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» Performed density ramps at different, fixed values of R,
 Infer density threshold for detachment in two ways:

1. integrated, outer target ion flux at maximum

2. Clll emission front at 15 cm below X-point
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* A with baffles, agreement is better
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ok o T x0T behavior (not shown) « With baffles and for constant g, limited dataset suggests that R, effect on
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« Next: Extend dataset and pursue H-mode studies!'4
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