
5(n +1)
g 1 \/n 2n —1 —1
p "2/ it 1/m na =1/ 1—1/n
a,= 0 0 0 0 0 , (B3)
0 0 0 0 0
0, 1+[.L 1/ 04 Os
L R oy " e 1—1/n
|
where the o coefficients depend on the constants n,u Fym~fy—m— qsn n(Zn—l)/n+ -
entering in the model of the energy transport law: S A Y ’
_ —2(17+15n —10u) fitpq,  f1(2n+1)
o1 Sn(n +1) ’ Pymgy— |0+ LA SRR
26+25n +5u(1+2n) (C3)
0,=— +5(n —
2 5(1+n)n2 V3z%lnl/n+q3n... ,
_ 1-=5u+(1+n)(8+5u) —
73 5n(1+n) ’ O~ (f3+“q1)n1/n+ 2f,(1 5‘“')7,2/11...
L _n(0u+8)=3  (1=5u)(1+2n) " on
¢ 5n? 5(1+4n) APPENDIX D
__ | 4Gu+2) 4 3(1—5u) In order to impose on Egs. (76)-(78) as a boundary
Os S5n 5(1+n) |’ condition the fact that the solution has to be bounded at
n— o0, it is crucial to know analytically the behavior of
_ 1 /" _ its homogeneous solution for 7— . It is convenient in
b= (0’0’ nyl=1/n 0, = n | b,={0,0,0,0,0} , order to get the equations in the standard form to make
the change of variable F=n!/"F, and hence the homo-
b= 2[6+5(n —pu)] —2(1—=5u) a2/m geneous solution of Egs. (76)-(78) verifies the following
3 7 5n(14+n)mlT2m e 5n n : fifth order differential system:

APPENDIX C

In this Appendix we give the solution of Egs. (76)-(78)
near =07 and match the solution that is emerging from
region 2. Let w;={F;,P;, I/j,nej,d(nej)/dn}, where
i=1,2,3,...,

q9.n
Fi=f{—m—
1=f1—n n —1

f1(2n +1)
n

(2n—1)/n+ e
’

n
Py =q,— 77”"'*‘"' >
(C1)

Vimqm+a'/"+ -,
o T a

™ p 2n ’

(n +f1)

F, =~ 4+ (n—l)/n+__,
2=f2 n—1 n

’

fr2n+1)
n n

_(2n+1)
n+1
(1+£,)

m—D2n—D 1"

P2zq2— 1/n+,,, ,
(C2)
Vy=—1+¢q,m

S
o,~—= 1/n
27 n

+1
fz,n(n )/n+ cee

=AV ,
dn
where
1 0 —1 0 0
nn
-2 0 1 % —1
nn n n
A= 0 1 0 0 0
0O 0 O 0 1
=0 0 1-— -
RAWI n°n hn

We next expand in general 4= 2;25" A j'r]"—j and
V=3iZ¢V;n"/. Let P be a nonsingular matrix that di-
agonalizes A4, (we are assuming the existence of five in-
dependent eigenvectors) and we make V=P-W and write
the above equation as
AW _BW, where B Eﬁ_’Aﬁ=JE B~ .
dn =’

We attempt a formal solution of the type

k=0
W=n%xp(An) 3 Win %,
k=0
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and substituting into the above equation we formally ob-
tain

%xwkn‘@}k_“(a—k)wkn—“‘“’=2k3jwkn—(f'+k’
Js

(D1)
and collecting terms

(Bo—AI)-Wy=0, (D2)

(a—i+DW,_;— 3 B;W,=(By—ADW,, i>1,
(D3)

where I is the unit matrix.

As may be shown A, has five linearly independent
eigenvectors and the five eigenvalues are +1 (double) and
0. Let pg represent one such eigenvalue and let @, be the
corresponding eigenvector for B,.

For the eigenvalue uy,=0 (simple root), taking A=p,
and W,=w,, we satisfy Eq. (D2), while for i =1 Eq. (D3)
becomes

(aI_’B[ )mOZ(BO_;\.I)WI N (D4)

and left hand multiplying (D4) by @, gives the compati-
bility condition that determines a,

oy (al —B)-wy=0 ; (D5)

then (D4) will give us W, except one component of it,
which is determined in the following order i =2:

[(a_I)I—Bl]wl_Bza)O:(Bo_}\.I)Wz N (D6)

and left hand multiplying (D6) by @, gives the compati-
bility condition that determines the unknown component
Of WI:

oo [(a— 1) —B,]'W,—wq B, ©,=0, (D7)

and (D7) will determine W, except one component of it,
which is determined in the following order i =3, and so
on.

This procedure must be modified at the first step if
there are double roots. Let u, represent one such eigen-
value +1 or —1 and o}, wf its two independent eigen-
vectors of B, for the double eigenvalue p, Obviously

J

| 4+8/n +3/n2
2n
—2(n+1)

—1/n

IV oo
[ 5]

+n7! +n72 0

3
oo oo~
I

—-

0
1+n
n’ |

[¥)

+0(n~?)
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W,=B,0}+B 0l satisfied (D2), with B8; and S3;; being
arbitrary constants. For i=1 the following equation
must be satisfied:

(ClI—Bl)(ij(l)+ﬁllw(1)1)=(.80—}»1)wl ’ (D8)
and left hand multiplying by w{ and w{! gives
w(I)'(aI_BI )'(Blmé+3110)(1)1):0 ’
(D9)

oll-(aI —B)- (B0} +Brol)=0 .

The homogeneous system in f3; and B;; has a different
trivial solution if

[@f-(al —B, )] [0f-(al —B,) ol

—[w{-(aI —B,) 0] [oi-(al — B, )@]=0. (D10)

Equation (D10) gives us two solutions for & and, finally,
with (D9) we get a relation between B; and ;; and hence
Eq. (D8) will determine W except one component of it,
which is obtained in the following order i =2. The pro-
cedure is easily followed for i =3,4, ..., and so on.

In the following we summarize the first terms of the
solution V as n— oo. The calculations were performed
using a symbolic compiler as MATHEMATICA [32]: Modes
I-II: [py=—1,a=(3%V'5)/4n]:

(3+V'5)/(4n)

7 exp(—mn) 1 +o(p7H |,

(3—V5)/(4n)

n exp(—1) 1 +0(n™ ")

n(1—v's)

Mode II1 (=0, a=—1/n):
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Modes IV-V [uo=1, a=(3+V'5) /4n]:

(3—V'5)/(4n)

n exp(n) —1 +0(n~hH |,

The eigenvalues g, f; were calculated up to o(n7?)

[

) -1
77(3+\/5)/(4n)exp(17) -1
2
n(1+v’5)
2
n(1+v'5)

+0(n™h

terms in the IV-V modes. Such terms are not given here due to

the extension of the expressions. We point out that a correct determination of modes IV-V is crucial in order to im-

pose correctly the boundary conditions at = .
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