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Amplifier scheme: driven by direct-drive under ~ 10 MJ laser toward inertial fusion energy
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The National Ignition Facility successfully achieved target gain 2.4 thus marginally entering into burn stage.
Meanwhile, a recent conceptual design on 10 MJ laser driver [Matter Radiat. Extremes 9, 043002 (2024)]
provides a new room for exploring novel target designs and interesting phenomena in a burning plasma after
ignition. In this paper, we propose an amplifier scheme with extended burn stage, which includes secondary
implosion, generates extremely hot and dense fusion fireball, and produces additional gain. Same as the central
ignition scheme used for inertial confinement fusion since 1960s’, this new amplifier scheme includes implosion
and stagnation, with fusion starting from the central hot spot and serving as a spark plug for ignition. However,
the fuel burn in the amplifier scheme is dominated by density and has following characteristics: (1) formation
of an extremely compressed shell with a high areal density at stagnation; (2) density dominated ignition and
move of fusion peak toward the shell; (3) primary explosion in shell and formation of a fireball in the center;
(4) secondary explosion in the extremely hot and dense fireball. The amplifier scheme can be realized either
by direct-drive or by indirect-drive. Here, we present a direct-drive amplifier design. A central ignition design
is also presented for comparison. From our 1D simulations, the yield released by the amplifier capsule after
bangtime is 4.8 times that before, remarkably higher than 1.25 times of the central ignition capsule. The am-
plifier scheme can be realized at a low convergence ratio, so it can greatly relax the pRT hot spot condition
and the stringent requirements on engineering issues by a high gain fusion. Especially, the fireball lasts for 30
ps, reaching 330 g/cm?, 350 keV, 54 Tbar at center when the secondary explosion happens, which leaves an
important room for novel target designs towards clean fusion energy.

Fusion energy has been a quest of mankind for more than
a half century [, . Ignition of the National Ignition Facil-
ity (NIF) at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory [@—ﬁ]
successfully demonstrated the feasibility of inertial confine-
ment fusion (ICF), which ideally positions inertial fusion en-
ergy (IFE) as a highly promising approach for energy produc-
tion. Current record of the target energy gain is G = 2.4 on
the NIF[8], where G is the ratio of fusion energy output to
input laser energy, is far below IFE requirements. While G
>1 implies that some fuel is burnt, its amount is small and
the burn stage is not well understood. In fact, burn efficiency
@ is a key to increase G. For IFE required high gain, one has
to achieve extreme levels of spherical compression of fuel to
reach high areal density pR and high ion temperature 7; for
sufficient burn-up. Here, p is mass density, and R is radius.
For fuel of hydrogen isotopes deuterium and tritium (indicated
as symbols D and T, respectively) mainly used in current ICF
studies, it requires pR ~ 3 g/cm® and 7; > 4.3 keV with a
density compression of about 1500 or a size convergence ra-
tio of about 35. While, in the central ignition scheme used
for ICF since 1960s’, the ignition happens in a small central
hot spot fuel with mass only a few percent of total fuel, and
it is very hard to achieve such high level spherical compres-
sion by considering the drive asymmetry ], laser-plasma
instabilities [E—Iﬁ], hydrodynamic instabilities 18-21] and
many engineering factors. As a result, it is hard to achieve a
burn efficiency higher than 30% in the central ignition scheme
of ICF.

Nevertheless, it is interesting to note that the volumetric

*/lan_ke @iapcm.ac.cn

reaction rate is proportional to p2, indicating the role of p
of the fuel in achieving efficient release of fusion energyl[l1].
A recent conceptual design of a 10 MJ laser driver [22] pro-
vides a room for exploring novel target designs and interest-
ing phenomena in burn stage to achieve high burn efficiency
and high gain. In this paper, we will take this advantage of p
and propose an amplifier scheme, which can generate an ex-
tremely hot and dense fusion fireball and produce additional
gain after ignition via cascading explosions. This amplifier
scheme can be realized either by direct-drive or by indirect-
drive. Here, we will present an amplifier design with a spheri-
cal capsule containing DT fuel inside an ablator shell of glow
discharge polymer plastic (CH) for direct-drive ICF [23-25].
An indirect-driven amplifier design is presented in our sepa-
rate paper 24

Before presenting the amplifier scheme, it is worth men-
tioning the stages of the central ignition scheme (1, 27, in-
cluding: (1) ablation and implosion; (2) stagnation and for-
mation of a hot spot; (3) ignition in the hot spot; (4) burn and
explosion. At stagnation, it generates a highly compressed
fuel shell enclosing a hot spot in the center with p./p;, ~ 10,
where p. and py, are densities of cold shell and hot spot respec-
tively. This scheme has following characteristics: (1) pressure
P in hot spot is constant, and both temperature and fusion re-
action rate drop sharply when approaching the shell; (2) it has
an explosion happening in the central hot spot; (3) whole fuel
expands immediately after explosion. The characteristic times
include: (1) #£,.;, when the released fusion energy is equal the
thermal energy deposited in the hot spot, Gyer = 15 (2) fsrags
stagnation time when kinetic energy of fuel in the shell attains
its minimum; (3) f;¢,, ignition time when fusion energy output
equals to input laser energy, G = 1; (4) #44,¢, bang time when
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FIG. 1. Principle of the amplifier scheme. Here, we take the style of Fig. 3.1 in Ref. (1

the nuclear reaction rate dN /dt of whole fuel reaches its peak.
Here, N is number of neutrons, and ¢ is time.

Same as the central ignition scheme, the amplifier scheme
includes implosion, stagnation and ignition, with fusion start-
ing from the central hot spot and serving as a spark plug
for ignition. However, the amplifier scheme also includes a
phase of secondary explosion and has following characteris-
tics. (1) Formation of an extremely compressed shell with a
high areal density at stagnation. (2) Density dominated igni-
tion and move of fusion peak from central region toward the
shell. In this phase, the peaks of pressure and % are dom-
inated by density and move rapidly toward the shell. Here,
m is mass, and % is reaction rate per unit mass. (3) Pri-
mary explosion in shell and formation of a fireball in the cen-
ter. When the peak of pressure moves to the middle of shell
where density peaks, the primary explosion happens inside the
extremely dense shell. The primary explosion in shell pushes
the inner part of fuel to converge spherically and meanwhile
forms a fireball in the center. (4) Secondary explosion and
expansion. When the inner shock converges at center, the sec-
ondary explosion happens inside the extremely hot and dense
fuel and produces supplementary fusion gain. Principle of the
amplified scheme is given in Fig. [l

In addition to #f,,/, tsrag and tg,, the amplifier scheme also
has characteristic times of #,,; and #,.. Here, tp,; is the pri-
mary explosion time when % reaches peak in the extremely
dense shell, and fs. is the secondary explosion time when
% reaches peak at the fuel center. The nuclear reaction
rate of whole fuel can reach its peak either at 7,,; or at g,
depending on design.

In our direct-driven amplifier design, we consider a 2902-
um-radius spherical cryogenic capsule driven by a 9.46 MJ

laser peaking at 1080 TW. The capsule contains a 6.33 mg DT
fuel layer and a 7.02 mg CH outer ablator layer. To compare
the different characteristics between the amplifier scheme and
the central ignition scheme, we also present a central ignition
design, which is a 1663-um-radius cryogenic capsule with
0.842 mg DT fuel and 1.38 mg CH ablator driven by a 1.6 MJ
laser peaking at maximum power of 330 TW. The schematics
of two capsules and their drive laser pulses are shown in Fig[2l

Simulations studying one-dimensional (1D) implosion per-
formances were performed with a multi-group radiation hy-
drodynamic code RDMG, widely used in ICF studies [@—lﬁi
In RDMG, the change rate of E, the internal energy per unit
mass of fuel, is written as:

‘;—f = Waep + W+ W+ Wi+ W,
Here, Wy, is the power density deposited by fusion products,
W, is the contribution due to mechanical work, W, is energy
lost rate by radiation via bremsstrahlung, and W, and W; are
lost rates by thermal conduction of electron and ion, respec-
tively. In direct-drive, laser energy can be lost in the following
ways. First, part of the laser beams can miss target as the cap-
sule implodes. Second, the laser beams can be refracted in
the plasma corona if they are not normal to the capsule sur-
face. Third, the laser absorption can be degraded by cross-
beam energy transfer, which can divert energy away from the
incoming laser beam into the outgoing rays. In RDMG, only
the first two effects are considered and described by means
of a 3D ray-tracing algorithm with inverse bremsstrahlung ab-
sorption as the main absorption scheme. We take the initial
diameter of laser beam as 90% of that of the capsule, then
laser energy absorption efficiency is 76.2% for both designs.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Schematics of the amplifier capsule (a), the central ignition capsule (b), and their drive laser profiles (c).

TABLE I. Comparisons of 1D implosion performances between the
amplifier capsule and central ignition capsule. Here, pR is in g/cm?,
T in keV, t in ns, velocity in cm/s, mass in mg, E,p, refers to the
energy absorbed by capsule, and & refers to the fraction of burnt
fuel. Convergence ratio is defined as the ratio of initial radius of DT
gas to hot spot radius at #g,.

Capsule Central Amplifier
Er (M), P (TW) 1.6, 330 9.46, 1080
E ps M) 1.19 7.24
mass of DT fuel 0.842 6.33
mass of CH ablator 1.38 7.02
Oif 2.9 2.37
implosion velocity 4.11 x107 3.75 x107
Convergence ratio 19.8 18.6
fuel 9.302 21.908
Istag 9.376 21.985
Lign 9.404 22.003
thang OF tprimary 9.457 22.025
Isecondary - 22.053
@ Lfuel (pR)h, T,'J, 0.21,5.3 0.28, 6.7
(PR)cs Tic 0.65,0.34 1.5,0.18
@ tyag (PR)ps Tiy 0.36, 7.8 0.59, 13
(PR)cs Tic 0.67, 0.65 1.6,0.34
pe/Pns € 14,0.93 28,3.6
@ tign (PR)p> Tiy 0.46,9.9 0.82, 17
(PR)cs Tic 0.53,0.95 1.4,0.45
@ hang (pR)f, T,'7f 0.82, 17 -
whole fuel burnt
@ tpri (PR)h, 7;',11 - 1.6,42
(PR)c, T 0.39, 0.36
(G (pR)f, Ty - 3.2,85
whole fuel burnt
) 16.2% 38.5%
nuclear yield Y;; (MJ) 35.5 729
Target gain G 22 77

Inflight fuel adiabat o is defined as the ratio of pressure to
Fermi-degenerate pressure calculated at the density maximum
at the time of peak velocity. We have ;s ~ 2.37 for the am-
plifier capsule, and ;¢ ~ 2.9 for the central ignition capsule.

The amplifier capsule reaches its peak implosion velocity of
3.75 x107 cm/s at 21 ns, and it is 4.11 x 107 cm/s at 8.74 ns
for the central ignition capsule. The amplifier design has a
slower implosion velocity and a much longer laser pulse. Ta-
ble I compares the 1D implosion performances between the
two capsules.

For the central ignition capsule, t7,; = 9.302 ns, fyqe =
9.376 ns, tigy = 9.404 ns, and tp4,, = 9.457 ns, with intervals
of 74 ps, 28 ps and 53 ps. For the amplifier capsule, 77,¢ =
21.908 ns, t4 = 21.985 ns, tjg, = 22.003 ns, t),; = 22.025 ns,
and t,.. = 22.053 ns, with intervals of 77 ps, 18 ps, 22 ps and
28 ps. The central ignition capsule has one explosion within
53 ps after t;,,, while the amplifier capsule has two cascading
explosions within 50 ps after #;,,. For the amplifier capsule,
dN /dt reaches its peak at 7, 1.€, I,y = tpang for this design.

For both designs, a notable temperature difference is ob-
served between ions and electrons in hot spot[lﬂ]. At fuel
center, we have T; /T, = 118% at 4,1, 106% at tyqq, 106% at
tign, and 146% at 1,4, for the central ignition capsule; and it
is 113% at tfe, 114% at tyqg, 122% at tigy, 158% at ¢4, and
500% at ty,. for the amplifier capsule.

The fusion starts from the central hot spot for both capsules.
We define the place as hot spot boundary where % falls to
1% of its peak. We use (pR); and T; , to denote the areal den-
sity and ion temperature of the hot spot, (pR). and T; . for the
cold shell, and (pR) ¢ and T; ¢ for the whole fuel, respectively.
The whole fuel is involved in fusion when (pR), = (pR);.
From simulations, that happens at 1, for the central ignition
capsule, while for the amplifier capsule it is 17 ps later after
tpri> 1.€., 11 ps earlier than Zs.

We compare above quantities of the two capsules in Table
I. In Fig. Bland Fig. [ we present the spatial distributions
of T;, p, P and % of the two capsules at their characteristic
times, respectively. From Table I, Fig. Bla) and Fig. d(a),
it is interesting to note the two capsules have a similar hot
spot condition at 74, with (pR);, = 0.21 g/cm? and T,,=53
keV for the central ignition capsule, and 0.28 g/cm? and 6.7
keV for the amplifier capsule. Nevertheless, their cold shells

are very different at this time. At ¢4, the central ignition
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Spatial distributions of 7; (black), p (blue),
pressure P (green), and reaction rate of neutron per unit mass 4 -
(red) at rue; (), tstag (b), tign (€), and tp4,e (d) of the central ignition
capsule. The hot spot and cold shell are marked in lavender and
yellow, respectively. The ablator is in white.

capsule has a cold shell with (pR). = 0.65 g/cm?, Ti.=0.34
keV with p./py, = 15, while it is 1.5 g/cm? and 0.23 keV with
Pe/pi =25 for the amplifier capsule. An extremely dense cold
shell with a large (pR). and a low T; . is akey for the amplifier
scheme to stop the a-particles (32 in later ignition and burn
phases.

As shown in Fig. [l the implosion behaviors of the cen-
tral ignition capsule follow the standard stages of the cen-
tral ignition scheme. Such as, (1) the central ignition capsule
has a constant pressure in hot spot at #,e;, tsag, tign, and it
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changes slowly at ,,¢; (2) both temperature and fusion reac-
tion rate drop sharply when approaching the shell; and (3) it
has only one explosion, and it happens inside the central hot
spot. However, the amplifier capsule behaves very different.
Though T7; also keeps highest at all times, the amplifier cap-
sule has very different evolutions in P and % because of its
extremely dense shell. Below, we focus on Figs. [d(b)-(e) and
discuss the characteristics of the amplifier capsule after # ;.

(1) Formation of an extremely compressed shell with a high
areal density at stagnation. At ty,g, as shown in Fig. @l(a) and
Table I, the shell of the amplifier capsule reaches p. = 810
g/em? with p./p;, = 28 and (pR). = 1.6 g/cm?, even denser
than at #7,.;. At this time, 7; reaches its maximum of 28 keV at
center. However, pressure of the amplifier capsule is not con-
stant anymore. Both peaks of P and % move from central

region toward the shell. As shown in Fig. [d{b), % reaches

its peak of 0.22 x10°3 s7! g=! at R ~ 86 um where 7; de-
creases to 21 keV, and P reaches its peak of 0.81 Tbar at 134
um where 7; drops to 2 keV. It indicates that both pressure
and fusion rate are dominated by density after .

(2) Density dominated ignition and move of fusion peak to-
ward the shell. At t;g,, the amplfier capsule achieves ignition
and releases the amount of fusion energy equal to the input
laser energy. At the center, as shown in Fig. [d(c), T; reaches
maximum of 38 keV at center. In the middle of the shell where
p peaks, R is 142 um with p. = 1430 g/cm?, p./p;, = 42 and
T; = 1.42 keV. At this time, though the shell is still very cold,
both pressure and neutron yield per unit mass are dominated
by the extremely high density of shell and their Beaks move

rapidly toward the middle of shell. As shown, Wl\(ln reaches

its peak of 0.43 x 103 s~! g~ at 119 um with 7; = 20.4 keV,
and P reaches its peak of 1.88 Tbar at R ~ 141 um with 7; =
1.58 keV. Obviously, the peak of P moves faster than that of
%, and it almost arrives in the shell middle where p peaks
at fign.

(3) Primary explosion in shell and formation of a fireball in
the center. Att,,;, T; reaches maximum of 74 keV with p =51
g/cm? at center. It is interesting to see, the peaks of P and %
simultaneously arrive in the middle of shell where p peaks,
and it leads the primary explosion. In the shell, p reaches its
peak of 390 g/cm? at 164 um, with p./p, = 8, T; = 21 keV, P
= 8 Tbar, and % reaches 3 x 10°3 s~! g~!, as shown in Fig.
[d) and Table I. Note the shell density becomes lower than
at t;g, because of the expansion after ignition. The primary
explosion in the middle of shell violently splits the whole fuel
into two parts, pushing the outer part to expand while the in-
ner part to converge spherically to the center. We call this
converging central fuel as fireball, and define its boundary as
the place where fuel starts to run outwards. At 7, the fire-
ball mass is 1.93 mg with a 153 um radius, meaning 30% of
whole fuel is involved in the fireball. During converging, the
fireball becomes smaller and its mass becomes less, because
the relatively high pressure of fireball causes the fuel on the
fireball boundary to fly outward.

(4) Secondary explosion and expansion. As converging, all
of p, T;, P, and % in fireball abruptly increase with their
peaks violently moving toward the center. At f.., 28 ps after

tpri» the fireball converges at the fuel center and the secondary
explosion happens. At this time, 7;, p, P and % reach their
peaks at the center, with 350 keV, 330 g/cm3, 54 Tbar, and 1.1
%103 57! g~ as shown in Fig. @e). The fireball mass is
0.393 mg, i.e., ~ 6.2% of whole fuel, with a radius of 82 yum,
averaged density of 169 g/cm?, averaged pR of 1.39 g/cm?,
averaged temperature of 204 keV, and averaged pressure of
19 Tbar. After .., the huge pressure at the center violently
pushes the whole fuel to expand, and the fireball disappears
within 3 ps. Shown in Fig. [3is the temporal evolutions of
Ry, myp, T; g and (pr) gy, after t,,;, where Ry, is radius, my,
is mass, 7; s, is averaged temperature, and (pr) s is averaged
areal density of the fireball. The radius of whole fuel Ry,
is also presented for comparison. Hence, the fireball can last
about 30 ps after 7,,; within a radius of about 150 pm, with
temperature increasing as time and peaking at 260 ke V.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Temporal evolutions of Ry, (red), T; s
(black), my, (green), (pr)ysp (blue) and Ry, (Wine) after t,,; for
the amplifier capsule.

It is worth discussing an interesting phenomenon in Fig.
[ (d), in which the burn propagation is seen to be “trapped”
inside the sharp boundary located at the outer shell surface.
This is because the rate of a-particle local energy deposition
exceeding to thermal heat flux at this place. From Ref. 1, we

have Wy, ~ T* and W, ~ T? /pR?. The explosion can happen
at the outer shell surface at #,,; when Wy, /W, > 1 in case
it is W, which dominates the cooling of the fuel at the outer
shell surface. Considering p./py, is a crucial factor for the

3
amplifier scheme, we can define p./py, and & = a(pR)./ T,ZC
at stagnation as the trigger criterions for the first explosion in
shell. Here, a is a constant to be determined by simulations.
Here, we take a =1, with (pR). in g/cm? and Ti. in keV. At
Istag» We have p./py = 14 and & = 0.93 for the central ignition
capsule, and p./p;, =28 and & = 3.6 for the amplifier capsule,
as shown in Table. Hence, both & and p./pj, of the amplifier
capsule are obviously larger than that of the central ignition
capsule.

Shown in Fig. is the temporal evolutions of T; y, pp,
(pr)m, P, and % for the two capsules. For the central ig-
nition capsule, as shown, p,, (pr), and P almost reach their
peaks around 75, When % reach its peak, while T; , reaches
its peak a little later than #,,,, because of the strong heat
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aroused by explosion. In contrast, for the amplifier capsule,
pu reaches its peak at #,,; while (pr)g is still increasing; and
both (pr)y and T; i reach their peaks around z,, while py has
already dropped to half of its peak. Obviously, the primary
explosion of the amplifier capsule is dominated by density,
while the secondary explosion is dominated by areal density
and temperature.

Presented in Fig. [7is the temporal evolutions of Waeps Wins
W,., W, and W; of hot spot for the two capsules. As shown,
between ty4g and fig,, E is mainly raised by Wy, while lost
by W, for both capsules. However, it is a little different af-
ter explosion happens. For the central ignition capsule, All
Waeps |Win| and |W;| reach their peaks at #4,,, when explosion
happens, indicating that whole fuel expands immediately af-
ter explosion. In contrast, for the amplifier capsule, Wy, has
two peaks at 7,,; and s, respectively, due to two cascading
explosions. In addition, |W,| of the amplifier capsule greatly
increases after 7,,,; and reaches its maximum at f,.; and (Wil
reaches its Ist peak a short time earlier before #,,; and 2nd
peak at 7., due to the strong expansions caused by the two
explosions. The contributions of W; can be completely ne-
glected for both capsules.

It is interesting to compare the temporal evolutions of the
fusion rate ‘%’ between the two capsules in Fig. [8] As shown,
the central ignition capsule has almost the same rising and
falling rates of % around bang time. In contrast, the ampli-
fier capsule has a much slower falling part, due to the con-
tribution of secondary explosion. As a comparison, the yield
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Temporal evolutions of Wy, (red), Wy
(black), W, (green), W, (blue), and W; (wine) of hot spot for the cen-
tral ignition capsule (a) and amplifier capsule (b). Times of g, fpri
and f,.. are labelled with black dashed lines.
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ignition capsule and with red dashed lines for the amplifier capsule.

released by the amplifier capsule after 754, is 4.8 times that
before, while it is 1.25 times for the central ignition capsule.
It demonstrates that the amplifier capsule releases a signifi-
cant additional yield in burn stage after ignition. Presented in
Fig[lis spatial distributions of the fraction of burnt fuel ® at
the characteristic times of the two capsules. As shown, ® at
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Spatial distribution of the fraction of burnt
fuel & at the characteristic times of the central ignition capsule (blue
dashed lines) and the amplifier capsule (red solid lines).

the center of the central ignition capsule at #;4,, is even higher
that of the amplifier capsule at7,,;, but ® of the central ignition
capsule decreases faster than the amplifier capsule along the
radial direction. It is interesting to note that ® of the amplifier
capsule increases remarkably with a very fast burn propaga-
tion from 7,,; to fgc. As a result, we have ® = 38.5 % with
Yiq =729 MJ and G = 77 for the amplifier capsule, while ® =
16.2 % with Y;; = 35.5 MJ and G = 22 for the central ignition
capsule.

To have an overall picture on differences between the am-
plifier capsule and the central ignition capsule, we present in
Fig. [[0lthe simulated evolutions in space and time of fluid ve-
locity v, p, Tp, T;, P, %, Wyep and W, for the two capsules
within a time window before stagnation and after explosions.
For the central ignition capsule, its stages of (1) ablation and
implosion can be seen in Frames al and a8, (2) stagnation and
formation of a hot spot can be seen in Frames al to a8, (3) ig-
nition in hot spot can be seen in Frames a3 to a7, (4) burn and
explosion can be seen in Frames al to a8. For the amplifier
capsule, its stages of (1) ablation and implosion can be seen in
Frames b1 and b8, (2) formation of an extremely compressed
shell can be seen from Frames b2, (3) density dominated igni-
tion and move of fusion peak toward the shell can seen from
Frames b2 and b7, (4) primary explosion in shell and forma-
tion of a fireball in the center can be seen in Frames b1 to bS;
(5) secondary explosion in the extremely hot and dense fuel
can be seen in Frames b1 to b8. Comparing Frames b3 and b4
with a3 and a4, we can see that temperature in the amplifier
capsule increase much more violently during explosions than
in the central ignition capsule.

Moreover, we present in Fig. [[T] the spacial distributions of
p and % at tpang for the central ignition capsule and at 7,;
and t,.. for the amplifier capsule. As shown, the two capsules
have quite different characteristics in the spacial distribution
of p and % when their explosions happen. For the central
ignition capsule, its explosion is dominated by temperature
and happens inside the central hot spot at a relatively low den-
sity, which massive fuel mass is wasted in the cold shell of
high density. In contrast, the primary explosion of the ampli-
fier capsule is dominated by density and happens inside the

cold shell, leading to almost half of the fuel involved in the
explosion. Indeed, the secondary explosion of the amplifier
capsule happens in the central region, but with all of density,
temperature and pressure reaching their peaks at the center
at this time and thus leading to a very efficient burn-up, as
shown in Fig. This is quite different from the central ig-
nition scheme which density peaks in the cold shell when its
explosion happens.

Finally, it is worth comparing our amplifier scheme with the
shock ignition scheme [é] in the following.

(1) The shock ignition scheme is not the conventional iner-
tial confinement fusion and needs an ignitor shock to heat its
central hot spot to ignite the assembled fuel. In contrast, the
amplifier scheme is realized fully under inertial confinement,
with no need to add any ignitor shock.

(2) The resulting fuel assembly of the shock ignition features
a hot-spot pressure greater than the surrounding dense fuel
pressure. In contrast, the amplifier scheme has a surrounding
dense fuel pressure greater than the hotspot pressure at and
after stagnation.

(3) The shock ignition needs to launch a spherically converg-
ing shock in the latest stage of the implosion to attain a peaked
pressure. In contrast, the amplifier scheme does not need to
launch such a converging shock in the latest stage of the im-
plosion. Its peak pressure in shell for primary explosion is
generated by inertial confinement, and its peak pressure at
core for secondary explosion is generated by the primary ex-
plosion.

(4) For the shock ignition, in order to maximize the hotspot
peak pressure of the final assembly, the ignitor shock must
collide with the return shock inside the dense shell and near
its inner surface. In contrast, the amplifier scheme does not
have such requirement.

(5) For the shock ignition, its two new shocks are generated
as a result of the collision: an inward and outward moving
shock. In contrast, the inward and outward moving shocks of
the amplifier scheme is a result of the primary explosion, not
a result of collision.

(6) For the shock ignition, launching a shock during the final
stage of the implosion and timing it with the return shock is to
generate a nonisobaric assembly. In contrast, the nonisobaric
of the amplifier scheme is leaded by the density dominated
nuclear reaction in shell.

(7) For the shock ignition, because of the relatively high laser
intensity 6 x 10> W/cm? in the spike, a significant amount
of hot electrons can be generated by the laser plasma insta-
bilities. In contrast, with no need of such high laser intensity,
the amplifier scheme does not have such high laser intensity
aroused hot electron issues.

(8) With no need of the ignitor shock, the amplifier scheme
does not have the ignitor shock aroused hydrodynamic insta-
bilities at the end of the acceleration phase.

(9) The shock ignition is similarly to fast and impact ignition,
which shock ignition is induced separately from the compres-
sion. In contrast, with no need to add ignitor shock separately,
the primary explosion of the amplifier scheme happens auto-
matically inside the extremely compressed shell under inertial
confinement.
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In summary, we propose an amplifier scheme to produce
additional gain via cascading explosions, which can be re-
alized either by direct-drive or by indirect-drive. In novel
scheme, the primary explosion is dominated by density and
can be generated at a low convergence ratio, and the secondary
explosion is driven directly by the primary explosion. To com-
pare the differences between this new amplifier scheme and
the central ignition scheme, we presented the simulations re-
sults on a direct-drive amplifier capsule with 6.33 mg DT fuel
under a 9.46 MJ laser and a central ignition capsule with 0.842
mg DT fuel under a 1.6 MJ laser. It may seem not a fair com-
parison because the amplifier capsule uses 5.9 times laser en-
ergy of the central ignition capsule, but note it drives the 7.5
times fuel mass. As a result, the yield released by the ampli-
fier capsule after bang time is 4.8 times that before, while it is

1.25 times for the central ignition capsule. This demonstrates
that the amplifier capsule can release remarkable additional
yield in burn stage after ignition. The amplifier scheme can
greatly relax the pRT hot spot condition and the stringent re-
quirements on target design, target fabrication, and laser engi-
neering issues to achieve a high gaizn. According to our stud-

ies, both p./p; and & = a(pR)./T;% can be considered as the
trigger criterions for the first explbsion in shell, and we are
doing the parameter scan to identify them by simulations. We
will optimize the amplifier design under a lower laser energy,
which is a key for the commercial feasibility of fusion power
station. More interesting physics and designs are to be ex-
plored in this novel scheme. The extremely hot and dense
fireball generated in the amplifier scheme provides a room for
novel target designs towards clean fusion energy. Neverthe-



less, the requirement for a high density ratio of the cold shell
to the hot spot in the amplifier capsule may be challenging
and lead to a hydrodynamic unstable design. We will inves-
tigate the beam-to-beam overlapping non-uniformity and hy-
drodynamic instabilities on the amplifier capsule in our future
works.
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