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Growth rate and the cutoff wavelength of the Darrieus-Landau instability in laser ablation
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The main characteristics of the linear Darrieus-Landatabribty in the laser ablation flow are investigated.
The dispersion relation of the instability is found numaliig as a solution to an eigenvalue stability problem,
taking into account the continuous structure of the flow. Téwults are compared to the classical Darrieus-
Landau instability of a usual slow flame. The difference lestwthe two cases is due to the specific features of
laser ablation: high plasma compression and strong tertyperdependence of electron thermal conduction. It
is demonstrated that the Darrieus-Landau instability sefablation is much stronger than in the classical case.
In particular, the maximum growth rate in the case of laséatadn is about three times larger than that for slow
flames. The characteristic length scale of the Darrieusiharinstability in the ablation flow is comparable
to the total distance from the ablation zone to the criticalez of laser light absorption. The possibility of
experimental observations of the Darrieus-Landau inktybi laser ablation is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Inertial confinement fusion (ICF) is believed to be one of phemising energy sources in theS2&entury. The aim of ICF
is to compress a plasma target to densities and temperdtigteenough to trigger a thermonuclear reaction. Despiteeatg
technical development and progress in power suppliesgthimlast decades [1], hydrodynamic instabilities remiagérlimiting
factor in fusion performance and efficiency. In this respie most difficult obstacle in achieving ICF is the Rayleitgylor
(RT) instability, which arises because of target acceilend®,|3,[4) 5, 5, 17,18,/9]. Still, the RT instability is not tbaly instability
of importance in ICF; for example, the laser generated pdaismalso subject to the so called Darrieus-Landau (DL) bikty
[5,110,/11, 12} 13, 14, 15, 16,/17]. Traditionally, the DL aisility is known as the hydrodynamic instability of a slownfla
[18,119,20]| 21], which makes the flame front corrugated anck@ses the burning rate. Flame is the most typical exanfiple o
deflagration wave, which is a front propagating due to enestgase and thermal conduction. The ablation flow genetated
laser radiation on a plasma target is also a deflagration Jga&2,[23]. Other interesting examples of deflagration cémomm
astrophysical applications like the big bang model and tygupernovae [24, 25, 26,127,128, 29]. On the basis of simhgsjzal
properties of deflagrations, one should expect the DL inlitato develop in laser ablation. There has been much égiin the
DL instability in ablation flows, see e.g. Refsl [5) 10} 11,113,/14/) 15, 16, 17]. However, the most important featurebef
instability has remained unclear up until now. The purpdsb@present theoretical work is to answer some of the kegtipres
concerning the DL instability in laser ablation and to irat&conditions for experimental observation of the ingitstbi

The classical theory of the DL instability considers an imgoessible flow generated by a slow flame! [18, 19,120, 21].
However, the parameters of laser ablation flows in ICF aréety different from those of slow combustion. One of the thos
distinctive features of deflagration in ICF is that the plasrelocity reaches the isothermal sound speed at the tistictace
of laser light absorption. For this reason, laser ablatmmesponds to the so-called Chapman-Jouguet (CJ) deftagratich
is the fastest propagation regime possible for a deflagréitomt. Thus, in order to describe the DL instability in laablation
one has to take into account strong compression of the pldlemwawith relatively high local values of the Mach number.
Another important property inherent to the plasma flow isstieng temperature dependence of electron thermal caonduct
Electron thermal conduction determines the total thickrazsd the internal structure of laser deflagration. It is etqubthat
the strong plasma compression and the electron thermalctind properties will significantly influence the propesiof the
DL instability in a laser generated plasma, making it matlkeifferent from the case of slow flames. A number of papers wa
devoted to the linear and nonlinear stages of the DL instaliil ICF [8, [11,(12/ 18| 14, 15, 16]. Still, these papers dad n
answer the most important questions concerning the DLbilgtgin laser ablation. In particular, we would here likeautline
the following three questions within the problem:

1. How strong is the DL instability in laser ablation in comigan to the classical case, i.e., is it stronger or wealkan the
DL instability developing at a slow flame front?

2. What is the characteristic length scale of the instabditvelopment? This question is especially important from t
experimental point of view, since the answer determinesaiwet size, for which the DL instability may be observed.

3. What is the outcome of the DL instability at the nonlingage?

There have been numerous attempts to answer the first questhin the model of a discontinuous deflagration front in a
compressible gas/plasma flow [10,) 11, 16,[30, 31]. Unfottelgathe discontinuous model encounters the deficit of hatc
conditions at the deflagration front; the number of unknoarables exceeds the number of conservation laws at thelfson
one. The problem was encountered first within the studidseRIT instability in laser ablation, see Refs.[3,/5, 9]; mietailed
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discussion on this subject may be found in Ref| [16]. In tlessical incompressible limit of the DL instability at a slflame
front, the extra condition is given by the so-called DL cdiwtii of a constant deflagration speed with respect to thegandd This
condition may be proven rigorously, see Ref/[20, 21]. A deypart of the DL condition for a compressible flow is not ains
and the solution to the problem turned out to be sensitivhistaissumed extra condition, so that the different analtieories
proposed led to qualitatively different results. For tl@agon, it was unclear if strong plasma compression in lddatian made
the DL instability stronger, or weaker, or only produces aniohanges in the instability strength. Within this conjdxefs.
[32,133] deserve special attention, since these papersdesad influence of gas compression on the DL instabilitynigknto
account a continuous structure of the deflagration frontoutim Refs.|[32, 33] were devoted to normal combustion, aed th
respective results cannot be extrapolated directly to theénBtability in laser ablation, the method used in theseepapnay
still be used for the ablation studies. This method elingadhe deficit of boundary conditions and allows for investitg the
properties of the DL instability in laser ablation. Here wepoy the methods of Refs. [32,133] to study the linear stdgbe
DL instability in a laser plasma, thus answering questioaad 2 of those outlined above.

In the present paper we investigate main characteristitieofinear DL instability in the laser ablation flow. We finceth
dispersion relation of the instability numerically as augimn to an eigenvalue stability problem taking into acaahe contin-
uous structure of the flow. We compare the results to theicld3L instability of a usual slow flame. We show that diffece
between the two cases is due to two specific features of lddatian: a high plasma compression and a strong temperature
dependence of the electron thermal conduction. We furtberashstrate that the DL instability in laser ablation is magbnger
than in the classical case. In particular, the maximal gnawate of perturbations in laser ablation is about threedilarger than
for slow flames. The characteristic length scale of the Dlaibiity in the ablation flow is comparable to the total dista from
the ablation zone to the critical zone of laser light absorptWe discuss the possibility of experimental observetiof the DL
instability in laser ablation.

1. BASIC EQUATIONSAND THE STATIONARY SOLUTION

We describe the ablation plasma flow using hydrodynamicteansof mass, momentum and energy conservation
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wherey =5/3 is the adiabatic exponef; andCy are the heat capacities at constant pressure and voluneetiesy. Electron
thermal conductior depends on temperature Rs= kc(T /T¢)%2, where label “c” refers to the critical surface of laser ligh
absorption. Laser light absorption brings energy into ttesmpa and, together with thermal conduction, it drives tbev.fl
Absorption takes place when plasma frequency is equal ttases frequency
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which determines plasma densjy at the critical surface (hefd is plasma mass per one electron). Decrease of the laser light
intensity due to absorption may be described as [2]
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The absorption coefficient diverges at the critical surfaoel, therefore, the process of energy absorption is dirtoaalized at
the surface. In the studies of ablation flow and the RT and Btaiilities in the flow, the energy release is typically prasd by
d-function [3,[5/ 10} 11, 22]. Such replacement is possibieesthe instabilities develop on the length scales muclefatgn
the region of energy release and involve bending of thisoregs a whole without changing its internal structure. Ingresent
paper we solve the problem of the DL instability numerically the numerical solution, it is more convenient to imitéie
d-function by a transitional zone of finite width determingddmme continuous functiaRg of energy gain in the flow included
into Eq. [3). Here, we chose the function in the form suggkistéRef. [16]

Qr=Q(p—pc)"exp(—Bp/pc)- (8)

The functionQr was constructed taken into account similarity with the Amtus law in combustion, whei plays the role
of the scaled activation energy ands similar to the reaction order. It is well-known that ther®enius law provides strong
localization of energy release for any reasonatilethe case of sufficiently larg@ >> 1, seel[19, 20]. In combustion science
the Arrhenius reaction is sensitive to temperature chajige20]. Here we construct the function of energy gagsensitive to
density variations, as it takes place in laser ablation.dShgy large paramet@ — o we obtain energy gain strongly localized
at the critical surface wittp — pc. On the other hand, the numerical solution demands a finidéhwaf the zone of energy
release and the finite value of the paramg@tein most of our calculations we ugk= 90,n = 2. We also investigate sensitivity
of the physical results to the choice of these parametersdéfeonstrate that these parameters have minor influencetiipon
properties of the DL instability and at high valuegfhis influence vanishes. The functi@g given by Eq. [(8) allows a planar
stationary solution consisting of two uniform flows of colddvy plasma (label “a”) and hot light plasma (label “c") sejted
by a transitional region, which is the deflagration fronteTabels “a” and “c” originate from the ablation and critisailrfaces
in the laser deflagration. Typical internal structure of dedlagration front is illustrated in Fig. 1. The describedmetry is
common in the theoretical studies of the RT and DL instaedibf the ablation flow. [3,/4, 5] 6| 8, 9,/10,/ 11/ 31], thoughaed
not take into account the rarefaction wave in the hot lighspia beyond the critical surface. As the main advantageodf gu
choice, we may consider different values of the Mach numi#re light plasma, which would be impossible with a rardtact
wave. Changing the Mach number, we can go over continuousty the case of classical incompressible DL instability of a
usual flame front to the case of laser ablation with strongiérfte of plasma compression. We stress that the main puspose
the present paper is to compare the DL instability in laséatan to the classical case. Therefore, in general, wedisituss
stability of a deflagration front, which covers the casesxfal flames (slow combustion) and laser ablation as two amtiop
limits of negligible compression effects and ultimatelyosig plasma compression.

We start our analysis with describing internal structuréhefstationary planar deflagration (laser ablation) flovg ighthe first
step in the stability analysis. Figure 1 illustrates plasteasity, temperature and energy release in the flow obtainextrically
as described below. The deflagration front in Fig. 1 propegyad the left with constant velocity, (the ablation velocity) in
the negative direction of z-axis. Velocity of a usual flameéétermined by the rate of energy release and thermal canduct
Ablation velocity is determined by the critical density atie laser light intensity [22]. We adopt the reference fravhthe
deflagration front. In that case the front is at rest, but thid beavy plasma flows to the right with uniform velocity= U,,
undergoes transition in density and temperature in thegtetian wave, and, finally, the hot light plasma gets dritiady with
uniform velocityu, = U..

Equations of mass and momentum trandfer 1), (2) may berattegfor the planar stationary deflagration as

pU; = palUa = pUe, 9)

One of the main dimensionless parameters in the probleneiexpansion factor

_Pa_Ue

P U_a’ (1)

which shows density drop from the original cold plasma todtitcal surface. Both in flames and laser ablation, the agjoa
factor is rather large®) = 5— 10, seel[[7, 20]. In the case of ablation flow, the laser lighqiflrency determines the critical density
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and the expansion factor. The other important parametdeidach number in the light plasma (gas) corresponding to the

adiabatic sound
Pc
Mae = Uq, | —=. 12
ViR (12)

The Mach number is negligible in the classical case of usaaldl, and it may be taken zero with a very good accuracy. On the
contrary, laser ablation provides an ultimately large galtithe Mach number possible for a deflagration flow. In labéataon,

the isothermal Mach number is equal uniiyyZ/P; = 1 in the light plasma, and we hawaZ = 1/y for the adiabatic Mach
number. In the present work we consider a general case ofagdatiion front with an arbitrary Mach number changing withi
the limits 0< Ma2 < 1/y. The internal structure of the deflagration front followsifr the stationary equation of energy transfer

d 1,\ dT]
d—Z{pCUC (cpT+§u > _KE] =Qr. (13)

Characteristic width of the front is determined by thern@aiduction in the hot region

Kc
Le= ———. 14
¢ CppclUc (14)
The problem involves one more parameter of length dimension
La= & Ka (15)

Cppala B CppcUc

related to thermal conduction in the cold flow. Because ofstheng temperature dependence of electron thermal caoduct
these two length scales are quite differeptL, = (TC/Ta)S/Z. For example, for the temperatures rafig T, = 6, the length
scales differ by two orders of magnitutle/L, ~ 88. The strong difference in these length scales is one cfftheific features
of laser ablation in comparison with usual flames.

We introduce dimensionless variables for plasma densityperature, velocity and coordinate

P T Uy z
=—, O0=—, u=_—"-, =—. 16
¢ Pc Te Uc ¢ Lc (16)
Then we can rewrite Eq[_(13) as
g (y—1) 2 5200 N .

where = LE&’ZpQ(KCTC)’1 is an eigenvalue of the stationary problem. The relationveet temperature and density in a
deflagration flow follows from Eqs[19), (1LO)

1+yMaZ  yMa2
0=—-—— . 18
In the incompressible limit of usual flamedaZ < < 1, this relation is reduced simply 09 = 1, so that temperature rafig/ T,

is determined by the expansion rati/T, = ©. In the case of strong gas compression, these two values dihsiderably.
For example, in the case of laser ablation with the criticatMnumbeMaZ = 1/y, we find from Eq. [(IB) that

Te @2
_ , 19
T. 20-1 (19)

For high values of density drop@>> 1, temperature ratio is about twice smaller than the exparfsictor, T/ T, ~ ©/2.
Because of the reduced temperature ratio, the effect of iffiereht length scales Eqd. (14). (15) in the ablation floexpected
to become weaker than in a similar incompressible flow. VWthgerature ratio changing frols/Ta = © in the incompressible
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case toT./Ta &~ ©/2 in the ablation flow we find the ratio of length scalag'L, = (TC/Ta)F’/2 decreasing by the factor of
([@)>?2 ~ 5.7. For this reason, the profiles of density and temperat@rexpected to be much smoother in the ablation flow in
comparison with an incompressible counterpart.

We solve Eq[(17) together with Ed._{18) numerically for éifint values of the Mach number. Typical solution to the |enmb
for incompressible case is shown in Fig. 1. First of all, weehtn make sure, that the ablation front structure is notiseaso
our choice of the energy gain functi@r. We investigate dependence of the density and temperatofieep on the parameter
B. Figure 2 shows density and energy releasefet 6, n = 2, Ma. = 0.5, 3 = 20; 60; 140. Density profiles for these three
values off3 coincide almost everywhere except for the zone of energy. datill, even inside this zone, the difference between
the density profiles is minimal, and cannot be recognizedign Z. Similar result holds for the temperature profiles. $hu
we can conclude that paramef@idoes not affect the density and temperature profiles in thadiab front. At the same time,
paramete3 influences strongly the profile of energy release itself: réspective plots become much more localized v@th
increasing. Thickness of the critical surface should be aethe hydrodynamic description of the ablation flow. Tliere,
finite width of the zone of energy gain implies certain inaeay of the numerical solution. The level of inaccuracy &f thodel
may be evaluated as the characteristic width of the enerigyzgae in the dimensionless variables (scaled by the toigkness
of the deflagration fronit:). As we can see in Fig. 2, half width of the energy peak is rathée for 3 = 20; it takes more than
20% of the whole deflagration front. As we increg&ehis width becomes smaller and f8r> 90 the inaccuracy is less than
5% . The other parameter of the energy gain function in Eh. n(8affects the shape of the energy release peak only slightly
even for moderate values Bf For 8 = 90 the parametar has a negligible effect on the physical results. Thus, Ejym@y
imitate the energy gain in the ablation flow quite well; infallowing numerical solutions and figurgs= 90 andn = 2.

As the next step, we solve Edq._{17) for different values offtaeh number. Figure 3 shows profiles of density and energy
release, foMac = 0; 0.5; 0.75, other parameters being fixed@s- 6, 3 = 90,n = 2; Figure 4 presents the respective temperature
profiles. In the case of incompressible flavg; = 0, the density profile demonstrates clearly the effect oflemgth scales, Egs.
(I4), (13), produced by the temperature-dependent theomaluction. The profile is rather smooth in the hot regioselm the
critical surface, and it becomes sharp in the cold plasnsedinthe ablation surface with large density gradient. ¢h fais this
property, which allows distinguishing two effective suéa in the flow: the ablation and critical surfaces [%, 10, R2the case
of strong compression withla; = 0.75, the density profile becomes much smoother. Smoothirtgeadénsity profile concerns
the region of cold plasma mainly. Another specific featurthefdensity profile at high values of the Mach number is shawn a
the insert of Fig. 3. With the Mach number approaching theimakpossible valudla = 1/y, we observe development of
another mini-region of relatively high density gradierds# to the critical surface. This effect may be also obtaamedytically
from Eq. [18). Close to the critical surface, expanding dgresad temperature in power series with respecpto 1 << 1,

1- 6 << 1, we obtain the relatiog — 1~ /1—6, orp/p; — 1~ /1—T/T. in the dimensional values. Taking energy gain
in the form of (2)-function, we have temperature achieving the final valuet finite pointz= 0 smoothly. This leads to the
square-root singularity in the density gradient. We careolssthe trace of such a singularity in the insert of Fig. 8uthh
smoothed because of the finite width of the energy gain zoreal6 observe changing shape of the energy gain with Mach
number. The energy gain zone becomes much thinner at higlesvalf the Mach number. This happens because the energy
release EqL{8) is sensitive to the density profiles. Shaagignts of density ala2 = 1/y make the zone of energy gain sharper
as well. As a result, the model Eq] (8) works much better at kajues of the Mach number corresponding to the laser ahlati
flow. Figure 4 demonstrates that temperature profiles be@seesmoother with increasing Mach number, which is simdar
density profiles. Besides, temperature ratio at the allatial critical surfaces decreases with increasing the Maaofber, as

we demonstrated in Eqd._(18), {19). The numerical solutimrife planar stationary flow illustrated in Figs. 1-4 pr@sdhe
basis for the stability analysis performed in the next secti

1. LINEARIZED EQUATIONS

We solve the stability problem for small perturbations of aalueg in the form:

o(x,z,t) = @(2) + qb(z) exp(at + ikx), (20)

where the first term in the right-hand side [6f](20) standsHerstationary flow, the second term describes linear pextioris,
o is the instability growth rate arkl= 271/A is the perturbation wave number. In genemay have both a real part (growth
rate) and an imaginary part (frequency). However, in the cdshe DL instabilityo is only real; the instability develops when
g is positive.

The linearized system (1-3) takes the form

Lod .
0P+ g (Plz+Puz) + ikplx = 0, (21)
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Similar to [5], we introduce the dimensionless perturhagiof mass flow, transverse velocity, "temperatureé and dynamic
pressurdl as

~ ~ .~ i~ - ~ ~ 2 ~
i= 7puz+pu27 V= %7 6= 17 n= P+ puz +2puzl; +22puzuz (25)
chc Uc T pCuC
with the scaled wave number and the perturbation growth rate
K=k, szt (26)
Ue
Then the linearized systein (21)-(24) is
- 2 2 .
dj _ pgyMacu T_kpu— MR P, (27)
dé w w W
dv 6u -~ - 0~ ux
ﬁ_—ZKWJ—wwKV—vn—Kv—Ve, (28)
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wherew = 8 — yMa2u? and the coefficients in Eq._(B0) are

A= (v 1)Ma_K®, (32)
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As the boundary conditions to the systéml(47)}(30), we dehtfaat perturbations vanish at infinity in the uniform flowscofd
plasma ahead of the ablation zone and the hot plasma beleirmitical zone of energy gain. The coefficients in Egs] (&0}
are constant in the uniform flows. This allows us writing datlve perturbations in an exponential fopié) = pexp(ué),
wherep > 0 in the heavy plasm&(— —») andu < 0 in the light plasmdé& — «). In some particular simplified limits the
structure of the perturbation modes in the uniform flows mawitten analytically, e.g. see [16]. However, in the prasase
we can do it only numerically, which becomes another stepémumerical solution to the problem.

IV. THEALGORITHM FOR THE NUMERICAL SOLUTION

The derived system (27)-(B0) is rather complicated and it beasolved only numerically. We introduce an auxiliary ahte
Y = 6%296/9¢ to obtain two differential equations of the first order iratef Eq. [3D) as

dd  51d0; 5
(9 ~ ~ ot ~ ~
a—?_Ajj—i-Avv—i-Anl'l +Ag0+Ay. (37)

Thus we have a system of five differential equations of theditder with the scaled growth raBas an eigenvalue. The purpose
of the solution is to find the dispersion relatiBa= S(K). The system may be written in a matrix form

— =Fo, (38)

oS K¢ s S%; 0
—2K% _sp KU 5 0

F=1|-S -K 0 0 0 (39)
0 0 o0 ~355¢ 67°72

The numerical solution consists of the following stepssiRive look for the density profile in the stationary solutioreg. [17).
Equation [(I¥) is integrated numerically from the uniformwffoof cold and hot plasma to the central parts of the deflamrati
transitional region. Both solutions are matched at a aedansity value; we checked that the physical results do@eéad on
the choice of the matching point. When density distribuigdknown, temperature and velocity profiles are determirsiagu
Eqgs. [9) and[(18). The respective numerical problem inwbeaveral length scales, which creates an additional dtffiau

the solution. In the case of highly compressible flow the pefagnergy release is extremely sharp; but we have to resblve i
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properly, since it is used afterwards in the solution to tlabifity problem. As the next step, we find modk@é) = (])exp(ué)
in the uniform flows, which determine the boundary condiiéor Egs. [2F) -[{29). In the uniform flows, E@. {38) is a system
of linear ordinary equations with constant coefficientsolder to find the factorg, we solve

|F—Eu|[=0, (40)

wherekE is the unit matrix. Thus we obtain an equation foin the form of a polynomial of the fifth order. In the incompsise
case this equation may be solved analytically. Five difiereots correspond to the vorticity mode, two sound modestan
modes of thermal conduction and/or energy gain [5, 16, 3dl\i8g Eqg. [40) numerically we find five modes with two positiv
and three negative values takipg> 0 for ¢ — —c andu < 0 for & — . Finally, we integrate the systein {38) numerically
in the transitional region of the deflagration flow. We pemfdhe numerical integration two times from the right-hindesand
three times from the left-hand side with boundary condgidatermined by different modes. We match these five solsitiba
certain point between the maximum of the energy releasetandltilation zone of sharp density gradients. Again, theipalys
results do not depend on the choice of the matching pointn TWeeobtain a matrix consisting of twenty five values desogbi
flow perturbations for five modes. Taking the determinanhaf tatrix equal zero, we find the dispersion relaenS(K).

V. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Before presenting the numerical solution to the stabilityjfem, we explain the physical results we are looking farthe
classical case of an infinitely thin flame front propagatimgm incompressible flow, the instability growth rate wasaot®d by
Darrieus and Landau [18,/19] as

0 = TUk, (41)

where the coefficierit depends on the expansion fac@®only

r— Oiﬂ(m_l). (42)

Traditionally the DL instability growth rate is scaled byetfront velocityU, instead olU. = ©U, used as the velocity unit in
Secs. I, lll. Here we follow the tradition and ugk for scaling when presenting the results. The approach ohfimitely
thin front of the classical solution holds for long wavel&émgerturbation&l; << 1. Taking into account gas compression,
we should expect the dispersion relation for an infiniteliy ttieflagration front in the same form as Eq._1(41), but with the
coefficientl” depending on the Mach numbér=I"(©,Mac). More general solution to the stability problem takes irtocunt
finite thickness of the deflagration front. Finite thickne$she deflagration front leads to stabilization of the DLtaislity at
sufficiently short wavelengths. In the case of usual slowdlswof finite thickness, the analytical solution to the prabieay be
found e.qg. inl[21]. Written in the form of Taylor expansiorraiatively small perturbation wave numbkk,. << 1, the solution
may be presented as

0 = TUak(1 - k/Keut), (43)

whereket is the cut-off wave numbedc,: = 211/ keyt is the cut-off wavelength. The approximation of the smattafi wave
numbeike L << 1 holds with reasonable accuracy for usual flames, e.g. saevfew [20]. The cut-off wavelength is propor-
tional to the thickness of the deflagration frokg,: 0 Lc. In the incompressible flow, the coefficient of proportidtyadiepends
on the expansion fact® and on the type of thermal conduction. Particularly, in theecofk O T2 and an incompressible
flow, the theoryl[21] predicts

Acut 47-[6 _5/2
Zfewt TP 1Y
L 0O0-1 ( )

0+1 1 7
= +s(1-07?)]. 44
For typical expansion factol® = 6 — 8, Eq. [44) predicts the cut-off wavelengi, ~ 6L.. For comparison, the DL cut-
off for usual flames is considerably larger, being abtt ~ 20L., see[20]. According to the dispersion relatibnl(43), there
is a maximum of the instability growth ratgya.x achieved at a certain finite perturbation wavelendthx. Equation [(4B)
predicts the wavelength of the maximum to be twice largen tha cut-off wavelengtthmax = 2Acut. Taking into account gas
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compression, one should expect that all these values depetite Mach numbelMac. Therefore, the purpose of the present
work is to investigate dependence of the paramdtelsyt, Amax, Omax ON the Mach numbe¥la. changing within the interval
0 < Ma¢ < 1/,/y. We demonstrate below that this dependence is quite strong.

Figure 5 presents our numerical solution to Edsl] (E7)-(8@t is the scaled instability growth rate versus the pbation
wave number. The dispersion relation is shown for diffevahtes of the Mach numbévla; = 0; 0.5; 0.65; 0.7; 0.73, with the
expansion facto® = 6 and a strongly localized energy releasefioe 90,n = 2, see Sec. Il. As we can see, the DL instability
becomes much stronger with increasing the Mach numbemglégas) compression provides a strong destabilizingteffénds
result looks very similar to one obtained for a flame in a caspible flame in Refsl_[32, 33]. The destabilization congath
parameters of the instability: the factorin Eq.(41), the maximal instability growth rateyax, and the cut-off wave number,
Acut- These results are presented in Figs. 6 — 8, respectiveluréb shows the factdr, which determines strength of the DL
instability in the case of an infinitely thin front. The sabrt is obtained for the expansion fact@®s= 6, 10. According to Fig.

6, the DL instability for an infinitely thin ablation front @ ultimately strong plasma compression) is almost twitersgyer
than in the incompressible flow. The ratioloffactors obtained fomMa; = 0.73 andMa. = 0 is about 1.8 fo® = 6,10. Some
analytical theories for the DL instability in compressilitavs predicted also increase of the growth rate with the Maghber
[30,/31]. Still, the numerical results show a noticeablpsger increase than any analytical theory proposed so faexplained
in [1€], the stability problem of a discontinuous deflagratfront encounters a deficit of matching conditions at tiatfr the
number of unknown values exceeds the number of matchingtiegeaby one. In order to overcome the obstacle, different
additional matching conditions were suggested in diffepapers|[10, 11, 16, 30, 31]. Solution to the problem turretde
quite sensitive to the choice of the extra condition; butek&a conditions suggested were merely assumptions. fichible
does not happen in the numerical solution, since the nualesidution considers continuous transition from heavy gdasma
to light hot one. For this reason, the numerical solutiorvjgtes also a test for the suggested analytical solutionthisnwork
we are not going to criticize the previous analytical thesrilnstead, we will try to extract the best ideas suggestéalsn the
theoretical papers [10, 11,/16, 30, 31] to obtain the anad/8olution reasonably close to the numerical one. Forghgiose
we take the basic elements in the analysis [16] and completimem by an extra matching condition identical to that of Ehe
theory of the incompressible flow [18]. In the dimensionaiailes the DL matching condition is

. Of

Uza— 9T 0, (45)
where f is perturbation of the discontinuous front position. Thensaype of matching condition was assumed for the DL
instability in a compressible deflagration/ablation flowif,/11, 30]. Reproducing calculations of [16] with the extondition
(43) we obtain the following equation fér

1-(20-1)Ma3ln.—1 ©—1na+0Mair®

1-6Ma2  T-n (OF +Na) +TNa+1- 7= 1~ oMaZ (46)
where
Ma=1/1+Ma2(©2r2—1), ne=1/1+Ma2(r2—1) (47)
and the Mach number in the cold plasma
2

B o rye-_1nmMa
Influence of the Mach number may be illustrated in the limisiwfall plasma compressioida < < 1, using Taylor expansion of
Eq. (48). In that case
M=ro(1+BMad), (49)
wherel o corresponds to DL solution for incompressible case Busldetermined as
20Ny (©+4+2)+1)

S R TR TRN: R .
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Positive facto3 indicates increase of the instability growth rate with ptascompression. The numerical solution to Eq.l (46)
together with Eq.[(49) are presented in Fig. 6 by the soliddashed lines respectively. These lines do not provide &gerf
agreement with the numerical results; still the differebe®veen the theory and the numerical solution is acceptabéit 15%

. For comparison, Fig. 6 shows also the instability growtk medicted in.[30], by dash-dotted lines. The theory ir] [#fiers
much stronger from the numerical solution, approximatel35% .

Figure 7 shows the maximal instability growth rate versesNtach number for the expansion fact@s-= 6, 10. As we can
see, in the case of laser ablation wiita. = 1/,/y the maximal instability growth rate is about three timegéarthan in the
incompressible case. These results agree well with théquewnumerical calculations of Ref. [32] for flames in a coegsible
flow. Itis interesting that the maximal growth rate showsyaninor dependence on the Mach number for a rather wide raihge o
this parameteiMa; < 0.5. The strong dependenceafax 0nMa. takes place only when the Mach number starts approaching the
limiting valueMa; = 1/,/y inherent to laser ablation. We observe a similar tenden&ygn8, which presents the cut-off wave
number versus the Mach number. Again, the cut-off wave nuiistebout twice larger for laser ablation in comparison itk
incompressible case of zero Mach number. Figure 9 complagesut-off wavelength found numerically for different vesuof
the Mach number to the theoretical prediction Hqg.l (44). Weind that Eq. [(44) follows from the theory [21] in the limit of
an incompressible flow and thermal conduction dependingmperature ag [ T%2. As we can see, the theofy {44) provides
a reasonable prediction for the cut-off wavelength in theeaaf zero Mach number; the difference between the theongtand
numerical solution is about (15-25)% . As we increase thelviaamber, the DL instability becomes stronger and the clut-of
wavelength decreases considerably. For example, takingxpansion rati® = 7 we find the cut-off wavelengthe,; ~ 2.4L ¢
for laser ablationdcy = 4.8L¢ for the incompressible case bfa; = 0 andA¢y: &~ 6L predicted by the analytical formula{44).
Thus, the numerical solution predicts the DL instabilityaser ablation on the length scales larger by the factordfttan the
distance from the ablation zone to the critical zone. Thergth scales are very small when compared to the respeatioe r
Aaut/Lc = 20 for usual flames. However, these length scales are exréange in comparison with the length scales typical
for the RT instability in inertial confined fusionl[Bl, 6, 8] oFthis reason, in order to observe the DL instability expemntally
one has to take special precautions eliminating the RThilgtain the flow. One of the possible options is to use a sidfitly
large target of the thickness exceeding the distaa least by an order of magnitude. In that case target aediglaiis minor,
which leads to the negligible RT instability, while the DLstability has sufficient space to develop. In addition, oae to
remember that experimental observations typically cantiez fastest growing perturbations of the wavelengths and larger,
not the cut-off wavelengti¢y:. In the case of usual flames these two length scales ared@ladg,ax ~ 2Acyt, since the whole
dispersion relation may be described with a good accuradybyfirst terms in Taylor expansion ki; << 1, see Eq.[{(43).
The ratioAmax/Acut becomes somewhat different for the DL instability in lasklation. Figure 10 shows the rathnax/Acut
obtained numerically for different values of the Mach numbed compares it to the classical casdpfx/Acut = 2. We can see
that the wavelength corresponding to the maximal instatgliowth rate is aboWmax~ 1.8A¢yt in laser ablation. The deviation
indicates that next order terms become important in theoFagtpansion of the instability growth rate lthe << 1. Still, the
deviation is not too large.

Finally, we have to check that our model for the energy gaithandeflagration/laser ablation flow does not influence the
physical results obtained. In order to validate the modeimwestigated influence of the paramet@sandn of the energy
gain on the DL dispersion relation. Numerical calculatiémsf = 90 and different values of show negligible variations of
all parameters of the instability: tHe-factor, the maximal instability growth rate and the cutwévelength. We also took
n = 2 and varied3 within the limits between 20 and 140. For example, takifeg = 0.65 we find the maximal growth rate
OmaxLc/Ua = 0.74 for B = 20, OmaxLc/Ua = 0.84 for B = 90 andgmaxlLc/Ua = 0.86 for B = 140. These calculations indicate
that the continuous numerical model for the energy gaintfan®g in Eq. (8) brings inaccuracy of only few per cent, about
3% , into the numerical solution fg = 90 used in the present paper. Investigation of the cut-offtemgth for differenf8 and
nleads to similar conclusions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper we investigated the DL instability inabfation flow and compared the results to the classical case
of a slow flame. Unlike the normal flame, laser ablation is abtarized by the strongest plasma compression possible for
a deflagration wave. Another specific feature of laser aiais the strong dependence of electron thermal conduction o
temperature. We demonstrate that the DL instability infdaddation is much stronger than in the classical case. Itiqodar,
the maximal growth rate in the ablation flow is about threesrtarger than in the incompressible case. Moreover, theftut
wavelength changes drastically as we go from the classas# of an incompressible flow to the ablation flow. The cut-off
wavelength is also strongly influenced by the temperatupedgence of thermal conduction. It is known that the DL ibiditst
for usual flames develops on quite large length scales exwp#tk flame thickness by almost two orders of magnitude. [20]
In contrast to this, the characteristic length scale of theitability in the ablation flow (e.g., the cut-off wavelgth) is
comparable to the total distance from the ablation zonedathical zone of laser light absorption. Still, even these values
are large from the point of view of possible experimentakbrtbations of the DL instability in laser ablation. We notattthe RT
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FIG. 2: Profiles of density and energy release@ot 6, Ma; = 0.5, 3 = 20; 60; 140.

instability in inertial confined fusion develops on lengtfakes much smaller thdn. For this reason, the DL instability may be
observed only if the accompanied RT instability is supprds3 his may be achieved, for example, for sufficiently laeggets
of thickness much larger than the distahgdrom the critical to the ablation zone.
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FIG. 6: Thel factor versus the Mach number squared@os 6 (circles)® = 10 (squares). The solid lines depict Elg.1(46), the dashed lin
corresponds to Eq_(%#9), the dash-dotted lines presenesiudt of Ref. |[30].
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