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Abstract

In order to obtain the heat flux distribution of CFETR divertor target plate, TSC (Tokamak Simula-
tion Code) program is used to simulate the configuration discharge of Lower Single Null and Quasi-
Snowflake divertor of CFETR. The divertor target plate is added to the program, and the plasma
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outside the outermost enclosed magnetic surface hits the divertor target plate along the magnetic
force line. The heat flux of the target plate under the discharge of the two divertor configurations is
simulated. The heat flux distribution of the divertor target plate in the flat-top stages is analyzed,
and the heat flux of the Lower Single Null divertor configuration and the Quasi-Snowflake divertor
configuration are compared. The results show that the heat flow is basically less than 1IMW/m? in
the plasma current climbing stage. In the flat-top stage, the peak heat flux of the Quasi-Snowflake
divertor configuration is 23.34 MW/m?2, the peak heat flux of the Lower Single Null divertor confi-
guration is 39 MW/m?, and the target heat flux of the Quasi-Snowflake divertor is less than that of
the Lower Single Null divertor. The calculation results provide the heat source distribution for the
multi physical field coupling analysis of thermal structure in the next step, and have a certain ref-
erence value for the engineering design of CFETR.
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1. 5|8

FRE SR AR TAESLEGHE CFETR (China Fusion Engineering Test Reactor) &3 E 1EE AT TR AU RS
WRE, SRR EHNRSESIER D, AARKRERTIZIT I HR ALK H I S HE 28 5 IR ST (1)
BlEIERt 1], HEE B BOFRIRLE H AR & IA F] 200 MW (R ThER, 78R RS —Fr B HARE AR T)
RHERILE] 1 GW, FEik—PIFE DEMO MEGIFE TAE. N7 SLBlix — RSk Hoéx, HE CFETR &4
B INIESE ITER 16N MREL AL R AR YEE L TREHAR AL, 25— g . i, mE
FEAER(TBR > 1.0) A0 )2 P S A D8 45 55— SE R AR 1 1) 2] o

fRIESS /2 CFETR 2B 1 OCHEEMRAE, AN DAL R HE R SHEK (3], fmiE#sHEth #vi sk B &
Bt PATRETHT LA A TS0 T SR 20 1 56 B -4, Ay e e 4T B RS L. RE R S5 5 AR B g
B, SE PR, BmBESSHEE . R4 CFETR 35 B R A N IhZ B AR, Wi s RS s
B 10 MW/m®, X DR W IE RS A BRI HER AR fE 714, IRIBLTE CFETR VBRI TRER T 5 =, 1
PERR AW R — T E EA AR5 [6] [7].

KT CFETR fmiE#sAHC W7, HATCOAEZHE. ESANCEIFRmIERSHW T, Ak
ITER fyE#s . SEMmIER I ITER S AL ISR =FPLste, FFIRUE-SFRME(8]; XIFH 5 NI T ART# 7T,
P CFETR {mIEASSEM ML S ¥eit, BATHIIK T, 200, Bk TR Sk 9]; RSN
BT [B SR AR TAR IR HE(CFETRYIRIEZRAL I, WP BE THR. PR T JE =Fh A e 4 i, i
— Bt Jateh TIRA R CFETR A RIES VL 45#[10]; —KR% AT T8 CFETR AN B 7
ST R S R AU 7T, A3 B T AR B B A B OSCR 1] skAE XSS N8 SOLPS X CFETR
KR DE 25 R W (E BGRHEAT 7B F, 9. ANEEAR AR AE 2 B0 15.5 MW/m®, 12.5 MW/m® [12].

ARSCAEH TSC FRF[13 055 B TR R IE T ~FT0 BZERY BUEAT T BB AL . 454 CFETR 3
24, 1E TSC &7 H IR ISR SEAR 0 LT &5 4, R EAFE N M. MO . Dome #R. [FIBSREHLHES
TEAMPERAIIE . N R mIE 2RO BOR A AT DA R T DA A 6 25 B85 1A T o B e 2 ¥R L. AElre
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B 7 PR BE A BT T A SMERCA Dome BRAVL, BRI 1T TR B 8 S EE AR A 0 A
Xt L e A L AE S T R DE a5 B I R AT HEAT 1 BB TSC Ry A BhL T S Re B i i /&
— YRR IS, JF PR R A AOS TR I s AR BN R, DR, IR R AT DU E)
—EZHEN

2. TSC H{EHET

TSC FE/F BA AN . nI AR TS5 s AR A (0 Fr A, SR TSC F2FF X CFETR 2% B AT O AR
o 1986 WM TSC £ 3% B L AR TR 2% 55 B 1A B S8 25 (PPPL) 4 5 K 58 %, Bl 1T I 114 0] AN
WitZfk, TSC WA E. B 24 H, TSC f7 O & H T 585 th 2 AN KA 1 v 34 B K A L. TSC
F& H I SRS R S s BUE AR, R0 B I 5 A5 B AR B I TR (R4, SRR R B
PN 72, FR TS THBmA. ksl Sy Eaa, Tl 6 RS, AhE AR R
A[14][15].
— NG FRIOERTE LT R GE A 38 R A [ 37 bR B AT DA SRR os iy, ik -
B=V¢xVy+gVe (1)

ﬂ¢¢%%ﬁ%,wﬁﬁﬁmL,g%%ﬁ%uﬁ
N T TR AT e 465 53 FUAS ] R0 5 53 0 AR EE, DR S S TR B B m = MonV R
A
m=VgxVA+aoVp+VQ )

Ho A iR, o AR, QDL

TSC FfFit XK h = FE AKX, AEX. ®4X, HRARLAEF, SE AKX EH
X o AT BEI A1 224, 5 L S T R NS HARIESE . /£ MHD-Maxwell J7 F2419 51 AR TBCK
PR b 0 OGS RS

SR TR S T AR AR

JxB=Vp 3)
TSC B I IU J7 i Al i AU 3G NS5 88 TR B, s 0 Ui B, UK EE 778«
F,(m)=—,[V’m=V(V-m)]-p,V(V-m) )
Hry, oy, NRTIRGERG T2 BT R G AR ARG R 8. B 1R )5 B4 88 TR 0 P 7 RE 0 R s «
%*F (m)=JxB—Vp 5)

TSC HiatiA R Hu 2 %ia TR, HEB TR RTEE N« S8 TRE%E o fET
TS o, W — 4B T FR AL, iE Th B DX I 46 55 55 - AR RN &1 2 X3k
o , 0

( H £—£Q 0.)+ (S+S R)} ™
20'6 [aVT{V oK 6Q +— [ F%JFQANLS@_REH ()
ot od ob od od od
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Kb o N AEGEE, Sy S, SRk T BT METRSNERR, 0. O &R T THIR,
V.~ KRB, R, 4G5 RE RS,
TSC Fefrrf, 54 il Ji 1 (IS0 S fe B B AR A IR, TP X o Th i B m] e R ik B

R, (®,6)=1.7x107(n, (cb,z)[nﬁ])2 Z(1)(T, (@,0)[eV])" ©)
b Z (¢) A RCBATEL T DURSE A [F BRS04
3. CFETR TR T ES MBI M &R
3.1. CFETR {Rig#3 4544

CFETR I A1t H AR 2 RS AR S B TR Re A2 | GW ST, Itk s (14 A8 Ty 0] 55 — BE I g
JEAS R TR IR, T E & SURSEE HERV S HER I D RE . Rl TEHR R A A S AR RE O
KL RN IR R IESR LT, BEARIRIEES 32 AR MEL . (MBS S I alA] 1 s, BT AR A
T 45 f5e S PR T BN S A1, AR AU SE H 29IE o ARECT B G D8 25 FE AL BAT SR it
TR, DUARFR W (L AR R /DN, 7E LR Aty B BEAT (i D 4 LT BETH 2 A AP AR

Figure 1. Diagram of the practical teaching system of automation major
[ 1. CFETR {Rig 88 =4 4540

fidE#S7E CFETR % & Az B an P 2 o, R E b g dr s il A0S i St 131 2 B 1 8 A
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Figure 2. Three-dimensional drawing of CFETR device
[ 2. CFETR RE =4
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BRZEE L PBI(CS ZREl). 6 ML [El(PF £k [8l) LA K w25 £k el (DC1 kP8, XL BIL R AR &
SR, R AT R G R SE SR AL, kBB S BN | s, 18 2 FTsE) CFETTR 3B K L
N2, R¥FEET2K, MERE22 K, FEEFREG 14 MA, CFETR HIEESHITE 2.

Table 1. Geometric parameters of CFETR coil
#* 1. CFETR & B /L&

2 RIK ZIk AR AZ k-3 AEI 55 K L UL /KA
CSIU 1.70 1.025 1.0 2.05 738 60
CS2U 1.70 3.075 1.0 2.05 738 60
CS3U 1.70 5.125 1.0 2.05 738 60
CS4U 1.70 7.175 1.0 2.05 738 60
CSIL 1.70 -1.025 1.0 2.05 738 60
CS2L 1.70 -3.075 1.0 2.05 738 60
CS3L 1.70 -5.125 1.0 2.05 738 60
CS4L 1.70 -7.175 1.0 2.05 738 60
PF1U 4.60 9.80 1.1 15 448 55
PF2U 13.20 8.00 1.1 1.1 225 55
PF3U 15.73 3.15 1.1 1.1 225 55
PFIL 4.60 -9.80 1.1 1.5 448 55
PF2L 15.30 —6.90 1.1 1.1 225 55
PF3L 15.73 -3.15 1.1 1.1 225 55
DCl 7.10 -10.00 1.1 1.1 225 55

Table 2. Physical parameters of CFETR device
#* 2. CFETR £ EYESH

CFETR &% {21
S AR Ip 14MA
W a#i B, 6.5T
RELER 7.2 K
INEAR @ 22K
i H & 2.0
=HIA S 0.42

3.2. TEFRIESRAMHBEEY

JE I 1737 2% B FL IR AN WHE S B T R R RIS SR AL, BRSO B R L 432 B, SR A
MEEESHWE 3 . WE 3 afLEH, & FIRHERL 70 P EAIER] 14 MA, 4EFRUH 3] 400
B AR IT G P I, 1F 432 PPa i s b i, Bags R,
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Figure 3. Simulation parameters of lower single null divertor configuration discharge; (a) Plasma current; (b) Large radius;
(c) Small radius; (d) Plasma density
E 3. TREFUEMBERUSE; () FEFEHER; (b) KFE; (o MEE; ) FETHEE

B AR R W] 70 = AN B 35— BB A8 TR IR 0.5 MA THIR VB IN, — B INE) 14 MA
FFYEFFAE 14 MA Fid o [ SE B TR EAR AN R AR — B B BIRS €, ERMIEIR, N ERE 2
RBE, HR NPIRREEITEB I KRG NARIE N, NG KINR AR08, & 3 AT
RANERIEE — I BG HIEEATRESE 7.2 K. 2.2 K, E 3()REE FAEE, 10X BSR4 5

KELR LRI 0.05 x 10 m” ZBHINE] 0.59 x 10° m™. F B, S FRRTRARLAKR, FAn
IBF] 14.62 MA, {R{F EUBRGE 55 B TR . AR A h X —HrBoe s EEZ B, S8 T

PRI o3 I [ OB ATE T TR B DX T E— B B 2 ksl BN P IR R N AR IR IX — B B
TRFFIE 7.2 K, 22K, HGMRSE. UM, S8 BERZ /T g KA L1 2, JF BL4%
B FREEFEAE 200 APHEKF] 1.35 x 10° m™°, 25— B4, HEMEB, LB T REREAR SR,
M 400 FIFUESE BT A BORTR EE IR, PR RN AR G RIS o 7 432 FPEE B 1A Ha it
FEE] 12,11 MAL RPEARIVNE] 6.91 K. ANPAREVINE] 1.715 0K, ST b, BEgi.

AT 2 B R AL S B A SRR DA R MR S AR T ) R TR, B 4 T SR 35 2%
AL . 1] 4(a) DR 2R 4 £ J(CS Coils) FLR I, ] 4(b) Atk 17137 2% BBl (PF Coils)F1£k1E DC1
Ml TESE— BB CS SR8 AR A R SR AL WA i #7455 B 744, PF 2k Bl 4@ 4k — e A
F, 18 PF 2518 o8 5 22 () SR P ) S5 B8 FARAZ T, DCI 2 i T8 i 28 ) 76 29 18 1 25 B8 1 fi 0 4 7 7/ 1)
TEF . 185 45 100 #P I CS. PF R BESLEIMER R FREWLITALIE, M55 ST IR 14.62 MA,
KAPEARFI/NEAE N 723 my 2.286 m, HHERTEN 40 MW D247 H B #4.

3.3. EEWMRIESE AR EY

HESTE ISR AR IR 42 365 #0, Hsd B ZSHnIE 6 fos. I 6 "TEUE L, #ESTEMIE
AT (0 B A R RIREAE 70 BP A2 ATTAE] 14 MA, 4ERFUR E] 340 FO45 B AR IR T 4R FP%, 7F 365
(U RN o G PR
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Figure 4. Lower Single Null coil current evolution; (a) Cs coil current; (b) PF and DC1 coil current
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Figure 5. Lower single null divertor configuration
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Figure 6. Simulation parameters of Quasi-Snowflake divertor configuration discharge; (a) Plasma current; (b) Large radius;

(c) Small radius; (d) Plasma density

Bl 6. EERMLMBERUSH; () FBETHERR; b) X¥E; (o MR () FBETHEE

>

DOI: 10.12677/nst.2022.102011

109

BRSO


https://doi.org/10.12677/nst.2022.102011

R 55

K7 45 T HES IR IESS AT CS. PF. DCI &P i bt AR AL ], 5] 7(a) il A H CS ZRREIFE 70
P2 A MR, ZJEREAAAR . CS LI IR AR A S RS A SRR RR A n#dg,  CS ZRIB M 0 FPET
50 KA/ AR, 75 70 s 4ERFAAE . CS1U F1 CSIL MIE[A] S0KA/IT AR g i [a] 24.7 KA/l 34.4 KA/, CS1U.
CSIL A2 B v B A7 B s e 3428 1) 55 38 A ) R PR F (18 3 2 B PR R KR 63.5 kA, R L HE
TR 15%

8 4 100 PP I HESS EmIEERALIY, I SE B RN 147 MA, RPEARAVNERTY 7.28 m,
2.292m, FHEFRFEN AOMW TR FATHBIINA . ER NEEGHRAF e, WAZAZENESA D,
LR TRNPERN a, EEMAESHSGERS LR ER— AR RS E il mE M, Rl

o=DJa (11)

AUBHAN D L0 2 K, a 2.2 K, W LA fa] 8 A T SR I B R L
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Figure 7. Quasi-Snowflake coil current evolution; (a) Cs coil current; (b) PF and DCI coil current
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Figure 8. Quasi-Snowflake divertor configuration
8. EETEMmIERAT

R 00 S AL DE RS LT AE S0 4N PR ANRRSE [, FRATRT DU A2 B R AE — 5 VL BBl PN ) 0
PETAZ IS S AL AT AT, FIBTARAEL T -
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D<a(4,/a)" (12)

Ao A, ARIRTERE, RAIT R EESH, TS S, F 2R A5 CFETR f##
WML N 1 ZK[16]. R 12 HEERLN 0.17 K, 24 D /NTF 0.17 KT M AEH T IEAR, K8 Fr
TNFIHE S TEIRIE 28 A N S 16 In 45 #4(Snow Flake-Plus, SF+) [17].

CS. PF £ iR Bt R FD B — E 1, 7E CS. PF 25 [l /b L 2 AN AR A0 B0t 75 B B 4
FL YL SR B0 A R S AR R R T PR o FE AU VA S5 L R I B 5 T B N B e SRR [ e g AT A B
e, CS LIBTEHA 70 &5 4k, PF ZRREN T #6I K R IE A A TEAE 70 05 & B, &4
15 70 #2100 FPPHIT o £5A 5 FEAE 85 AP MR T 47N 20 MW g2, 100 FPIF Dy 21 K F 40 WM,
200 FPEFANE] STMW 4ERp A . 76 170 BN E FREIIERE, 3R 10 MW, 200 FPEF EFHA 20 MW 4E
R

4. {RiE AR AR
4.1. fRiSAFERAR AL

£ CFETR {6 88 I BETH 24, (i 38 #0AR b A A (DA R R A i R L BB S %N R b —
TIHUE AL T PR R S8 B0 P IS A R A R, SR TR KRR RN AR X B
ZHCFEARTT G CFETR BiHEEK . IS 7E TSC R i oot B2 (1 (i 25 #8440l 1 pfros /2 CFETR i
FREE—RER) = ZERIRY, QAR AMIEMR, A SRR A Dome H, ARYE R BESE 1SR BT S O 4 & TSC
FEF IO T i 18 25 HOAR o

VT CS. PF ZRPE HHIRRAGHE S IEMmIERS . N R BIRIEAALIY, [H A PR LAAMARL 74T d5 2
TRIEFHEAR b, RIS AT ARSI HEAR AR . [ 5 2 TR EmIERAIE, W LLE S| X A4 Dome
W ETT e T REmMIES AR T RHIB ORI 1) B S 55 58 7R R X S AU, 1ERZIR
DI T 2 LI ) 2 (SOL scrape-off layer) izt B9 45 B -1k L IX 4k, AR B F1AT5 4 2) CFETR IE47HT
PR A [ R NI O ek B m B 2R A, T BRI IE AR ALY TR R R T AR A
AR AT Ml 0 85 A AL A

BEE LRI SRR IR A WG R, 45 2 DI i) S5 SR I A e BTN, i 25 #AR L
MARHEAWINR, T HRTmIES AL O & T IL T & H KRR AR RN Bt Bhr. thrHgd 17—
TRt A B8 A T B S 6B AR ALY, TEASHA S LR IERR AL X RUHE 2 S A X3, TR E 1L,
SRR 2 N ECARIER LI . 8 SEUET RIS AL, 2588 TR B AR (b T 76 i S8 ¥EAR b i 2
bt B4k

4.2. (RIESRFEIRRREGRS S

XTREAR bR S R AT 0, LRECR R S U T A R AR AL T T i U8 2 B AR B 40 A 5 U E K
No O MTE 10 RAETAE. T T MmUE SO T RFESCGRG, 15 9(a). 4] 10(a)2 WEERRFAG, Kl 9(b).
K 10(b)/2 Dome R#, E 9(c)s [ 10(c)2& MER L. 0~70 FPENCTHITEL, IHINy 55 5 AR AL ] 4
S, RIEHURIESRALIE, #Omok B 26 m iRt imdg . #1590 & 10 RTENJCie 2 ik S 16 Im JE 25 A
TEIE 2 T B E e 2 AL AR X — B B #VRE ZB /DN, H Pl 8 28 AL T = BB AR b 1) #4873 A bb
BEARAL o & T 30 T BR3P AR PR PRGR AR 1.372 MW/m?, 171 14 5 7 (i 58 2% 57 71 P9 AR PR B 0.692
MW/m®, 75 415 A SR B /N T P S
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Figure 9. Heat flux of Quasi-Snowflake divertor configuration; (a) Inner target plate; (b) Dome plate; (c) Outer target plate
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Figure 10. Heat flux of Lower Single Null divertor configuration; (a) Inner target plate; (b) Dome plate; (c) Outer target plate

10. TRFREBCMARIT; () PER; (b) Dome 1] (o) SMEAR

THE T AEARIE S AT P TR BN 70~290 £2, T B i & Or T2 8 P T Bl 70~400 £2, I 9.
10 6 REFFIISS T B PT LA ER Y AMEERR B Dome AR [ FRIAL 1S5 16 I8 27 72 T FAE 3E B4 T o 76 Py BEARCR
AMFEAR L, P 9(b) S B TR RS B BE Dome #EAR L LT3 B, HA2TE 93 03] 100 #22 [al HEl 17—
ANMEAE A 24 MW/m® [—ANEBIRGR, SUHES I MIERS A LI & . B 9(a) & WEERGRL I, Aii7ERE
W EHAE BT E R E A E L, T BRSNS EA, RIS
LB TR NPERE K, BEESR TR NP2 T O T 9K SN ) P A e SRR [ 4
B Lo WIS HGRIEE N 23.34 MW/m?, B A BANEALE 20 MW/m? 74247, KHBAMI IR AR/
T 20 MW/m®. 1] 9(c)HE T 1L itk 28 T ANIEB AT AT o 00 B 204k 5 P BEARSE A ], tho2 PRI 5 58 1A
Kov INAARAT A TF TR T X 5 (R AR SO R B Lo ANIEAR AR IEAE A 23.1 MW/m®, 3L 220 22 i
FERR BRI T 20 MW/m?, 220 F0 2 Ja #8400 BRI BRSO — 28 . (iifk 2 AR AL 24 Bl SE A RE O3 2 R
N 15 MW/m?, FazS RN 20 MW/m? #2& H 1T CFETR R 25 ¥EAR (19381 H Fr

P 10 %o 2N a) B BT DL BT B Z A i 2 T TR BOHRGR 20 A B, 5 HE S TE I D 23 A7 FEAS R 1) 22
LA AR BT T EEARGE A HEAR S5 Dome HEAR . 1€ 10(c) RAMEMR PR A, T LLE T R R
TERSILIY B AMER LA BAT AT o7, DUAE MR I SMUA /N 1 MW/m? (R T+ LR . 14 10(a)
JE R AR ], AR AR PRI AE A 2] 39 MW/m?, #5307 B RGR A 130 B2 it © 485 20 MW/m?,
174 BB BGRAE BT 30 MW/m?, 2 J5 B4R — B 4EREIE KT 30 W/m’. 1 Ff (i 18 8 057 J12 75 25 25 A T80 14
MA TG R, W T 16 2% P FEAR AR B L T B R i 2 P9 SEAR HOR A /N 15.6 MW/m®,  HRHE 4y
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N 21.7 MW/m?, KESZ PORAERFAE 10 MW/m® 45 .
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FiTE, BARRISEE TR KRN0 55 E R B SRUR I IR & T 25K . £ TSC RE 7 i
FERCEHE ,  BEATSE B T RO, 15 RIPT AR IE AR R T AR SEAR Al DA R R A . X
EE T A i 8 2 2 T T BEARCER IR0 A AR, W] AR 0 A1 5 88 3 TR OR N B AR AR I %, S5 TR
ST B B 1 5 16 (i i1 38 7 J2 FEAR AR R 20 MW/m® i A, TR IERS A T P HERBIR L R %
WEEBCAAUE N L MW/m?, T TR mIER ALY . THE4E RN R — B G 2 s 88 & o i it
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