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strong ion cooling
outer target transit times :
Te=L/Vipe ~2ps
T, = L/Csppeq) ~120ps !!

Similar to1D kinetic PIC ELM simulations

[D. Tskhakaya , 34th EPS, Warsaw (2007)]
(P2.118)

ELM = inherently kinetic event =>

Simulations with kinetic code BIT1
= necessary next step for TCV

P (outer target) ~ 240 J
P (inner target) ~ 100 J

~ 55% of E gy (620 J)
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Profiles broadening during ELM

Profiles of target j ¢, during
the ELM rise are steeper

<=> agreement with
[R. A. Pitts et al., Nucl. Fusion 43 (2003) 1145]
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