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Based on a stochastic model for intermittent fluctuationdh@boundary region of mag-
netically confined plasmas, an expression for the levelsongsrate is derived from the
joint distribution of the process and its derivative. Frdmstthe average time spent by
the process above a certain threshold level is obtained. prbivides novel predictions of
plasma—wall interactions due to transient transport evassociated with radial motion of

blob-like structures in the scrape-off layer.
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Plasma—wall interactions remain an outstanding challentie quest for controlled thermonu-
clear fusion based on magnetic confinemeTransient transport events due to filamentary struc-
tures moving through the scrape-off layer may cause demiaheputtering and erosion of the
main chamber walls. The interaction between the hot plasmdanzaterial surfaces depends on
the turbulence-induced particle and heat fluxes, so gainsight into the statistical properties of
plasma fluctuations in the boundary region is of consideratierest.

The radial propagation of blob-like structures resultsairgé-amplitude bursts in single-point
measurements in the scrape-off layer. Recent analysisbfragasurement time series using con-
ditional averaging have elucidated the statistical prigeof large-amplitude fluctuatiods’ The
experimental results provide evidence that plasma fluictusitan be described as a super-position
of uncorrelated pulses with fixed, exponential pulse sh&pemstant duration and exponentially
distributed pulse amplitudes. These are the basic assomsgiehind a recently suggested stochas-
tic model for intermittent plasma fluctuations in the scraffdayer regionf=1° This model de-
scribes many experimental findings from the boundary regiamagnetized plasmas, including
bursty fluctuations, skewed and flattened probability dgrfishctions and accordingly a parabolic
relation between the skewness and flatness moments for @ tzoge of parametefs’:11.12

Based on this stochastic model, the joint distribution fiorcof the process and its derivative is
derived. This is shown to give novel predictions of the intitent features of plasma fluctuations,
in particular the rate of level crossings and excess timgssts, that is, the duration of time
intervals where the signal exceeds some prescribed tHieh@!| 13-’ Although of particular
interest for plasma—wall interactions in fusion grade plas, the stochastic model is prototypical
for many intermittent systems, and the results find apptioatin a broad range of fields (see for
example Ref. 17 and references therein).

Given the joint probability density functioR,;(®, ) for a stationary random variabi(t)
and its derivatived = d®/dt, the number of up-crossings of the levilin a time interval of

durationT is given by-3-16

X(®) :T/d<i> PPy (P, D). (1)
0

For independent, normally distribut@dand®, this gives the celebrated result known as the Rice

X(®)=T Brms exp (—w>, (2)

formulal3-1’




where(®) is the mean value o and ®,,,s and d,s are the root mean square (rms) valuesof
and®, respectively. The rate of level crossings is clearly latder threshold values close to the
mean value ofb.

The average timéAT') spent above a threshold valdeby the stationary process is given by
the ratio of the total time spent above the le®ehnd the number of up-crossingsin an interval
of duration7. The former is by definition given by the complementary cuatiué distribution
function1 — C4 for the process, wher@s () is the cumulative distribution function. This gives

the average excess time as
1 —Cp(P)

(AT) (@) =T —; @)

(3)

For independent, normally distributédand®, the average excess time is givedt}f

(AT) (@) = 7 2™ erfe (‘I;g ¢<<I>>) exp (%ﬂ) | @

rms

where erfc denotes the complementary error function. Thisnal limit has previously been
compared with measurement data from a basic laboratoryriexget and rocket data from the
polar ionosphere, and the discrepancy interpreted as atsignof intermittency in the underlying
processe&:16

The goal of this contribution is to generalize the above esggions for level crossings and
excess times for a stochastic process that describes ittenhiluctuations in the boundary region
of magnetically confined plasmas. The plasma fluctuatio@srathis case described as a super-
position of uncorrelated pulsé&s®

K(T)

Dp(t) = Z App (t —t1), (5)
=1

wheret, is the pulse arrival time for evett A, is the pulse amplitude and the pulse shapg
is assumed to be the same for all events. In Eq. (5) the suneisexactlyK pulses presentin a
record of duratior’, and the pulse arrival times are assumed to have a unifotnibdigon. From

this it follows that the number of pulsds(T) is Poisson distributed with constant raté,,

K
= (1) (1)

Thus, the waiting time between pulses are exponentiallyibliged with mean value,,.
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In the following, the pulse shapes are described by a doekpenential function

exp (t/A1q), t <0,
o(t) = (7)
exp (—t/(1 — N)1q), t>0,
wherery is the pulse duration anilis a pulse shape asymmetry parameter restricted to the range

0 < A < 1. The ratio between the pulse duration and average waitimgj ti

y=21, @)

Tw
determines the degree of pulse overlap and is the most fusdtahparameter of the stochastic
model.
Given exponentially distributed pulse amplitudes with mealue (A), the stationary distri-

bution of the random variable(¢) can be shown to be Gamma distributed with shape parameter

v = 74/7w and scale parametés);?

Pu(®) = 57 <<i>)y_le’(p (‘%) | ©

The mean of the random variableis (®) = ~ (A) and the variance i$2 . = ~ (4)?, giving
the relative fluctuation levebs/ (®) = 1/4'/2. The skewness ob is S = 2/9'/2 and the

flatness isFs = 3 + 6/, giving a parabolic relation between skewness and flatngs§Ss) =
34352 /2. This parabolic relation is a very good description of ekpental data from the scrape-
off layer#8.7:9:1%t can be shown that the distribution of the normalized pssde= (®—(®)) /®;ms
resembles a normal distribution in the limit— oo, independent of pulse shape and amplitude
distribution. In this case, both the skewné&gsand the excess kurtosts — 3 vanishé?

Note that in the case of positive definite amplitudes and thsepshape in EqL{7¥% is non-
negative, givingb > —~+/2. By contrast, a normally distributed random variable hdite
support. The difference between the probability densitycfion of & and a standard normal
distribution (the distribution of a normally distributednable with zero mean and unit standard
deviation) due to this discrepancy is negligible, howesgre values of-+'/2 or less are highly
unlikely for a standard normal distribution in the caseyof> 1.

Realizations of this process for various valuesyofire shown in Figl]1l. For small, the
pulses are well separated and the process is strongly iittentn For largey, there is significant

pulse overlap and realizations of the process resemble®mamoise, with relatively small and
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FIG. 1. Realizations of the stochastic processXet 1/4 and various values of.

symmetric fluctuations around the mean value. The parametan therefore be interpreted as an
intermittency parameter for the process.
In order to calculate the joint distribution of the procesd &s derivative, the normalized time

derivative is defined by

d(I) K(T)
O(t) = Td—K Z At — ), (10)
where the pulse shape is given by
A Lexp (t/ ), t <0,
o) = (t/A1a) 11)

—(1=X)"lexp(—t/(1 = N)q), t>0.

This is another stochastic process of the same type as giveq.i[%), but with a different pulse
shape. Since the proce$$t) is stationary, it follows that©) = 0. The processe$(t) andO(t)

are evidently dependent yet also uncorrelated,
(P0) = —— (9*) =0. (12)

The lowest order moments 6f are readily calculated &2, . = v (4)* /A(1 — \), S = 2(1 —
20)/[YA(1 = N2 andFe = 34 6[1 + (1 —2X)2/A(1 — \)]/~. Like before, it is possible to show
that the probability density function & resembles a normal distribution in the limit— oc.

Using that individual events are uncorrelated and that thaber of pulses is Poisson dis-
tributed, the joint probability density function @f and© can be calculated as

o

/ du / dv exp (—i®u — iOv) (exp (1ud + wO)) , (13)

— 00

1

Pyo (,0) = W



where
(exp (1ud + ivO)) = exp (;N / dAP,(A) / dt [exp (1uAp(t) + ivAd(t)) — 1]) (14)

is the joint characteristic function betwe@rand®. This expression is given in Ref./15 for the case
of fixed (degenerately distributed) pulse amplitudes caltih the generalization is straightforward.

For the process described here, a lengthy calculation gives

(exp (iu® + ivO)) = [1 i (A) <u + %)] - {1 i (A) <u - . A)} o (15)

Substituted into EqL(13), the stationary joint probabitiensity function can be obtained in closed
form. This is non-zero only for the limited ranged/(1 — \) < © < &/, and given by

Fao(®.6) = <®7>:Arv<kv(i>}<%(1—1)> e (g ) 10+ (L= V6P~ @ eyt
(16)
This limited range of the non-zero joint probability folleWrom the fact that the signdk(¢)
cannot decrease faster than the rate of decay of individulaépstructures, nor increase slower
than the rate of growth of individual pulses.

As the probability density function of both and® resembles a normal distribution in the limit
~ — oo and they are uncorrelated, the joint probability densityction for® and© resembles the
product of two normal distributions, that is, a joint norndadtribution with vanishing correlation
coefficient. Thus, in the normal limit — oo, the classical Rice formula given by EQL (2) discussed
above is recovered. As in the caseRf, there is a discrepancy betwefpg and a joint normal
distribution due to the limited region of non-zero valuest. The domain of non-zero values
can be written as-(® +v/2)/(1 — A) < A(1 — A\)© < (® +~v/2)/\ where® = ©/O s For
standard normally distributed variables, values outsididis domain are highly unlikely in the
case ofy > 1, and this discrepancy is in practice negligible.

The joint distributionPye (P, ©) is presented in Figsl 2 and 3 for= 1 and~y = 10, respec-
tively. It should be noted that logarithmic scaling is usedrig.[2 while linear scaling is used in
Fig.[3. The white area in both figures are the regions wigggvanishes, as given by Ed. (16).
The joint distribution fory < 1 diverges atb = 0 and© = 0, since the pulses arrive rarely enough
for the signal to fall close to zero for long time durations. this case, the signal is very likely

to decay undisturbed at the rate of individual pulses, énplg the increased value of the joint
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FIG. 2. The joint probability density function for the stastic process and its derivative far= 1/4 and

v=1.
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FIG. 3. The joint probability density function for the static process and its derivative fdr= 1/4 and

v = 10.

distribution near the lin® = —®/(1 — \). The joint distribution fory = 10 is unimodal, since
significant pulse overlap causes a wider range of value® flarbe likely for a given value ob.
The rate of up-crossings above a threshblid now readily calculated from Ed./(1) as
T > XA (1= )Y (»ycp )’Y ( »@)
—X(® :/ dO OPse(P,0) = — ) exp|—+], (a7)
p X = [, 900Re(®0) = ST - (@) (@)

which, together with the complementary cumulative distidn function of the Gamma dis-

tributed variabled,
1-Cs(®) =Q(v,72/(®)), (18)

where() is the regularized upper gamma function, gives the averagedabove the threshold

1 AP (AT ((1 =) N AWERL AN V9
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FIG. 4. The complementary cumulative distribution functaf the stochastic process for various values of

v.

Note that both Eqs[ (17) and_(19) can be written as a pre faeipending ony and A\ multiplied
by a function ofy and®/ (®). This indicates that the functional shape of both equatiuitis
threshold level depends only on the intermittency parameteéhile the total value of the functions
depends on both and\. In contrast, the complementary cumulative distributiamdtion Eq.[(1B)
does not depend ok Thus we only present, 1 — Cy and(AT') for fixed A and various values

of v in the following.

The complementary cumulative distribution function as maction of the threshold level for
various values of is presented in Fi¢Ll4. Agincreases, this function approaches that of a normal
distribution and, in the normal regime > 1, the fraction of time above threshold falls rapidly
with increasing threshold level since the fluctuations ia $signal are concentrated around the
mean value. In the strong intermittency regimes< 1, the signal spends long periods of time
close to zero value as few pulses overlap. Thus the totaldlmge threshold increases rapidly as

the threshold approaches zero.

The rate of up-crossings as function of the threshold lemel&rious values of is presented
in Fig.[B. The number of crossings is evidently proportioiwathe length of the time series
and inversely proportional to the pulse duratign The rate of threshold crossings is highest
for thresholds close to the mean value of the process in sfiscaln the non-intermittent regime
~v > 1, there are few crossings for threshold levels much smatlenwch larger than the mean
value due to the low probability of large-amplitude fluctaas. The rate of level crossings is
therefore a narrow normal distribution in this limit. In thigong intermittency regime, < 1, the

signal spends most of the time close to zero value, and Wlirtamy pulse arrival will give rise to a
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FIG. 5. The rate of up-crossings for the stochastic procés = 1/4 and various values of.

level crossing for finite threshold values. As seen in EighB,rate of level crossings approaches

a step function in this limit.

The average time above threshold is presented i Fig. 6 famusvalues ofy. While both the
rate of threshold crossings and the fraction of time abonestiold vary qualitatively ag changes,
the shape of the average time above threshold is fairly aimi all cases the average excess time
decreases monotonically with the threshold level, with &t thop for small threshold values.
This is followed by a slow tapering off for large thresholdues. For the range of intermittency
parameters considered here, the average excess time esafir of the pulse duration or shorter
for large threshold values. The average time above thrdsterdreases by about half a decade for
each tenfold increase i but the functional shape varies little. Indeed, it can b@ashthat for
giveny and )\, (AT) /74 scales ag®) /® in the limit ® — oo. As the threshold value increases
above the mean signal value, up-crossings of the threslealoinbe fewer while the signal spends
less time in total above the threshold. Evidently these tifects nearly cancel, and the average

excess time decreases slowly with increasing threshoéd.lev

Considering comparisons to experimental data, the reptdtsented here provide two major
improvements over the classical Rice’s formula in the cdsatermittent fluctuations. Firstly,
any discrepancy between the normal limit for excess timgssitts and measurement data has
previously been interpreted as a signature of intermifteém¢he process. The formulas derived
here quantifies the level of intermittency by the model pat@ms )\ and~. Secondly, Rice’s
formula requires the rms-value of the derivative of the algwhich is difficult if not impossible
to estimate for discretely sampled data. In contrast, esémfor\ and~ can be found from the

signal using the lowest order momentsioéind its correlation functiof’
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FIG. 6. The average time above threshold for the stochastizegs withh = 1/4 and various values of.

In conclusion, a previously suggested stochastic modelrfi@rmittent fluctuations in the
scrape-off layer of magnetically confined plasmas has beasidered. The model consists of
a super-position of pulses with a fixed, exponential pulsgstand exponentially distributed am-
plitudes arriving according to a Poisson process. In thigrdaution, the joint probability density
function of the random variable and its derivative is dettie@d is used to obtain predictions for
level crossings and average excess times for fluctuatiomaeadn given threshold. These predic-
tions depend on two model parameters, the intermittencypeatery and the pulse shape asym-
metry parametel. It is shown that the functional shape of the rate of leveksiaogs with the
threshold level is strongly dependent on the intermittgpasametery of the process, while the
functional shape of the average excess time varies littlle thie parametey, suggesting that the
rate of level crossings might be a more useful tool in cormggiiie model to experimental data in

order to assess intermittency effects. In both cases, tieitunal shape does not depend)on

Even though the total time above a given threshold level neyhle same for realizations
of two different intermittent processes, this can be realithrough either many short plasma
bursts or few but long lasting bursts events. This may haeéopnd implications for plasma-
wall interactions in magnetically confined plasmas, simegllasting, large amplitude events can
lead to severe damaging while the system can recover fromiaiimaging impacts of shorter burst
events depending on their frequency of occurrefiéé Thus accurately predicting the rate of
level crossings and average excess times for an intermpteness is of considerable interest to
statistical modelling of fluctuations in the boundary regaf magnetically confined plasmas. In
future work, the novel predictions presented here will bepared to experimental measurement

data from the scrape-off layer of magnetically confined mplas.
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