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<4.1> Plasma Knee oA:%F D REIK

plasma knee OMAENFERICIIH — i THENIKRICAKELS FTT22H 5723, EH ISR
U B L0 X - TR 2B TUT#HRT 50 RABOBETHEANICH Y 2R EE %
H~TahlE, plasma knee o NITRIZECEHOAMITEOERDD Z. ZhREVLANE
/¢ & & plasma knee o NMIT I T-—R T-E 221300808, MR FHEEA DR C 77 X<
iz turbulent 73iRMEICH D effective P HFIMHEM K E VL FARL TV S, TNTI plasma
knee DAMTIZE S TH A D »o plasma knee DARITIZ effective frequency H3/N& 75> T
W, 578 2 LA B L 2o T4 7> Kamiyama and Takaki'® (T3> T 5 &SR 501
REAOMICEDN . ZOBEICOVLTIRKE T DL Gli~zh, H1ic plasma knee DOfIE
1 Kp ICkoTHIEHAECHHE, F2icini s 7 X~ &4 51y %2 Bohm diffusion {4
¥t n B B & T pouksd L diucaiicing 2%, & 31 Serbu and Maier3?
@ IMP-2 iz & 2SO RIS OBIFR b 2O E LTHT 2 HENHK 5o LLED SRR
BT 5 X< idetks LT turbulent ZREEICH B EEZ 5N Do TN THRMOBTEICDNT
2z 2E, Lic LTI EOFTR tail field REINTVWAEEZ BN, TC TRV HETAHE



RBHTERSEMELE P14 1971

L7 out flow MFETES 2o G- TRAMMBHOTNZFHTEM L T B D EFIC 1L IE D 5 0A
T 2HICN D, 22 THURCONMTS 7 X w4427 513 plasma knee (3 L=10 0 <
ICHTET BRICR B0, ChRBEIE—K L. ZRTHINEADEZ7DICIZES LT LS
WEWY 27 7 X2 DIEBMBEICIE 55, ZRAEIMTEZ LS E VS DITH 3, Hit, L s
6 LI EDFTIE effective 1S Li iR A3 15 A& { 72-> T plasma knee 22 ICHEM K0 &
EZBDTHBo SVDPANTEHE N SM T IN 23S X ORI ARY - TR T34
BRBABF T HI DT NENEEZL BDOTH b0 ¢ DEZAZEIT 51-51c plasma knee
MEABNBETREICHEET 271 DICLAEREEEH OO0 lux 238 L TAT, B35TH
F L7 out flow o LR EM A€ T plasma knee DRENECICKBDAIELTH B, 20T
—EREICIS 2 OB E L S B hTH 208, Chizd{ T effective 2 HDTH 9,

KBRS OW AR T—H T, BN THEFERE~/ 0l B A0ETH- T, ERSEIRDS
HADDSIRRODTI DRI TIREEOETEELAbN S drift instability 2362 2 14 O 8L SRR A
SFEICL T,

<4.> mIEOORE

COWTRAMH TN HICTED T 5 X mEHNIRBICH B E NS HAX S ICHES ZEL
THBo TOIRDIRBLKBEOREL AT 2EANRTYRELERT L Eb—LETHY, X
KRS instability (SRS S HIMIRRAEER T 206 ENRTIETH 2. 2CTEIONHEEL
THIBEDEREICDNTHEZ TA S, Serbu and Maier3? (3 IMP-2 05 — & %4fi» THSEO
B AVF—HINRRBEAEZI 2V 2 VAL TED, Kl L TOBTEEIZEED 2 Fic
AL THEmL, Re=5~15 © T.~2,000°K O+ — & —|c1s BEAWSMC L, B xuF
—HRTIEL AL Maxwellian Th 3 &5 FEIHKAEDO DT collision like process 787575 b ff)
WTWBRHEERL, 77 XM DIHNIIREICH 2—o DI HEEZ SN B0 BT EEHY
BED 2 FICHHIL THIMT 2L 0D FH 7 5 X il RBIC SN BN BRI B0 BB
D3I L Tid Tamao®®, Mayr and Volland®® ¢ k- THRAKIC e &4, Tamao |3
heat flow 7t L o K& 13 TRES MR Z Y] 2 turbulent heat transfer 238 L T 2/ f 72 s /s & A1
¥i&n s & UL, Mayr and Volland (3@ %4c 575 heat flux o /FLsl A8t -4 FE At/ X Lo
TeH EVEAMBBENRE ODICHLAETREE Sh, REERIT » KBS 28070 Serbu
and Maier®™ (k- T SNl OREEFVILE 213 8HMOT 20 5T Lics XSl
BICHE DT> EMY 2 turbulent heat transfer 35X 7» AT 10-1° erg/cm?® sec 0+ — 4 —
THY, 20 heat flux 13 Ti—T7,=10*"K DHFE - consistent Td 3 & 15/ L.
U EDHED bBKBEDRES A %3 27201030 &b FBHAED 7T X< HNTH U
N DI S INATH 2 EDDD Bo

RIC drift instability (CE72 S IIRBIC DV TER L TAL S, Re<10 OR&ETIE f<1
DERHZIMREL TN EDT g>my/m: OEEE B<m/m; OBAIC>NTES 3, Kadomtsev4t®



75 X2 F—XOEICHE T 2 R E S E O

i kg p=8xP/H2>m./mi OWity, kool (R K, pi= VETymQ? o k@ Ry < V&

¥) OEEGHRARLET growth rate (3 ko~r*y/ 3 THRKICIE Ho <<: T k¥=—1/n e %Z;)
z DA o~k * pivi T
v Ca_ ) me (33)
) Ve m; B
(cz7w T.=T. »{f5E, Ci=Alfvén velocity)
DI ADELERIT ko~1 DERHBH»HLED, LEURHERRRTEZ 6N %o
D~ e p 2, ke gko, Dy (34)

mif mif
¢ T Dp (3Bohm diffusion coefficient T Dp~p:iv;
plme/mi D&
%, pi~ 1@ short wave instability ICHNX T oy =o; (wx=kT.kyx/m:i2;) ¢ hydrodynamic
instability 2$1b D, © OEBEERMICES KE BRERET 5. o~oxlCike 05 ko O

minimum permissible value {2 ~wo/c (wo : 77 X<BIHEH) TH 5o H&-> THBFAEIZ

. )
Ds~ . Dy ] msﬁ_,x*pll)g (35)

(34) (35) RITERBICEL column (€7 5 X A> T BLEOILKREE 2R THBM,
EXREROEAIXMNBEEINZOHRIEEQEOHTIOERLND

Lx<L a\/ me (K*pl)_ (36)

@%T%%ﬂ%bnéoCCTL*ucmmn@Eéf,am¥%f£éoL*@ﬁﬁ$é<mé
LULEEIE Lr=c0 DU XD IERD LRADIRITIE %o

{4 5 o (fo B2 < )
e (35 Yo (4 5 o)

T Ko=2x/L%,
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