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We report on simulations of counter-propagating laser-produced plasmas in an inertial confinement
fusion (ICF) hohlraum surrogate, aiming to replicate observations reported by Le Pape et. al in
recent work [1]. The conditions of the colliding plasmas are relevant to ICF hohlraums used for
indirect-drive ignition, and are obtained both with and without low-density He-gas fill. We compare
experimental diagnostics to outputs from simulations using the 1D-2V Vlasov-Fokker-Planck kinetic
code iFP and the xRAGE radiation-hydrodynamics code. These include the inferred radial lineouts of
inferred ion number fraction and ion and electron temperatures, as well as the reported experimental
Thomson-scattering (TS) spectra (compared via synthetic TS diagnostics). We observe that 1D
kinetic simulations capture the plasma states reported in the experimental diagnostics quite well.
Counter-intuitively, the kinetic simulations capture the gas-fill experiment (expected to be more
‘hydro-like’) better than the vacuum experiment, while the reverse is observed for hydrodynamic
simulations. This is attributed to the presence of non-trivial multi-dimensional hydrodynamic effects
which are more dominant in the vacuum experiment. These effects are somewhat inhibited in the
gas-fill experiment, permitting quasi-1D kinetic plasma transport to play more of a role in producing
plasma interpenetration. Differences between the effects of Maxwellian vs. non-Maxwellian (‘full
f ’) synthetic TS diagnostics are investigated for the kinetic simulations. We find non-Maxwellian
TS spectra differ non-trivially from Maxwellian spectra, which suggests caution may be warranted
when applying Maxwellian TS models to infer plasma conditions via backward modeling when
kinetic effects may be present.

I. INTRODUCTION

Plasma flow interpenetration is a phenomenon of par-
ticular interest inside the hohlraum of inertial con-
finement fusion (ICF) indirect-drive capsule implosions.
Specifically, the coronal plasma produced from the laser-
ablated high-Z hohlraum walls (e.g., gold) can interact
with the ambient fill gas (if present) as well as the coronal
plasma produced from the ablating capsule (e.g., high-
density carbon). While hydrodynamic phenomena such
as Kelvin-Helmholtz (KH) or Rayleigh-Taylor (RT) in-
stabilities may be present in high-gas-fill hohlraums [2, 3],
transport-driven (i.e., due to finite mean-free-path ef-
fects) interpenetration may play a significant role as well,
particularly in low-gas-fill and vacuum hohlraum environ-
ments where the coronal plasma from the capsule abla-
tor and gold wall may interact [4–7]. Notably, transport-
driven interpenetration is particularly difficult to account
for in radiation-hydrodynamics (rad-hydro) simulations
when long-mean-free-path (kinetic) rather than short-
mean-free-path (hydro-like) effects are dominant, as rad-
hydro models cannot correctly capture kinetic transport.

Recently, Le Pape et al. presented experimental re-
sults from a study at the OMEGA laser facility exploring
counter-propagating plasmas in a surrogate ICF indirect-
drive hohlraum environment [1]. The experiments col-
lided laser-driven carbon and gold plasmas with and
without a background helium gas fill, and were intended
to create a quasi-one-dimensional environment. Their
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stated goal was to investigate the effects of the presence
of the background gas on the plasma interpenetration,
varying the environment from one dominated by kinetic
effects to one where hydro-like effects dominate.

To date, the state-of-the-art for ICF simulations is
radiation-hydrodynamics codes (for example, the xRAGE
Eulerian hydro-code [8–10]). However, in regimes where
kinetic effects are present such as the hot, low-density re-
gion in a hohlraum interior, kinetic modeling may be nec-
essary to correctly capture the physical trajectory of the
system. The iFP Eulerian Vlasov-Fokker-Planck code
has been developed to explore kinetic physics in ICF
environments [11–13]. Given their purported quasi-one-
dimensional nature and hohlraum relevance, the exper-
iments of Le Pape et al. are a good candidate for vali-
dating and characterizing physics performance of iFP, in
comparison to xRAGE.

In the Le Pape experiments, the primary diagnostic
tool was the OMEGA facility’s Optical Thomson Scat-
tering (OTS) diagnostic [14], wherein a low-power laser
is scattered from the plasma and collected as a spectrum.
From the spectrum of scattered light, the plasma condi-
tions may be determined. However, while Thomson Scat-
tering (TS) is commonly used to diagnose such experi-
ments, there are a few limitations. Notably, the plasma
conditions which produced the scattering may only be
inferred by using a backward model of the TS process
and the assumed plasma environment. Further, back-
ward models typically assume that the plasma distribu-
tion functions are Maxwellian. While this has historically
been a necessary limitation (because fitting an arbitrary
distribution function is much more difficult than fitting
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moments of Maxwellian distribution), it is known that
non-Maxwellian features can produce non-trivial modifi-
cations to resulting TS spectra (see e.g., Refs. [15–17]).
We note that recent work has expanded the capability
of inferring non-Maxwellian distributions from arbitrary
TS spectra (see e.g., Ref. [18]).

In this study, we simulate the plasma interpenetra-
tion experiments using both xRAGE (in axisymmetric two-
dimensional geometry) [6, 8–10] and the mature iFP ki-
netic ICF capsule implosion code (one-dimensional in
physical space, two-dimensional in velocity-space). We
compare them to the experimental results in Ref. [1].
We generate synthetic TS spectra both for xRAGE (using
a Maxwellian TS forward-model) and iFP (using both
Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian “full-f ” TS forward-
models). We observe a number of interesting features.
Firstly, while the experiment was performed in as close to
a one-dimensional (cylindrically-symmetric) manner as
possible, there are significant multi-dimensional features
present (primarily seeded by the oblique incidence of the
lasers on the carbon and gold) that challenge its utility
for 1D validation. Nevertheless, we find that quasi-one-
dimensional kinetic simulations recover the features of
the experimental TS spectra much better than the hy-
drodynamic simulations. We also find that the hydrody-
namic simulations capture the number density profiles of
the no-gas-fill experiment (which ought to be more ki-
netic) very well, but not the gas-fill experiment (which
ought to be more hydro-like). An analysis suggests this
is likely a result of significant multi-dimensional effects
producing apparent interpenetration. Further, the degree
of apparent interpenetration is probably significantly in-
creased by the 300ps time-averaging of the OTS diag-
nostic [1], as the expanding gold and carbon coronae are
moving very quickly, particularly in the vacuum case with
no gas fill (estimates from Ref. [1] of flow speed indi-
cate the carbon/gold fronts could traverse between ∼50-
200µm during the OTS averaging window). Finally, we
compare Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian synthetic TS
spectra for the iFP simulations and observe non-trivial
differences between them, with the potential to introduce
errors into subsequent Maxwellian backward-modeling to
infer the moments.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Firstly,
we give an overview of the plasma interpenetration ex-
periments described in Ref. [1]. Next, we summarize the
capabilities of the radiation-hydrodynamics code xRAGE
and outline the simulation parameters used for the rad-
hydro simulations. Following this, we give an overview
of the iFP Vlasov-Fokker-Planck code, summarizing its
capabilities and the setup and parameters of the kinetic
simulations. Then, we briefly discuss the models used
for Thomson scattering and how the synthetic TS spec-
tra are created. The next section presents our simulation
results, with comparison to the reported experimental
data of Ref. [1]. Finally, we summarize the work and
conclude.

Figure 1. Cartoon of the Le Pape experimental setup (see
e.g., Ref. [1]) showing the view from the side (top) and view
from either end (bottom). The relative positions of the inner
HDC puck and outer gold ring are shown, with approximate
positioning of the target support stalk and drive lasers. Note
that the target support stalk is not included in either Vlasov-
Fokker-Planck or rad-hydro simuations. Figure is not to scale
though dimensions of HDC puck and inner diameter of the
gold band are included.

II. PLASMA INTERPENETRATION
EXPERIMENT OVERVIEW

We aim to validate computer simulations against the
plasma interpenetration experiments performed by Le
Pape et al.[1]. These experiments investigated the ef-
fects of gas fill on plasma interpenetration in quasi-
one-dimensional conditions relevant to an ICF indirect-
drive (ID) hohlraum. The experimental setup was of
a 1200µm-diameter high-density-carbon (HDC) puck,
800µm in length (which mimics an ICF capsule with HDC
ablator), surrounded by a 25µm thick gold band, which
was 3200µm-diameter (outer surface) and also 800µm in
length (to mimic the ICF hohlraum wall). Two versions
of the experiment were performed, one with a vacuum
between the HDC and the gold, and another with a low-
density (0.15 mg/cm3) He4 gas bag. Fig 1 gives a basic
cartoon of the experimental setup, showing relative sizes
and positions of the inner HDC puck and outer gold ring.
Approximate pointing of the drive lasers is also shown,
highlighting the oblique incidence angle of the laser illu-
mination.

To drive the ablation and plasma creation, the surface
of the HDC and the inner surface of the gold band were
both illuminated with 351nm laser light. The main laser
pulse for both vacuum and gas-fill cases was 300J in a 1ns
flat-top, resulting in 400TW/cm2 laser intensity on the
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carbon and gold surfaces. In the gas-fill case, the pulse
was stepped with 70J in a pre-pulse to burst the gas-bag.

The experiments were diagnosed using Thomson-
scattering (TS) with a 40J, 1ns probe, using 263.23nm
light, with an approximately 50µm focus. To determine
the plasma conditions, the usual assumed-Maxwellian TS
backward-model was used (see Refs. [1] and [19] for de-
tails). The conclusion in Ref. [1] was that the introduc-
tion of a low-density helium gas-fill produced a transi-
tion from an apparently kinetic interpenetration regime
to one dominated by more hydro-like effects due to the
inhibiting effect of the background helium fill.

III. OVERVIEW OF HYDRO SIMULATIONS

The experimental setup reported by Le Pape et al.
was replicated in a two-dimensional axisymmetric geom-
etry using xRAGE [6, 8–10]. xRAGE is the LANL flagship
Eulerian multi-physics hydro-code with adaptive mesh
refinement (AMR). It includes a laser ray-tracing pack-
age with plasma heating via inverse-bremsstrahlung and
cross-beam-energy-transfer (CBET) modeling. Also in-
corporated are non-local thermal equilibrium (NLTE) ra-
diation transport and emission/opacity modeling as well
as a plasma physics module including NLTE variable ion-
ization and ion and electron heat conduction, as well as
plasma transport (viscosity).

The hydro simulations were performed using AMR
with a minimum/maximum spatial resolution of (1.0 µm
/ 32.0 µm). The numerical laser pulse was set to replicate
the pulse shape and energy reported by Le Pape et al.[1],
including the initial foot of the laser pulse intended to
break the He4 gas-bag. Further, the laser geometry was
arranged as fielded in the OMEGA laser facility. In the
vacuum case, the He4 was set to an ultra-low density gas
fill (ρHe4 = 10µg/cc) to mimic vacuum conditions.
xRAGE simulations of gas-fill and vacuum cases were run

with and without the hydrodynamic plasma transport
model. While there were minor differences in the vacuum
case, plasma interpenetration was enhanced in the gas-
fill case. For the results presented herein, the plasma
transport model was used.

IV. OVERVIEW OF
VLASOV-FOKKER-PLANCK SIMULATIONS

The plasma interpenetration experiment was also sim-
ulated using the plasma kinetic code iFP [11–13]. iFP
is a 1D-2V (one physical space dimension in x, and
two velocity-space dimensions, v∥×v⊥) Eulerian Vlasov-
Fokker-Planck code, which solves the coupled Vlasov-
Rosenbluth-Fokker-Planck equations for multiple ion
plasma species. Electrons are modeled as a quasineutral
(zero charge density) and ambipolar (zero current den-
sity in 1D) fluid with a separate temperature from the
ions. The mesh is adaptive using a mesh-motion tech-

nique that minimizes a gradient-based monitor function.
The boundary locations are allowed to move according
to the same mesh motion strategy, which allows iFP sim-
ulations to contract or expand with a given prescribed
boundary (e.g., in the case of a spherically symmetric ICF
capsule implosion, the interface between pusher and fuel
may be tracked). This gives iFP a capability similar to
arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) meshing strategies.
An extended variable-Coulomb logarithm model was im-
plemented in order to deal with the gold plasma condi-
tions reaching into a moderate coupling regime (due to
high density and large effective charge state) [20].

For the simulations reported in this study, the physical
space geometry was planar, rather than the cylindrical
symmetry of the original experiments. This is justified by
the domain of interest ranging from radii sufficiently out-
side the initial carbon surface (r > 600µm ) to radii suf-
ficiently inside the initial gold surface (r<1600µm), such
that geometric effects are not expected to dominate the
system evolution. Based on a simple estimate of a volume
of adiabatic expansion of plasma into vacuum, we expect
a difference of at most ∼30% in position of the blowoff
fronts between (one-dimensional) planar and cylindrical
geometry is possible, but without dramatic effects to the
overall radial profiles of plasma quantities. Clearly, there
will be differences resulting from multi-dimensional flow
that cannot be captured in the one-dimensional case. We
expect that these differences would primarily manifest as
differences in apparent plasma interpenetration (due to
adjacent counter-propagating plasma flows).

iFP’s initial and boundary conditions were sourced
from the two-dimensional xRAGE simulations. This was
done by extracting radial lineouts between the carbon
and gold surfaces, which were averaged along the axial
direction. For the vacuum case, hydro profiles were av-
eraged over ±400µm in the axial direction, the entire
axial extent of the gold ring. This was determined as
the best choice for this case, due to the significant axial
variation in the plasma state observed in the hydro sim-
ulations (i.e., ‘fingering’ of the gold and carbon plasmas
into the vacuum or ultra-low-density helium), which will
be shown later in Sec. VI. Further, this axial averag-
ing range was chosen to capture these multi-dimensional
hydrodynamic ‘apparent’ interpenetration effects in the
iFP driving boundary conditions. For the helium gas-
fill case, the axial average was computed over ±25µm,
much narrower than the vacuum case. This is the stated
width of the experimental TS diagnostics (see Ref. [1]),
and – as will be shown later – the gas-fill simulations are
somewhat less multi-dimensional than the vacuum case.

The initial conditions for the iFP simulations were
specified as Maxwellian distributions for the ions based
on the profiles of moments (density, velocity, tempera-
ture) from the hydro simulations at approximately the
start of the main laser pulse. Due to the presence of the
pre-pulse used to burst the gas bag the iFP simulations
are initialized at t = 0.85ns in the gas-fill case, while in
the vacuum case they are initialized at t = 0.28ns. The



4

iFP boundary conditions on both the gold and carbon
boundaries were prescribed by tracking the location of
the maximum electron temperature (Te) in the coronal
blowoff within ±50µm of the 50% critical surface (i.e.,
where ne = 0.5ncrit, with ncrit the density at which the
plasma frequency equals the laser frequency). This al-
lows the iFP simulations to capture the effect of the laser
drive from the hydro simulations without modeling the
laser ray-trace and deposition itself. The ions are mod-
eled as having a fixed effective average ionization for each
species: ZHe = 2.0, ZC = 5.6, and ZAu = 32.0. These
ionization levels were chosen from the ionization data in
the rad-hydro simulations.

The simulations where run on a 192-cell grid in phys-
ical space, with 128x64 cells in v∥ × v⊥ space. The
velocity-space domain is v∥ ∈ ±10vth and v⊥ ∈ [0, 10vth].
For both vacuum and gas-fill simulations, the average
timestep size was 40-50fs, with a final time around 1.7ns,
corresponding to roughly 35,000-40,000 timesteps.

Finally, we note that, for both the iFP and xRAGE
simulations of the “vacuum” case, there is in fact an
ultra-low-density He gas-fill present (roughly 10µg/cm3).
While both xRAGE and iFP can run with an arbitrarily
small He-fill density, xRAGE simulations are significantly
cheaper with a small but finite He-fill. For consistency
with xRAGE, we retain the same ultra-low He fill density
in iFP. iFP scoping simulations both with and without
the He-fill for the “vacuum” case (though retaining an
ultra-low "floor" fill for both carbon and gold in both
cases) found no appreciable differences.

V. THOMSON SCATTERING (TS) AND
SYNTHETIC SPECTRA

A key element of our comparison to the experimental
data is the generation of synthetic TS spectra using the
simulated plasma states. The model for the Thomson
scattering power spectrum S(k, ω) is given by:

S (k, ω) =
2π

k

∣∣∣1− χe

ϵ

∣∣∣2 fe,0 (ω
k

)
+
∑
j

2π

k

Z2
j nj

ne

∣∣∣χe

ϵ

∣∣∣2 fj,0 (ω
k

)
. (1)

In this equation, k and ω are the wavevector and fre-
quency, ϵ = 1+χe +

∑
i χi is the dielectric function, and

χs is the susceptibility for species s. The one-dimensional
marginal distribution function (i.e., integrated along the
perpendicular velocity components) of species s along the
wavevector k is given by fs,0. The species s number den-
sity is given by ns, with the species effective charge given
by Zs.

The susceptibility χs is given by:

χs (k, ω) =

∫ ∞

∞
dv

4πq2sns,0

msk2
k · ∂fs,0/∂v
ω − k · v

. (2)

In the typical TS backward-model for fitting to experi-
mental data, the marginal one-dimensional distribution

functions fs,0 along the wavevector k are assumed to be
Maxwellian distributions:

fs,0 → fM,s,0 =
ns

π3/2v3th,s
e

−(v−u)2

v2
th,s . (3)

Here, vth,s =
√
2Ts/ms, with Ts the species tempera-

ture and ms its mass. This assumption greatly simplifies
the calculation of the susceptibilities, as Eq. (2) may be
simplified as in App. D of Ref. [19].

In the case of a non-Maxwellian distribution function,
however, the susceptibility integral must be performed
numerically, with care being taken to avoid the pole at
ω = k · v. This may be expressed as:

∫ ∞

−∞
dv

∂fs,0/∂v

ω − k · v
=

∫ ω
k −δ

−∞
dv

∂fs,0/∂v

ω − k · v
+

∫ ∞

ω
k +δ

dv
∂fs,0/∂v

ω − k · v
+

∫ ω
k +δ

ω
k −δ

dv
∂fs,0/∂v

ω − k · v
, (4)

with the integral around the pole expressed as [21]:

∫ ω
k +δ

ω
k −δ

dv
∂fs,0/∂v

ω − k · v
= −iπ

∂f

∂v

∣∣∣∣
ω
k

+ 2δ
∂2f

∂v2

∣∣∣∣
ω
k

. (5)

To compute the synthetic TS spectrum for a given loca-
tion in space and time, we must specify the scattering

angle, which is determined from the experimental TS ge-
ometry. In the case of the Le Pape experiments, the
scattering angle is 60◦. From the simulations, we have
the moments of each of the plasma species (density n,
velocity u, and temperature T ) for the Maxwellian TS
case, and the full distribution function f in the case of
non-Maxwellian TS analysis.
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Note that for the non-Maxwellian analysis of the 1D-
2V iFP simulations, we technically ought to compute the
marginal distribution fs,0 along the wavevector k (see
also the term k · ∂fs,0/∂v). However, for simplicity, we
take the distribution fs,0 to be the perpendicularly inte-
grated marginal distribution,

fs,0 = 2π

∫ ∞

0

dvv⊥v⊥fs(v∥, v⊥). (6)

While this is not strictly correct, our primary aim is to
observe whether accounting for non-Maxwellian features
in the TS analysis for this experiment may have a sig-
nificant impact on the resulting synthetic spectra. As
will be shown later, non-Maxwellian features indeed have
an impact, which introduces uncertainty in the inferred
moments from the standard Maxwellian TS backward
model.

To mimic the experimental TS spectra more accu-
rately, the synthetic spectra were convolved in a number
of ways. First, we note that the experimental TS spectra
in Ref. [1] are taken at “the end on the main laser pulse
for a 300ps duration”. Thus, we perform a temporal
averaging on our synthetic spectra according to

S̄(k, ω) =
1

t1 − t0

∫ t1

t0

S(k, ω, t)dt, (7)

which we approximate on the discrete output via the
trapezoidal rule,

S̄(k, ω) =

N∑
k=1

S(k, ω)k−1 + S(k, ω)k
2(tN − t1)

(tk − tk−1). (8)

Further, to capture effects of uncertaintly in the scat-
tering angle, we average over a range of angles, e.g.,
θ ∈ [60◦ − ∆θ, 60◦ + ∆θ]. Typically ±7◦ is used here,
with a 1◦ resolution. To capture the effects of finite reso-
lution in physical space and in the spectrum, we employ
a Gaussian blurring kernel convolution in both the spa-
tial and spectral axes. Typical values for characteristic
width of the kernels are 50µm and 0.5Å, respectively.

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Comparison of experimental and synthetic
Thomson scattering spectra

Our primary targets for comparison are the experi-
mental OTS spectra (Figs. 2(a) and 2(e) in Ref. [1])
and synthetic TS spectra generated from the rad-hydro
(Maxwellian spectra) and Vlasov-Fokker-Planck (non-
Maxwellian spectra) simulations. These comparisons are
shown in Figs. 2 and 3, showing spectra for the vacuum
and gas-fill experiments/simulations, respectively. Here,
the position index employs the same convention as in
Ref. [1], measured from the initial inner surface of the
gold, towards the carbon. We see that the iFP simula-

Figure 2. Comparison of experimental OTS spectra (left) to
synthetic spectra generated from iFP simulations (center) and
xRAGE simulations (right) for the vacuum case. The synthetic
spectrum for iFP is computed starting at the end of the main
laser pulse (t = 0.88ns after main pulse start) with 300ps tem-
poral averaging with ∼12ps resolution. The xRAGE spectrum
is computed using the same axial-averaging as was used to
generate the iFP initial and boundary-conditions (±400µm
around axial centerline for this case).

Figure 3. Comparison of experimental OTS spectra (left) to
synthetic spectra generated from iFP simulations (center) and
xRAGE simulations (right) for the gas-fill case. Synthetic iFP
and xRAGE spectra are computed starting at the end of the
main laser pulse (t = 1.55ns after pre pulse start) with 300ps
temporal averaging ∼12ps resolution. The xRAGE spectrum
is computed using the same axial-averaging as was used to
generate the iFP initial and boundary-conditions (±25µm).

tions actually produce synthetic TS spectra which agree
remarkably well with the qualitative features of the ex-
perimental spectra, though much better for the gas-fill
case than the vacuum case. For the rad-hydro synthetic
spectra, neither gas-fill nor vacuum case matches partic-
ularly well. We offer an explanation for this later in the
manuscript.
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Figure 4. Comparison of non-Maxwellian (left) and
Maxwellian (right) synthetic TS spectra for the vacuum case
from iFP simulations.

B. Comparison of Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian
synthetic TS spectra for iFP simulations

Next, we compare the effects of considering a non-
Maxwellian model vs. a traditional Maxwellian model
for computing synthetic TS spectra. In Figs. 4 and 5, we
compare Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian spectra for the
vacuum and gas-fill iFP simulations, respectively. We see
that, overall, there are noticeable differences, primarily
in the center of the domain where long-mean-free-path
effects are more dominant. Figs. 7 and 6 compare li-
neouts from Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian synthetic
spectra at representative locations in the domain where
differences are greatest for the vacuum and gas-fill simu-
lations, respectively. We observe non-trivial differences in
the spectral lineouts which may affect the inferred plasma
state at these locations using traditional TS backward-
modeling. From this, we note that caution is advised
when utilizing standard Maxwellian TS models to infer
plasma conditions in cases where long-mean-free-path ef-
fects are expected to be significant.

C. Comparison of spatial moment profiles

Finally, we compare the spatial profiles of the plasma
moments. To compare the xRAGE and iFP moment pro-
files with the experimentally inferred profiles (see Fig. 3
of Ref. [1]), we apply similar averaging to that used for
the Thomson scattering diagnostics, specifically a 50µm
Gaussian blurring kernel in space, with 300ps temporal
averaging. In addition, the simulation data is interpo-
lated to radial locations of the given experimental mo-

Figure 5. Comparison of non-Maxwellian (left) and
Maxwellian (right) synthetic TS spectra for the gas-fill case
from iFP simulations.

Figure 6. Comparison of non-Maxwellian (blue) and
Maxwellian (red) synthetic TS spectra for the vacuum case
from iFP simulations, at 300µm (left) and 450µm (rigth) from
the initial gold interface. Lineouts are taken from the spectra
in Fig. 4.

ment profiles. The timing for the moment profiles is
the same as for the prior TS spectra, namely starting at
0.88ns and 1.55ns after main laser pulse start for the vac-
uum and gas-fill cases, respectively. From the previous
discussion, we expect fundamental limits in our ability
to match experimental data solely based on differences
between Maxwellian and non-Maxwellian TS spectra.

For the species temperature profiles, we see in Fig.
8 that iFP simulations follow the experimental trends
generally better than the rad-hydro simulations (noting
xRAGE does not allow for ion temperature separation).
We note here that the individual ion species temperature
profiles have been reported only in regions where the rel-
ative ion number fraction of each species is greater than
10−3. This is particularly the case with the iFP tem-
perature profiles, where the gold temperature profile is
clipped around 500-550µm in both cases.

For both cases, iFP is in relatively good agreement
with the available inferred experimental data for carbon
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Figure 7. Comparison of non-Maxwellian (blue) and
Maxwellian (red) synthetic TS spectra for the gas-fill case
from iFP simulations, at 500µm (left) and 675µm (rigth) from
the initial gold interface. Lineouts are taken from the spectra
in Fig. 5.

Figure 8. Temperature radial lineouts for iFP and xRAGE
simulations, compared to experimental data inferred from a
Maxwellian TS model. The plots are oriented using the same
convention as Fig. 3 of Ref. [1], with the initial gold sur-
face on the left and carbon on the right. The abcissae are
spatial positions with respect to the initial inner surface of
the gold band. The vacuum case is above, while the gas-fill
case is below. We note that the agreement here is much more
qualitative in broad trends. Generally, the iFP simulations
recover the high gold and carbon temperatures in the vac-
uum case and the lower electron temperature.

and gold, capturing the general trends. We note that, for
the gas-fill case, the regions where iFP ion temperatures
are much higher tend to correspond to regions of lower
density, where experimental data are not available. Note
also that iFP captures the broadly ‘flat’ electron temper-
ature profiles of the experimental data, and are roughly
in line with the electron temperature magnitude.

We observe that, in general, the iFP ion and electron
temperatures appear overall higher than the experimen-
tally inferred and the simulated xRAGE temperatures. We
hypothesize that this is due to iFP not having a radiation
package, as radiation in this context would tend to cool
electrons and therefore the plasma. For the conditions
observed here, we estimate that including radiation with

Figure 9. Species relative fraction as a function of radial posi-
tion for iFP and xRAGE simulations, compared to experimental
data inferred from a Maxwellian TS model. The plots are ori-
ented using the same convention as Fig. 3 of Ref. [1], with
the initial gold surface on the left and carbon on the right.
The abcissae are spatial positions with respect to the initial
inner surface of the gold band. The vacuum case is above,
while the gas-fill case is below.

a temperature approximately equal to the electron tem-
perature would reduce ion and electron temperatures by
as much as ∼60%. For example, in the gas-fill case, radi-
ation emission would cool electrons from 2keV to 750eV,
which is much closer to the experimentally inferred val-
ues. Testing this hypothesis will be the subject of future
work.

Figure 9 compares the species relative number frac-
tions for the vacuum (above) and gas-fill (below) cases
for experiments (left), iFP (center), and xRAGE (right).
Here, carbon is shown in red, gold in blue, and helium
(when present) in black. The abcissae are measured rel-
ative to the inner surface of the outer gold band. We
observe that, counter-intuitively, xRAGE compares quite
favorably to the experimental number fraction profiles for
the vacuum case, while iFP does not capture nearly as
much apparent interpenetration of the gold and carbon.
In the gas-fill case, xRAGE shows much sharper bound-
aries between the gold, carbon, and helium regions, indi-
cating very little apparent interpenetration. In this case
iFP shows a much more significant degree of interpene-
tration of the helium into both carbon and gold, and is
much closer to the experimentally inferred number frac-
tion profiles.

Note that there is a general trend of xRAGE appearing
to have greater species interpenetration than iFP in the
vacuum case while this reverses for the gas-fill case. This
is not due to interpenetration of the plasma species, but
rather to multi-dimensional hydrodynamic effects, ‘fin-
gers’ of carbon and gold plasmas passing past each other,
producing apparent interpenetration. In fact, these sorts
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Figure 10. Mass density contour snapshots for 2D axisymmet-
ric xRAGE simulations. The vacuum case is shown on top, and
the gas-fill case on bottom. Snapshots are taken at the end of
main laser pulse (1.55ns for gas-fill and 0.88ns for vacuum).
Note the presence of significant multi-dimensional features at
gold (right-hand side) and carbon (left-hand side) fronts, par-
ticularly for the vacuum case.

of features can be observed in the two-dimensional ax-
isymmetric xRAGE simulations in Fig. 10, where the vac-
uum case (top) exhibits much more multi-dimensionality
than the gas-fill case (bottom), which is inhibited by the
presence of the helium gas-fill. iFP, which cannot capture
these multidimensional effects, but can capture plasma
interpenetration due to kinetic plasma transport, shows
less interpenetration than xRAGE in the vacuum case, and
more interpenetration than xRAGE in the gas-fill case.

Finally, we also note in Fig. 9-top (vacuum case) that
the interface between the carbon and gold is offset to the
right (radially inward) in the experimental and xRAGE
number fraction profiles relative to the apparent inter-
face for iFP. In general, this is the sort of trend we expect
from the use of planar geometry in the iFP simulations
relative to the cylindrical geometry of the experiment and
xRAGE simulations. That is, we expect the blowoff from
the gold surface will be somewhat faster in the cylindri-
cal geometry than in planar (converging from a larger to
a smaller radius), while we expect the opposite from the

Figure 11. End-on self-emission radiograph from vac-
uum experiment showing presence of azimuthal features in
blowoff [22].

carbon surface blowoff (expanding from smaller to larger
radius). Taking the approximate iFP gold-carbon inter-
face as ∼400µm, and the experimental/xRAGE interface
to be ∼500-600µm, we observe a difference of ∼20-30%,
which is in good agreement with the previously stated es-
timate. The differences in the interface locations are less
extreme in the gas-fill case, being inhibited significantly
by the presence of the helium.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have presented a validation exercise
with the laser-driven plasma-interpenetration hohlraum
surrogate experiments described in Ref. [1] using both
kinetic Vlasov-Fokker-Planck (iFP) and multi-physics
radiation-hydrodynamics (xRAGE) models.

The validation exercise is a priori hampered by the
fact that these experiments remain inherently three-
dimensional, despite the significant efforts of the authors
of Ref. [1] to minimize high-dimensional effects. This
is clear from the two-dimensional rad-hydro simulations
depicted in Fig. 10, as well as from self-emission imaging
from the experiments (see Fig. 11). Nevertheless, useful
understanding has been gained from this exercise, which
we have reported here.

We have observed that, in general, synthetic TS spec-
tra from the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck model agree much
better with the experimental data than those from
the radiation-hydrodynamics model. We have also ob-
served non-trivial differences in synthetic TS spectra
generated from Vlasov-Fokker-Planck simulations using
fully kinetic (‘high-fidelity’) forward models vs. the
usual Maxwellian ansatz. This suggests caution is war-
ranted when interpreting inferred plasma quantities from
Maxwellian backward models of experimental TS spectra
when kinetic effects may be present.

When comparing experimentally inferred moment pro-
files to those from simulations, the picture is murkier.
xRAGE’s radial species-fraction profiles compare better
(counter-intuitively) for the vacuum experiment (which
is more kinetic) than the He gas-fill experiment (more
‘hydro-like’), while failing to predict temperature line-
outs altogether. Conversely, iFP achieves better agree-
ment with the number fraction profiles of the gas-fill ex-
periment than the vacuum experiment, while agreeing
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reasonably closely with experimentally inferred tempera-
ture profiles on both experiments. The apparent contra-
diction in the species-fraction comparison resolves when
accounting for the extreme multidimensional nature of
the vacuum experiment (due to ‘fingering’ of carbon and
gold plasmas passing past each other, producing apparent
interpenetration) vs. the relatively quiet gas-fill experi-
ment, in which the He-fill inhibits such behavior.

Overall, despite iFP’s limitations (1D planar, no radi-
ation package, no laser package), we conclude that iFP
compares more favorably with key signatures of the ex-
perimental data than xRAGE, despite the latter featur-
ing more accurate geometry (two-dimensional cylindrical
symmetry), a consistent laser-drive package, radiation-
diffusion modeling, as well as tabular dynamic ionization
modeling. This suggests that high-fidelity modeling of
these experiments in multiple dimensions including ki-
netic plasma and radiation transport effects is warranted

to explain them fully.
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