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Abstract

Plasma facing components (PFCs) in the next generation of tokamak devices will operate in challenging environments,
with heat loads predicted to exceed 10 MWm−2. The magnitude of these heat loads is set by the width of the channel,
the ‘scrape-off layer’ (SOL), into which heat is exhausted, and can be characterised by an e-folding length scale for
the decay of heat flux across the channel. It is expected this channel will narrow as tokamaks move towards reactor
relevant conditions. Understanding the processes involved in setting the SOL heat flux width is imperative to be able
to predict the heat loads PFCs must handle in future devices. Measurements of the SOL width are performed on the
high-field spherical tokamak, ST40, using a newly commissioned infrared thermography system. With its high on-axis
toroidal magnetic field (≥1.5 T) ST40 is uniquely positioned to investigate the influence of toroidal field on the heat flux
width in spherical tokamaks, whilst also extending measurements of the SOL width in spherical tokamaks to increased
poloidal field (≥0.3 T). Due to the divertor on ST40 having a low degree of axisymmetry, it is necessary for a set of
radial measurements of the heat flux to be taken across the divertor, made possible using an automated toolchain that
fully incorporates its 3D geometry. These radial profiles are combined with the magnetic topology of the plasma to infer
the width of the SOL, with both single and double exponential profiles of heat flux observed. A reduction in the heat
flux is observed toroidally across part of the divertor, with preliminary investigations indicating that partial shadowing
occurs, resulting from the separation between magnetic field lines and trailing edges upstream of the observed region
becoming comparable to the ion gyro-radius.

1. Introduction

The power exhausted in the next generation of toka-
maks poses a challenge to the survivability of divertor
plasma facing components (PFCs). Devices such as ITER
are expected to face steady-state heat loads≥10 MWm−2[1],
with the SPARC device facing heat loads ≥100 MWm−2

for ∼10 s[2]. For a robust design of the divertor to be
realised, a load case for the heat flux onto the surface of
these PFCs must be constructed. A cornerstone of such
predictive modelling is an estimation of the width of the
the heat exhaust channel, the ‘scrape-off layer’ (SOL), into
which power will be exhausted, before being transported
down to the divertor. The width of the SOL will determine
how concentrated the resultant heat loads are, and hence
is responsible for setting the level of engineering challenge
in the design of the divertor.

As it presently stands, there is a lack of a complete first
principles understanding of the myriad of physical pro-
cesses at play that determine the SOL width. This poses a
challenge for the design of the next generation of tokamaks,
as the SOL width must be estimated, such that load cases
can be created that will then drive the engineering design

of the PFCs. It is therefore important that the SOL width
of existing fusion experiments be measured, such that our
theoretical understanding of the processes at play can con-
tinue to be developed. In the absence of such a first prin-
ciples model, it has become desirable to make predictions
of the SOL width using scaling laws derived from experi-
mentally measured values from existing fusion experiments
and the associated plasma and machine parameters. In-
ference of the SOL width is typically carried out by at
least one of the following diagnostic techniques; infrared
(IR) thermography[3], Langmuir probe measurement[4] or
Thomson scattering measurement[5].

The IR thermography approach involves observing a
region, in this case the surface of the divertor, with an
infrared camera. The temperature of this surface is meas-
ured, before a thermal model of the PFCs is employed
in which the heat equation can be solved for the observed
temperature trace. This procedure will return the incident
heat flux normal to the PFC surface, q⊥. These measure-
ments of q⊥ can then be combined with measurements of
the plasma’s magnetic geometry and information about
the shape of the PFCs in order to infer the SOL width.
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(a) Upper divertor in-vessel view (b) CAD model of the upper divertor

Figure 1: 1a In-vessel view of the upper divertor taken during installation work in July 2020. 1b Segment of the ST40 upper divertor. The
outer divertor region on the low-field side is highlighted in blue, with tiles tilted in the opposite direction to those in the inner divertor
region on the high-field side, highlighted in red. Arrows indicate the opposite toroidal directions from which the exhaust plasma strikes the
tiles. Unique to this segment are a set of 6 Langmuir probes adjacent to the trailing edge of the LFS tiles, as well as an IR camera which
views the region highlighted in orange.

2. The ST40 divertor

IR camera thermography is employed on ST40[6], a
high-field spherical tokamak operated by Tokamak Energy
Ltd. ST40 typically operates in a double-null diverted con-
figuration, and is equipped with an up-down symmetric
pair of divertors. Each divertor is divided into 8 segments,
each of which consists of a pair of PFCs; one larger and
one smaller set of molybdenum tiles brazed onto CuCrZr
bases which are in turn bolted onto a copper carrier that
is coated with nickel[7]. On the larger carrier sit tiles for
both the inner divertor located on the high-field (HFS),
and the outer divertor located on the low-field side (LFS)
of the machine, with the tiles tilted in opposite toroidal
directions so as to cast magnetic shadows that protect the
leading edges of adjacent tiles in a so-called “fish-scaled”
configuration. The leading edges of each tile are further
protected by a poloidal chamfer that acts to reduce the
near normal angle at which the exhaust plasma may oth-
erwise strike the sides of the tiles at.

ST40 is equipped with a 640×512 px, 800 Hz diver-
tor IR camera, calibrated in the 20-113.6 ◦C temperature
range. Via an endoscope, this IR camera views a portion
of the outer divertor target in the upper divertor region of
the machine, as shown in figure 1. The spatial resolution
of the image of the divertor surface is ∼0.2 px/mm, en-
abling small-scale features in the tile surface temperature
to be well resolved. It was found during the last campaign
that temperatures recorded by the camera would saturate
towards the end of the higher performance pulses, with it
having since been re-calibrated for a maximum observable
temperature of 200◦C ready for the next campaign.

3. Measuring the divertor surface heat flux

The divertor surface heat flux is calculated from the tile
surface temperatures recorded by the IR camera. The first
step in this procedure is to map the (xp, yp) pixels of the
IR camera image to the (X,Y,Z) Cartesian coordinates of
the divertor. This is achieved using Calcam[8], wherein a
set of distinctive points (tile and probe corners) on the di-
vertor are manually associated with corresponding pixels
on the camera image. With the mapping created, it is
now possible to, for any (X,Y,Z) point on the divertor,
interpolate the corresponding (xp, yp) position in the IR
camera image. Next, a series of “observation chords” are
drawn along the surfaces of each tile. These are uniformly
spaced across the tiles, with a small offset from the edges
set. Each chord spans a pair of tiles, allowing for a set
of radial profiles of the divertor surface temperature to
be taken. These observation chords can be seen in fig-
ure 2. With a 1D surface temperature profile along each
chord taken, a 2D thermal model of the divertor tiles is
employed for each chord. This thermal model, FAHF (the
Functional Analysis of Heat Flux), was developed in-house
at Tokamak Energy[9]. It solves the heat equation in 2D
using an explicit finite differences scheme, with the first di-
mension being along the divertor surface (along the chord)
and the second dimension down into the depth of the tile.
By solving the heat equation, the surface heat flux along
each chord is obtained.

4. Data quality checks

In order to infer the width of the SOL from diver-
tor surface heat flux measurements, an IR analysis code

2



0 200 400 600
xp (pixels)

0

100

200

300

400

500

y p
 (p

ix
el

s)

Chord index

Along the chord

ST40 #11419 112.5 ms

17
26
35
44
53
62
71
80
89
98

Te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

 (
C)

Figure 2: IR camera view of the ST40 upper divertor LFS region.
Pixel colours correspond to the observed temperature, with a series
of observation chords along the tile surfaces shown in white. 4 tiles
are viewed in their entirety, referred to herein as a left-hand pair
and right-hand pair of tiles. 60 chords are taken across the toroidal
extent of the divertor, with 30 chords on each tile pair. A subset of
these chords are shown for visual clarity.

- IRRITANT (the InfRaRed InvestigaTive ANalysis Tool-
chain) was developed. For each IR image taken during a
pulse, the corresponding set of 1D divertor surface heat
flux measurements along each observation chord are ana-
lysed. IRRITANT can perform this analysis on any set
of 1D surface heat flux measurements; it is not required
that FAHF specifically be used to produce these heat flux
data, rather, any thermal model can be used that is cap-
able of producing radial profiles of surface heat flux. The
first part of this analysis is a data quality check of both
the surface temperature and heat flux data on each chord,
as well as a series of checks on the plasma equilibrium that
has been reconstructed using the code EFIT[10].

The surface temperature is checked for saturation, with
chords found to contain saturated temperature data dis-
carded. A check on the distance between the point of peak
surface heat flux and the edges of the tiles is performed,
so as to ensure that the true point of peak heat flux is not
hidden down a tile gap that is not observable. This check
is important as the region around the point of peak heat
flux will contain data that is crucial for inferring the width
of the SOL. Next, a check is performed on how much the
heat flux decreases when moving away from its peak value.
If the drop-off in heat flux on one side of the peak is small
compared with how much the heat flux drops-off on the
other side of the peak, then this indicates that the heat
flux footprint is being truncated preferentially on one side
- either in the common flux region (CFR) or in the private
flux region (PFR). Different functional forms will later be
fit to these data in order to extract the SOL width, with
certain functions requiring that both the CFR and PFR
regions are in view in order to fit the data.

A series of checks on the equilibrium plasma are also
carried out. The plasma must be diverted at the time
instance being analysed, with the separatrix through the
upper divertor region’s X-point in view of the region ob-
served by the IR camera. The plasma current is checked
to ensure it is in its flat-top phase (within 10% of the mean
value during the flat-top), with the vertical position of the
magnetic axis also examined in order to ensure that the
plasma is not undergoing a vertical displacement event.
Lastly, the state of the 2 neutral beams on ST40 are ex-
amined, in order to avoid analysing frames close to times
in which the heating and current drive from the beams
suddenly changes.

5. Mapping surface to parallel heat flux

With the appropriate data quality checks performed,
the measurements of the divertor surface heat flux q⊥
taken along each chord can be further processed. In or-
der to measure the SOL width, the heat flux parallel to
the magnetic field lines on the divertor target surface, q∥,t,
must be computed (here, the subscript ‘t’ denotes the tar-
get position, i.e. the surface of the divertor). This is
achieved by using the full 3D incidence angle, γ, of the
magnetic field lines into the divertor, such that

q∥,t =
q⊥

sin(γ)
=

q⊥

b̂ · n̂
(1)

where n̂ is the surface normal unit vector at a point
on the divertor. b̂ is the magnetic field line unit vector
at this same point and is taken from the reconstructed
equilibrium plasma. The divertor surface normal n̂ could
be calculated simply using the 3 corner points that define
the flat tile surface on which a point sits, however, it was
deemed desirable for IRRITANT to be extendable to any
PFC surface topology, and so a more general approach
is taken. This approach involves taking a high resolution
mesh of the PFC surface, such that the normal vector over
the surface can be computed. In order to mesh the PFCs,
the open-source CAD programme FreeCAD[11] was used.
FreeCAD allows the user to create a surface mesh of a
supplied CAD model of the PFC of interest, and does this
via the use of the meshing algorithm Mefisto[12]. Mefisto
creates a triangular mesh whose maximum edge length is
specified by the user, which has the advantage of being
able to maintain a consistently high resolution across the
entire PFC surface. With the divertor surface normals
obtained, the calculation of γ is made possible, enabling
q∥,t to be computed.

In order to infer the SOL width, these parallel heat
flux data at the divertor surface are mapped to the LFS
outboard magnetic midplane (OMP). Those points along
an observation chord that are in the common flux region
sit at the end of a magnetic flux tube that connects points
on the divertor surface to points along the OMP. The heat
flux parallel to the field line embedded at the centre of this
flux tube is inversely proportional to the cross sectional
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area of the flux tube, which itself is inversely proportional
to the strength of the magnetic field at a given point along
the tube. This variation in magnetic field strength between
the OMP and the divertor target is known as the total flux
expansion, Fx, defined as

Fx =
Bu

Bt
(2)

where the subscript ‘u’ denotes the upstream point -
in this case along the OMP. In order to create a map-
ping between points on the divertor and their correspond-
ing upstream points, the poloidal magnetic flux, ψ, is
sampled along the OMP, such that a mapping between
ψ and the corresponding R coordinate along the OMP is
formed. From the reconstructed equilibrium plasma, ψ
at each point on the divertor surface is known, hence the
corresponding upstream points along the OMP can be de-
termined. With these upstream points, the parallel heat
flux as mapped upstream, q∥,u, can be computed

q∥,u = q∥,tFx (3)

It is important to reiterate that this mapped heat flux
is not itself the actual parallel heat flux along the OMP,
rather, this is the parallel heat flux at the divertor mapped
to the OMP. The splitting of power between the different
divertor legs, as well as radiative losses between the OMP
and divertor target are not accounted for. Moreover, the
effect of cross-field transport localised to the divertor re-
gion is still present in the mapped heat flux profile.

6. Extracting the SOL width from profiles of par-
allel heat flux

When taking a measure of the heat flux width of the
SOL, it is common to refer to an e-folding length scale
over which the parallel heat flux decays. Such a length
scale, referred to as λq, can be extracted from profiles of
parallel heat flux by fitting a function to these data. IR-
RITANT’s flexibility allows for different functional forms
to be fit to parallel heat flux data. Two such functions are
an ‘Eich’ profile[13], which represents the heat flux as a ra-
dial exponential decay in the SOL that is convoluted with
a Gaussian representing cross-field transport along the di-
vertor leg, as well as a double exponential profile[14], which
represents the radial profile of heat flux in the CFR as a
2 exponential decay. In the case of the double exponen-
tial decay, 2 measures of the heat flux width are obtained,
λq,N representing the near SOL (close to the peak) and
λq,F representing the far SOL. An example of a double ex-
ponential fit along an observation chord is shown in figure
3.

When fitting a function to the experimental data it is
important to ensure that a suitable fit is achieved. To
aid in this the LMFIT non-linear optimisation and curve
fitting package is employed[15]. Due to the large number
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Figure 3: A double exponential profile is fitted to parallel heat flux
data in the CFR for a single observation chord. Black crosses show
the experimental data, with the red line representing the fit to the
data. The resultant near and far e-folding lengths λq,N and λq,F ,
along with the R2 fit quality value are shown. These data lack
error bars as the full propagation of errors throughout this IR
analysis workflow is still under implementation.

of fit parameters in these functions there is a risk in mak-
ing use of non-global optimisation algorithms, as these can
become stuck in local minima and exhibit greater sensit-
ivity to initial value guesses. LMFIT provides convenient
high-level access to various global optimisation algorithms
which are better suited to probing a large parameter space
and are less likely to become stuck in local minima. In
this work we employ the “basinhopping” global optimisa-
tion algorithm for performing curve fitting. This algorithm
uses a random seed each time it is run to determine the
points in parameter space that are selected for assessment.
Because of this random seeding, the fit returned can vary
when ran multiple times. As such, each time a profile of
parallel heat flux for a given observation chord is to be fit-
ted, a number of repeat fits are performed on that chord’s
data, with the R2 fit quality value recorded for each re-
peat fit. It is found that the set of fit parameters across
the repeat fittings will tend to cluster together, indicative
of an optimal point in the space of the fit parameter. Any
unsuccessful fits will return fit parameter values away from
this cluster, which are in turn discarded based on their low
R2 value. Of those fit parameters that are left, a simple
inter-quartile range filter is applied to remove any remain-
ing outliers, before a mean value of the set of remaining
parameter values is taken to be selected as the returned
value of the fit parameter for the observation chord in ques-
tion. A new R2 value is then calculated for these final fit
parameters.

As it is not known ahead of time what functional form
will best represent the heat flux data, this entire fitting
procedure is carried out twice, once using the Eich form
and again separately with the double exponential form. In
instances where the Eich form does not well represent the
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data being fit, all of the repeat fits being carried out on a
given chord will yield low R2 values. In these cases, the fit
filtering process will yield parameters that lead to a poor
fit to the data. The corresponding low R2 is still recorded,
and is later used to help identify times in which the heat
flux profile on the divertor exhibits a narrow near-SOL
feature, during which the R2 from the double exponential
fit will be high.

With the fit parameters recorded for a given chord, a
single set of fit parameters is also separately recorded that
is intended to be indicative of the entire set of fit paramet-
ers across all of the observation chords. This allows for a
single value of the heat flux width to be quoted for each
time instance. The aforementioned fit filtering process is
repeated on the set of fit parameters built from the fit
parameter values returned by each chord individually. It
is important to repeat this process across the set of chords
so as to filter out any chords where, in spite of the above
procedure, an acceptable fit was not achieved. This can oc-
cur due to the presence of hotspots on the divertor, arising
from small indentations in the surface of the tiles, or on
occasion from the curve fitting procedure failing to find a
suitable minima, despite the repeat fittings performed.

7. Heat flux distribution across the divertor

The divertor surface heat flux q⊥ on ST40 exhibits a
low degree of axisymmetry for several reasons. Figure 2
shows how the divertor strike band is slanted across the
tile surfaces, this being the result of how the 3D geometry
of the divertor intersects with the nominally axisymmetric
flux surfaces of the plasma. Furthermore, this geometry
results in the strike angle γ varying across the tile surfaces.
These two factors result in the magnitude of q⊥ varying
across the tiles for points of the same value of ψ, as well as
the point of peak heat flux along the observation chords
being at different poloidal locations.

As shown in figure 4 the point of peak parallel heat flux
is shifted along each observation chord, with this shift in-
creasing with chord index. Also shown is the alignment of
these peaks in ψ. For the left-hand tile pair (correspond-
ing to chords 0-29), it is observed that for those chords
not near a tile edge, there is an overlapping of the entire
parallel heat flux profile in ψ. Interestingly, an uptick in
the parallel heat flux along the entire profile is observed
on those chords situated close to the trailing/leading edges
of the left-hand tile pair. It is expected that on the po-
loidal chamfer adjacent to the leading edge there will be
an increased surface heat flux (and hence temperature)
due to the increase in γ on the chamfered edge. Further-
more, one would expect for a given surface heat flux that
the edges (both leading and trailing) of the tiles would ex-
hibit an increased temperature pick up, due to the reduced
thermal mass of the tile at its edges. At this stage it is not
clear whether the observed increase in parallel heat flux at
these edges is genuine, or is instead an artefact of the use
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Figure 4: Parallel heat flux at the divertor target, q∥,t as a function
of the distance along the divertor observation chord (top) and the
normalised poloidal magnetic flux ψN (bottom). The colour of each
profile denotes the index of the chord, as illustrated in figure 2.

of a 2D thermal that is not fully capturing heat transfer
through the tile in a sufficiently accurate manner near the
edges. Investigations into the accuracy of such a 2D model
are underway and will be the subject of a future public-
ation, where comparison against commercial software and
3D thermal models will be made. These observations for
this left-hand tile pair suggest that the parallel heat flux
arriving on the tile could be described by a function of ψ,
if one puts aside the heat flux at the tile edges.

The parallel heat flux pattern observed for the right-
hand tile pair is similar to that of the left-hand tile pair,
with an uptick in parallel heat flux at the leading/trailing
edges. However, it is observed that as a whole the parallel
heat flux is lower for the right-hand tile pair, with this
heat flux dropping as one moves from the trailing edge of
the tile towards the leading edge. One possible reason for
this is to be attributed to the finite gyro-radius of ions as
they precess along field lines whilst moving towards the
divertor target. Figure 5a is an illustration of 2 diver-
tor tiles in a fish-scaled configuration, with 2 field lines
connected to the downstream target shown. Ions move
from the upstream towards the target in a helical traject-
ory whose guiding centres are these magnetic field lines,
gyrating about them at a distance referred to as the ions’
Larmor radius, rL. The left-most field line clears the trail-
ing edge of the upstream tile at a distance greater than
the ion Larmor radius, with these ions moving unimpeded
from the upstream to the target. The right-most field line
however clears the upstream trailing edge at a distance
comparable to the Larmor radius. When this occurs the
ions will either ’hop-over’ the trailing edge, or, dependent
upon their gyro-phase, they will instead strike the tile’s
trailing edge. As a result of this, a fraction of the ion flux
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is intercepted, leading to a reduction in heat flux from ions
at the target when compared to those regions on the target
near the left-most field line. This reduction in the target
heat flux is referred to as partial shadowing.

An investigation into whether partial shadowing could
be responsible for the reduced parallel heat flux on the
right-hand tile pair was carried out using the Heat flux
Engineering Analysis Toolkit, HEAT[16]. HEAT makes
use of the field line tracing code MAFOT[17] which al-
lowed for field lines across the strike band on the divertor
at points of the same ψ to be traced back upstream from
the tile surface, as shown in figure 5b. The distance of
closest approach between these field lines and the trailing
edges of tiles situated on the next divertor segment up-
stream of the one being observed was calculated, as shown
in figure 5c. As one moves from left to right across the
observed tile pairs (increasing in chord index), these field
lines have a reduced clearance distance dclear with the up-
stream tiles. For the left hand tile pair, this distance is
typically >5mm, whereas for the right hand tile pair, as
one moves from the trailing towards the leading edge, this
clearance decreases. In order for partial shadowing to oc-
cur here, the ion Larmour radius would need to be at least
equal to half of this clearance distance. This is so that an
ion whose guiding centre is a field line situated midway
between each traced field line and the upsteam tile’s trail-
ing edge can, depending on its gyro-phase, either hop-over
or strike the edge, hence leading to partial shadowing at
the downstream target. One can estimate the temperature
of an ion with such a Larmor radius as a function of these
clearance distances

Tion(eV ) =
q2ionB

2r2L
2mione

(4)

where qion is the charge of the ion, mion is its mass,
rL = dclear

2 and B is the strength of the magnetic field near
the trailing edge, taken to be ∼1.85 T. For those field lines
on the right hand tile pair, dclear was up to 2.5 mm, with
a corresponding required ion temperature of up to 128 eV.
Such a range of temperatures is conceivable in the divertor
region of ST40, and as such suggests that the reduced par-
allel heat flux observed on the right-hand tile pair is due to
partial shadowing that results from ions scraping off onto
the upstream trailing edges of tiles. Future work in mod-
elling the ST40 divertor will probe this further, and will
involve the use of the gyro-orbit module within HEAT[18],
which has the ability to trace ion macroparticles from an
upstream source down to the divertor target along field
lines, with ions scraping off onto PFCs upstream of the
target location if their gyro-radius and phase allow for it.

8. Conclusion

A new IR thermography analysis toolchain has been
implemented on ST40, made possible by the recent devel-

Figure 5: a) Illustration of partial shadowing on a pair of
fish-scaled divertor tiles. b) Tracing of field lines (pink) across the
strike band (coloured). c) Traced field lines passing over an
upstream tile trailing edge. Field lines connected to the left tile
pair (as viewed in figure 2) have a larger clearance distance (green)
that those field lines connected to the right tile pair.

opments of diverted plasma configurations and the com-
missioning of a new high-resolution IR camera. Measure-
ments of the surface heat flux on a section of the LFS re-
gion on the upper divertor are combined with information
on the 3D shape of its surfaces and the magnetic topo-
logy of the plasma equilibrium, in order to calculate the
heat flux parallel to magnetic field lines in the SOL region.
These heat flux profiles are taken along several observation
chords across the toroidal extent of the divertor, and are
fit with functions of the form of both double and single ex-
ponential decays, in order to extract measurements of the
width of the SOL. Measurements are aggregated across ob-
servation chords in order to infer a single value taken as the
SOL width measurement. With the advent of this IR ther-
mography workflow, measurements of the SOL heat flux
width are now made possible in ST40. A decrease in the
parallel heat flux across part of the divertor target region
is observed, with this attributed to gyro-orbits scraping
off on trailing edges upstream of this region, which will be
further explored in follow up work. A statistical analysis
of SOL width measurements in ST40 is explored in[19].
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