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Baffled (“closed”) divertors are designed to reduce the chance of recycling neutrals from
leaking back into the core plasma. This is particularly effective when baffling is combined
with particle pumping. This in turn results in a reduction of both pedestal and line-averaged
densities of the core plasma, and offers opportunity for “advanced tokamak” operation, such
as efficient current drive and access to favorable energy confinement regimes. Both modeling
and experimental results from DIII-D have demonstrated the effectiveness of the closed
divertor in preventing recycled neutrals from returning to the core. For example, a reduction
of 2–2.5 in core ionization favoring closed diverted plasmas has been reported [1,2] for high
triangularity H-mode plasmas at about one-half the Greenwald density [3].

The effects of divertor closure on the fueling rate, divertor detachment, and impurity
content of high-triangularity, ELMy H-mode plasmas are examined. We find that (1) open
versus closed geometry does not appear to play a major role in the evolution of several
characteristic plasma parameters during gas puffing, such as the pedestal and separatrix
densities at the onset of detachment, (2) the deuterium core fueling was modestly lower (≈15–
20%) in the closed divertor configuration, and (3) the closed divertor had less carbon  than
the open divertor at the same line-averaged density and power input, typically 15–30% less.

In this paper the performance of the
DIII-D closed divertor is evaluated for
deuterium-fueled plasmas for higher
densities than those discussed above. In
particular, we will be comparing
divertor detachment, fueling rates, and
impurity content in the plasma core for
open  and  c losed  d iver to r
configurations, as shown in Fig. 1(a,b).
The upper divertor has two baffles: an
outer baffle and a second (“dome”)
baffle which largely separates the
inboard and outboard divertor legs [4].
For discussion we will refer to this
divertor as closed [Fig. 1(a)], and refer
to the lower divertor, which does not
have this baffling, as open [Fig. 1(b)].
Since high-triangularity plasmas in the
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Fig. 1.  The closed and open divertor geometries considered
in this paper are shown in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), respectively.
For either case, the ∇ B ion particle drift was toward the
X-point. The 2 and 4 cm flux surfaces in the scrape-off layer
(as measured at the midplane) are also shown. Unless
otherwise denoted, the plasmas discussed are characterized
by: IP =1.37 MA, BT = 2 T, q95 = 4.1, PINPUT = 5 MW,
Zeff ≤ 1.6, and triangularity with respect to the X-point
≈ 0.74. Sawtooth activity was observed in all  discharges.

open divertor cannot be actively pumped (unlike those in the closed divertor), we limit this
study to unpumped, ELMing H-mode discharges. The plasmas considered in this study were
characterized by: IP = 1.37 MA, q95 = 4.1, PINPUT = 3.0–7.5 MW, ne/nGW ≈ 0.6–0.8, and
triangularity of the X-point = 0.74.

The temporal behavior of several global and edge discharge properties were only slightly
affected by divertor baffling geometry during gas puffing. Figure 2 compares the evolution of
a plasma discharge with a closed divertor against a similarly-prepared discharge with an open
divertor. The temporal behavior of both line-averaged density, normalized to the Greenwald
density, and the plasma stored energy tracked each other fairly closely [Fig. 2(c,d)], and the
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ratio n /ne GW  at the termination of the
H-mode (i.e., at the H-L back
transition) was virtually the same. Edge
plasma properties, such as pedestal
density and electron temperature, also
had very similar evolution for both
shots [Fig 2(e,f)].

The relationship between pedestal
density ne,ped and pedestal electron
temperature Te,ped was  insensitive to
divertor closure [Fig. 3(a)]. For either
open or closed diverted high density
cases, gas puffing initially produced a
pronounced decrease in Te,ped but little
change in ne,ped, also implying a sharp
degradation in the electron pedestal
pressure (Pe,ped). Figure 3(b) shows
that a decrease in the energy
confinement time (normalized to the
ITER89P energy confinement time [5])
of a highly radiative zone at (or inside)
coincided with this drop-off in Te,ped
(and Pe,ped), and was consistent with
the profile “stiffness” in electron
temperature reported previously for gas
puffed plasmas [6,7]. The energy
confinement “trajectories” in ne,ped-
ITER89P space were also insensitive to
divertor closure. Similar results to the
above were observed when the
experiment was repeated at the 3.0 and
7.5 MW power levels.

“Partial detachment” of the divertor
plasma is defined here as zero particle
flux at the outer target near the
separatrix (between ELMs). As with
the low triangularity (δ) DIII-D plasma
cases discussed elsewhere [8-11],
detachment of the outer leg in both
open and closed high-δ divertor cases
occurred first at the separatrix strike
point and then moved outward. Unlike
typical low-δ  DIII-D plasma
cases [9,11], however, partial
detachment was a gradual process at
high-δ, as opposed to a rapid transition,
and, more importantly, significant
degradation in the stored energy was
observed prior  to detachment, as
shown in Fig. 2(d). (Since we observe
energy confinement degradation in
both open and closed diverted
discharges in this study, it is unlikely
that this behavior in energy
confinement can be tied directly to the
divertor closure.) The formation of a
highly radiative zone at (or inside)
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Fig. 2.  Comparison of closed (shot 101560—solid curves)
and open (shot 102447—dashed curves) diverted plasmas
under similar power input (a) and gas puffing (b) programs.
The timeslices for detachment of the outboard separatrix
strike point, as well as the timeslices for their H-L back
transition (Section 3), are denoted by the solid vertical lines.
The evolutions of the line-averaged density, normalized to
the Greenwald density nGW (c), and of the plasma stored
energy (d) tracked each other closely. The energy
confinement, normalized to ITER89P L-mode scaling, was
≈2.0 just prior to the start of gas puffing (t=2.3 s) and was
≈1.4 just prior to detachment at t≈4.65 s. Pedestal density
ne,ped (e) and electron temperature Te,ped (f) also shared
similar temporal behaviors.
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Fig. 3.  (a) The variation of Te,ped with ne ,ped  was
insensitive to whether the divertor was open (open circles) or
closed (X’s) during gas puffing. (b) The variation of energy
confinement time (normalized to the ITER89P L-mode
confinement time) with ne,ped was also insensitive to
whether the divertor was open or closed. Partial detachment
(Section 3) occurred at ne,ped = 0.61×1020 m-3 (0.61×1020
m-3), Te,ped = 250 eV (210 eV), and H-L89P = 1.45 (1.33) in
the closed (open) configuration. The data are from several
shots described by the parameters in the caption to Fig. 1.
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the X-point separatrix was nearly coincident
with the onset of partial detachment, similar
to that previously observed in high density,
low triangularity plasmas [12]. A rise in
ne,ped and slight additional reduction in
Te,ped [Fig. 2(e,f)] was observed following
the onset of partial detachment, which
normally took place near the “break” in the
T e , p e d  and energy confinement
curves [Fig. 3(a,b)].

Partial detachment occurred at the same
pedestal density (ne,ped,det) for both open and
closed divertors for the three power levels
used in this study (Fig. 4). This is also true
for the upstream density along the separatrix
(ne,sep,det) .  Tha t  t he  r a t io  o f
ne,ped,det/ne,sep,det is independent of divertor
closure is addressed below.

Core fueling was lower for the closed
divertor than for the open divertor, given the
same density (e.g., ne/nGW≥ 0.72), gas puff
rate, energy confinement time, and power
level. To understand this, the 2-d fluid
plasma code UEDGE [13] was used to model
two similar high density “attached”
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Fig. 4.  The pedestal (ne,ped,det) and separatrix
(ne,sep,det) densities immediately prior to detachment
are shown for the open divertors (open circles) and
closed (closed circles) divertors. Divertor closure did
not appear to have a measurable effect on either
ne,ped,det or ne,sep,det, both of which depended only
weakly on power input. The pedestal densities at the
H-L back transition (ne,ped,HL) are also shown for the
open divertor (open triangles) and closed divertor
(closed triangles) cases.

discharges under open and closed divertor geometry. The effect of the walls on the fuel
particle balance was simulated by assuming surfaces in the divertor region below the X-point
of both discharges were saturated (and therefore had a recycling coefficient of one), and wall
surfaces elsewhere were assumed to have a recycling coefficient of 0.95. We also assumed
for both open and closed divertor cases that χe = χi = 0.3 m2/s and D⊥  = 0.075 m2/s. The
plasmas were characterized by PINPUT = 4.9 MW, H-L89p = 1.85, and ne/nGW ≈ 0.74.

UEDGE calculates that the core deuterium fueling rate was ≈15–20% lower in the closed
divertor case in comparison with the corresponding open divertor case. This result is
consistent with an independent approach based on the evolution of the radial profiles of the
core density and temperature, as described by Porter [14]. From UEDGE analysis the
recycling current in the closed divertor case was roughly twice that of the open divertor case.
However, the contribution of this higher recycling current was offset by greater divertor
screening, and thus a lower probability (≈40% that of the open divertor case) of these neutrals
returning to fuel the core. The net fueling rate of the core, which is the product of these two
factors, was then about 15–20% lower in the closed divertor case. In the UEDGE analysis of
the closed divertor case the electron temperature was high enough to efficiently ionize
recycling neutrals between the X-point and the divertor target.

It is noteworthy that, since ne,ped,det/ne,sep,det was essentially the same for corresponding
open and closed diverted discharges, significant core fueling for both cases could be expected
to originate in the same general poloidal region. It has been shown previously [15] that ratio
is sensitive to flux expansion at the location of a poloidally localized particle source.
Additional support for a common poloidal location in peak fueling also  comes from UEDGE
analysis which indicates that the largest neutral source for both open and closed divertor
cases is localized at or slightly above the X-point [Fig. 5(a)].

In the parameter range n /ne GW  ≈ 0.6–0.7 and PINPUT = 3.0–7.5 MW, the carbon density
in the core plasma was found to be ≈15–30% higher in the open divertor cases than in the
closed divertor cases, given comparable density and power input. Carbon content in the
plasma core for either case, however, was low (i.e., Zeff ≤ 1.6). Preliminary UEDGE
modeling agrees with lower core carbon density for the closed divertor. The transport
assumptions were identical to those enumerated above; the source of carbon is assumed to be
chemical and physical sputtering from the divertor plates and vessel walls [16]. Further
details of the assumptions used in the modeling are given in Ref. [2].
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UEDGE modeling indicates that both
baffles of the closed divertor reduced the
probability of scattered carbon impurity es-
caping the divertor, either through the private
flux region toward the X-point or out be-
tween the scrape-off layer and the vessel
wall. The net result for the closed divertor
case was lower carbon density near the
X-point and upstream along the separatrix.
This, in turn, ultimately led to fewer carbon
ions diffusing into the core. For example,
Fig. 5(b) shows the radial flux of C4+ into the
core of the open and closed divertor cases;
C4+ was the main carbon ion along the sepa-
ratrix flux surface, where Te ≈ 50–100 eV.
Thus, the restricted range of carbon impuri-
ties in the closed divertor region was a factor
in lowering carbon ion flux along the scrape-
off layer and reducing C4+ flux into the core
above the X-point.

With regard to the carbon content in the
core, factors other than geometry that could
also play a role are: (1) newer tiles installed
in the closed divertor and (2) better contour-
ing of the tiles under the inboard leg
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Fig. 5.  The radial fluxes (a) of neutral deuterium and
(b) of C4+ 

are shown as a function of poloidal distance
along the separatrix from the inner strike point (ISP)
to the outer strike point for both open and closed
divertor cases. UEDGE analysis shows the larger
radial flux is C4+ into the core of the open divertor.

of the closed divertor, hence, less edge heating and tile erosion at the tile edge. However, we
have no experimental evidence that having flat tiles at the strike point on the inner wall con-
tributed more core carbon than having the strike point on contoured tiles [17]. UEDGE
results show that our carbon content observations are consistent with what is  expected from
purely geometrical considerations.

Although there were many similarities in the behavior of closed and open diverted
discharges, modest differences in their deuterium core fueling were observed during
deuterium gas puffing. The deuterium core fueling rate was slightly lower for the closed
divertor configuration. UEDGE modeling indicated that the increased recycling current in the
closed divertor was more than offset by the improved divertor screening of the recycled
particles returning to the core. It is also important to note that the poloidal location of these
fueling peaks for the baffled divertor case is well outside the “closed” divertor region. We
speculate that the proximity to the X-point of an unbaffled region of high recycling (i.e., the
inboard leg) may in part account for the reduced effectiveness in controlling core ionization
in the  “closed” divertor during gas puffing, and may hold the key to understanding the
similarity in plasma behavior we have documented.
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