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Abstract. The quiescent H (QH) mode, an edge localized mode (ELM)-free, high-confinement mode, combines
well with an internal transport barrier to form quiescent double barrier (QDB) stationary state, high performance
plasmas. The QH-mode edge pedestal pressure is similar to that seen in ELMing phases of the same discharge,
with similar global energy confinement. The pedestal density in early ELMing phases of strongly pumped
counter injection discharges drops and a transition to QH-mode occurs, leading to lower calculated edge bootstrap current. Plasmas current ramp experiment and ELITE code modeling of edge stability suggest that QHmodes lie near an edge current stabilty boundary. At high triangularity, QH-mode discharges operate at higher
pedestal density and pressure, and have achieved ITER level values of βPED and ν*. The QDB achieves performance of βNH 89 ~ 7 in quasi-stationary conditions for a duration of 10 τE, limited by hardware. Recently we
demonstrated stationary state QDB discharges with little change in kinetic and q profiles (q0 > 1) for 2 s, comparable to ELMing “hybrid scenarios”, yet without the debilitating effects of ELMs. Plasma profile control tools,
including electron cyclotron heating and current drive and neutral beam heating, have been demonstrated to
control simultaneously the q profile development, the density peaking, impurity accumulation and plasma beta.

1. Introduction
The achievement of a high-performance ELM-free H-mode [1,2,3] has important
implications for burning plasma devices such as ITER. ELMs represent a serious operational
limit for ITER, In today’s tokamaks, long-pulse stationary-state plasmas are produced which
meet or exceed the plasma performance, in normalized parameters, needed for ITER to meet
its goals. In most cases, these high performance plasmas are accompanied by repetitive edge
collapses, called ELMs, which produce large particle and heat pulses that propagate rapidly to
the divertor strike plates. Empirical scaling studies of ELMs [4], supported by edge
magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) theory [5], indicate that on ITER these heat pulses could be of
sufficient intensity to ablate or melt any plasma facing material. The QH-mode is a
demonstration that high performance plasmas with pedestal pressures equal to those in
standard high confinement mode plasmas, yet with no ELMs, can be produced in stable,
stationary-state conditions. When combined with an internal transport barrier to form a
quiescent double barrier (QDB) discharges, performance levels comparable to the ELMing
“hybrid” scenarios are achieved [6].
In this paper we will report on: 1) properties of the QH pedestal and the progress made on
QH-mode edge profile stability analysis, leading to an indication that ELM suppression
results from a reduction of the edge bootstrap current compared to ELMing phases, 2) the
observation of a deep and narrow radial electric field well at the edge of the plasma during
QH-mode and 3) the advances in performance of the QDB discharges, including
demonstrations of plasma profile control.
2. The QH-Mode Pedestal and Edge Stability
Research on the QH pedestal on DIII-D has focused on determining the reason for ELM
stabilization. The QH edge was previously shown to have a pressure and pressure gradient
very similar to ELMing H-mode but it has different density and temperature gradients
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compared to ELMing H-mode, and these lead to a significantly lower calculated edge bootstrap current in QH. This lower edge current is a strong candidate for the stabilization of
ELMs, a hypothesis supported by edge current perturbation experiments. Preliminary modeling of the edge stability to coupled peeling/ballooning modes using the measured electron and
ion density and temperature profiles in high resolution equilibrium reconstructions including
the edge bootstrap current indicates that QH-mode is near marginal stability. Edge stability
experiments and modeling will be discussed in more detail in the remainder of Section 2.
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temperature are fit to a modified tanh ELMing phases of the same discharge.
function [10] while the ion temperature data are fit to a cubic spline. The mapping of the spatial location of the Thomson and
CER channels to the magnetic flux function ψ is done using the equilibrium reconstruction
code, EFIT [11]. The fits from the QH phase are compared to fits from the ELMing phase of
this discharge at 1210 ms, approximately half way between two ELMs. The pressure profiles
for the ELMing and QH phases are very similar, but the density is lower in the QH phase and
the temperatures are higher. The density behavior reflects the general trend that QH–mode is
initiated from an ELMing phase as the density drops due to strong pumping.
In discharges with an H-mode-like pedestal, the edge current is comprised primarily of the
neoclassical bootstrap current [12,13], JBOOT, driven by the sharp edge gradients in density
and temperature.
∂n
∂T
∂T
(1)
J BOOT = α e + β e + γ i .
∂ρ
∂ρ
∂ρ
The gradients are taken with respect to the toroidal flux coordinate, ρ, and the coefficients
α, β, and γ are functions of the plasma shape and collisionality. Typically, α > β > γ, i.e., the
density gradient is the strongest driver for the edge current. Edge gradients are shown in
Fig. 1, along with the calculated edge bootstrap current for the ELMing and QH phases of this
discharge [9]. While the pressure gradients are essentially identical, the edge bootstrap
current, driven mostly by the density gradient, is much larger in the ELMing phase. Since
high and medium n coupled peeling/ballooning modes with a dominant peeling like character
are known to be driven unstable by increasing edge current, this result led to the hypothesis
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that the ELMs in the early phase of this discharge are a current driven instability, and the
reduction in edge bootstrap current due to the reduced edge density gradient is responsible for
the stabilization of ELMs.
2.2. Edge Stability Modeling
The nonlinear growth of coupled peeling/ballooning modes [6] is the leading candidate for
the underlying MHD mechanism governing ELMs. ELITE-code [6] modeling has been initiated to evaluate the linear growth rate of these modes in QH-mode discharges. Equilibria with
high resolution pressure and current profiles near the separatrix are produced using the
CORSICA code [14], which includes the NCLASS model [15] to calculate the edge bootstrap
current. A high triangularity, δ=0.8, high elongation, κ=2, double null QH discharge with
relatively high edge pedestal density (2.9 x 1019 m-3) and pressure (1.8 x 104 kPa) has been
studied. These highly shape QH discharges routinely result in higher pedestal density and
pressures compared to upper single null QH-modes with lower average triangularity of 0.46
[1,16]. The edge current profile and pressure gradient from the CORSICA equilibrium is
shown in Fig. 2a). ELITE modeling indicates the equilibrium to be marginally stable to
peeling/ballooning modes. To evaluate the proximity of the equilibrium to a stability limit,
several equilibria with small perturbations of the pressure and current profiles away from the
initial equilibrium were constructed using CORSICA. A stability diagram derived from
ELITE modeling of these equilibria is shown in Fig. 2b). The ‘x’ in the diagram is the location of the experimental case, and is stable. Solid blue squares represent perturbed cases that
are shown to be stable, while solid yellow, orange, and red cases are unstable with progressively larger predicted linear growth rates. CORSICA equilibria produced with a jedge above
that of the experimental case exhibit a magnetic shear reversal in the edge which complicates
the stability analysis. Current ramp experiments discussed in the next section suggest that QHmodes operate just below the jedge stability limit, as indicated by the upper location of the
line. The stability limit in this discharge extends to high jedge and p´ due to the strong shaping.
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FIG. 2. The edge current density and pressure gradient, (a), from the CORSICA equilibrium for a
high shaped QH-mode discharge used as the basis for the stability diagram shown in (b). The grey
line in (b) shows that stability boundary. The upper limit at high jedge is suggested by the current
ramp experiments discussed in Section 2.3.

2.3. The EHO and ELMs During Current Ramps
Inductive ramps of the plasma current, carried out during QH-mode operation as a method
to test the stability of QH-mode to perturbation of the edge current, indicate that QH-mode
lies near an edge current stability boundary. Since the edge of QH-mode plasmas are low
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Data from an upward Ip ramp at
0.15 MA/s is shown in Fig. 4. Again
the EHO is apparent prior to the ramp, and remains vigorous for about 50 ms, but then is
suddenly terminated by an ELM. The EHO returns in just several ms, but is again terminated
by an ELM. The Ḃ signal at higher time resolution is shown in the vicinity of an ELM in Fig.
4. The EHO is constant in size and frequency until the sudden growth of magnetic disturbance
during ~250 µs resulting in the ELM. Similar behavior is seen in discharges with 0.2 and 0.5
MA/s upward ramps. Chord integrated density is not changing during the early EHO-ELMEHO cycles, but detailed profiles are not well resolved on this time scale by available
Thomson and CER data.
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These experiments support the conclusion from Sec. 2.1 that the QH-mode is residing
very near a current driven stability limit, leading to the placement of the stability boundary at
high jedge shown in Fig. 2.
2.4. Pedestal Ion Collisionality and β
The motivation to understand how ELMs are stabilized, and to develop ELM-free high
performance scenarios comes from the ITER design effort, since standard high performance
scenarios exhibit ELMs, which may be very destructive to the first wall. It is especially
interesting that QH-mode has simultaneously achieved pedestal collisionality [17] and β
values equal to those expected in the ITER q=5 scenario, as shown in Table 1. These values of
pedestal ion collisionality and β were achieved in the high triangularity double-null shapes
with relatively high pedestal density as discussed in Section 2.2.
Table 1
ν*i

βped

HITER-89P

Zeff

ν*e

115056

0.085

1.96

1.61

1.99

0.23

118820

0.077

1.55

1.82

2.11

0.20

ITER

0.084

1.59

1.8

1.65

0.11

Shot

3. Radial Electric Field Well During QH-mode
A narrow and deep radial electric field, E r, well is observed at the edge of QH-mode
discharges [1]. Although the theory of the role of edge rotation on edge stability is not well
developed, this strong Er well may play some role in the edge stability. In addition, evidence
of prompt fast ion loss to the outer wall has been reported [18,19], and modeled for these
counter injected discharges. Recent experiments have demonstrated that prompt loss is not a
key element of QH-mode or of the Er well. Prompt loss due to the outwardly directed banana
orbits of beam ions birthed in the edge of the plasma is expected for four of the seven neutral
beam injectors on DIII-D, which we denote as tangential, or T-beams. Ions from the other
three neutral beam injectors, which inject at more somewhat more perpendicular direction (Pbeams), are not promptly lost [20]. QH-mode discharges with long duration of only P-beam
injection were recently demonstrated [9]. QH-mode was initiated and sustained for significant
(>1 s) duration during P-beam only injection.
The edge radial electric field well was measured during QH-discharges with T-beam only
and P-beam only injection [16]. We take advantage of the fact that QH-mode can be
stationary for long durations to enhance the already excellent special resolution of the CER
system by slowing scanning the edge of the plasma across the CER viewing chords. The
radial electric field well during both T and P beam injection is shown in Fig. 5. These
measurements demonstrate that the prompt fast ion loss calculated for T-beam injection does
not play a dominant role in either the radial electric field, or in the formation of QH–mode.
However it was observed that QH-mode formed more readily and lasted longer in T-beam
dominated discharges.
4. The High-Performance Quiescent Double Barrier
In addition to studies of the QH-mode edge, QDB operation has been investigated, with
emphasis on plasma profile and impurity control [1–3,21,22]. Near-steady QDB plasma
conditions have been maintained on DIII-D for up to 4 s, as indicated in Fig. 6, corresponding
to greater than 35τ E . In general, QDB discharges exhibit relatively high stored energies with
β N ≤ 3 and neutron production rates S n ≤ 5.5x10 16 s-1. DIII-D QDB plasmas have been
included in a recent international study of high-performance hybrid and AT regimes from
AUG, DIII-D, JET, JT-60U and TS [6], where the results demonstrate that QDB performance
2
is highly competitive in terms of fusion gain [(H89xβ N)/q95
] and normalized duration (τD/τE).
Near-steady, high performance QDB discharges allow us to address issues of critical
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FIG. 5. The radial electric field, Er, in T and P dominated discharges.
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also a drop in total plasma stored energy with
Time (s)
ECH application; while Te increases, there is
a reduction in T i a slowing of the toroidal FIG. 6. Comparison of the evolution of q 0 for a
rotation (Vi), resulting in an overall drop in QDB discharge with (114947) and without
stored energy. Transport analysis indicates (114935) ECCD (2 MW). Also shown is 114950
that both the electron and ion thermal with 2 MW ECCD and increasing NBI during
diffusivities increase with the injection of EC the EC pulse.
power [23,24].
In more recent experiments the q-profile control has been demonstrated using ECCD. As
shown in Fig. 6, the application of 2 MW of co-ECCD can arrest the secular decline of q0,
such that that q0 remains constant and above 1.5 for ~2 s during the EC pulse (qmin behaves
similarly but is not shown). Maintaining an elevated q0 and qmin is beneficial for increasing
both the bootstrap fraction and plasma stability. As also shown in Fig. 6, with the application
of higher neutral beam power q0 is raised above 1.5, primarily due to the added neutral beam
counter current drive that is peaked near the axis [3]. The current profile modification
observed with EC/ECCD application is in agreement with modeling. The EC deposition
radius and CD characteristics were systematically scanned inside the ITB, so as to explore the
effects on the pressure and current profiles. The change in transport was found to depend
weakly on the radial location of the resonance. Localized electron heating allows control of
the electron temperature profile while also changing the density inside the barrier. The current
drive modification is dependent on both the ECCD direction, e.g., co-, counter- or radial (no
current drive) and on the radial deposition location. By separately aiming different EC
antennas, current drive versus electron heating can be optimized. The magnitude of the
change in transport, as evidenced by the change in density, is dependent on the injected power
providing some control over profile modification. Similarly, by broadening the EC-deposition
profile, control can be obtained of the magnetic shear and electron temperature profiles and
stabilization of MHD has been observed [3].
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The degradation of plasma density and stored energy due to the application of EC can be
overcome using increased neutral beam injection (NBI). As shown in Fig. 7, increased neutral
beam heating during the EC injection phase can recover EC-induced losses in several plasma
parameters. With the application of an
additional 2.5 MW of neutral-beam heat15 114935, 114950
10
ing, plasma conditions (β N , V i, and T i)
NBI
5
return to near pre-EC values. An addiEC
0
tional ~5 MW of neutral-beam power
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pushes Te , T i, β N and the neutron rate
0.20
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note that these QDB discharges are quite
1.5
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power with no loss in the QH-mode
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character even with a 50% increase in
Time (s)
the neutral beam heating and up to an
addition of 3 MW of EC power, i.e. the FIG. 7. Comparison of plasma performance paramplasma remains in a steady QDB state eters for discharges with constant and increasing
without returning to ELMing H-mode NBI during the application of ECH for control of
density, impurity, and current profiles.
conditions.
5. Discussion and Conclusions
The QH-mode is a robust high-confinement mode of tokamak operation that exhibits no
impulsive wall heat loading due to ELMs. This mode has been observed and investigated on
most major tokamaks, including DIII-D, ASDEX-Upgrade [25], JT-60U [26] and JET [25].
When combined with an internal transport barrier to form the QDB-mode, long-pulse, near
stationary-state operation is achieved with performance levels comparable to the ELMing
“hybrid” mode. The quiescent long pulse character of this mode is ideal for some tokamak
physics experiments, including the demonstration of profile control, both density and current
control, using ECH/ECCD along with NBI. Recently other tokamak physics experiments, not
discussed here, have taken advantage of the quiescent nature of the edge plasma to explore
important core plasma physics that may be masked by the perturbative effects of ELMs, e.g.,
a study of cascade effects in core Alfvén wave activity [27].
The stability properties of the QH edge are just beginning to be explored. Stability
modeling using the ELITE code to calculate the growth rate of coupled peeling/ballooning
modes indicates that QH-mode lies near a current limited stability boundary at high jedge and
p´. Edge current perturbation experiments, as well as comparisons between QH and ELMing
phases of the same discharge, indicate that the QH-mode is very near a current driven stability
boundary, and small increases (decreases) in the edge current will provoke an ELM
(temporarily relax the EHO). To date, QH-mode has only been observed in discharges with at
least some counter injection. There are also observations of significant prompt fast ion loss in
some QH-mode discharges, however the demonstration of QH-mode in discharges where
prompt fast ion loss is not expected indicate no strong connection to QH-mode. A very
narrow, deep radial electric field well exists just inside the separatrix in QH-mode. These
observation suggest that the edge rotation and electric fields may be contributors to ELM
stabilization in QH-mode, however the theory of edge stability is only beginning to
incorporate the effects of rotation. QH studies on JT-60U [26], which has the capability of
wide variation in the net momentum and energy input from their beam injection system, have
shown a relationship between ELM rate and edge rotation.
QH- and QDB-modes remain both technically and scientifically interesting. The
stabilization of ELMs in a high performance regime is of direct interest to ITER. The fact that
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QH-mode is achieved at ITER relevant values of pedestal collisionality and β is a strong
motivator for future QH-mode studies.
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