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Figure 1. (a)-(c) Minority-H power deposition versus radius for C-Mod ICRF test case.  DC_W0 

refers to diffusion coefficients from DC with zero-orbit-width option, AORSA uses Kennel-

Englemann coefficients, and DC_W1 uses finite-width obits from DC.   (d) Specific power 

density per dx, where x is normalized velocity, integrated in pitch coordinate, rho=0.14.
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Figure 2.  The Duu related RF diffusion coefficients calculated in (a) from zero-orbit-width DC, 

and in (b) from AORSA.  Substantial differences in strength are due to correlations in DC.
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Fig. 3a.  Gyro-phase average diffusion coefficient after two 

transits of resonant surface.   The E+ -field peaks near the 

resonance surface, which passes through the magnetic axis.

Fig 3(b).   Same a Fig. 3(a), except that the E+-field is constant 

across the poloidal cross-section, indicating little change in

results due to starting particles in the non-resonant fields.
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