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behavior of the gas
ablated off the
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target ignition.

Figure: Schematics of the
gas dynamics within the
chamber

—— radiation, Y = 350 M| —— radiation, Y = 350 M
——=- no radiation, Y = 350 M 1 === no radiation, Y = 350 MJ
mem= radiation, Y = 700 M| === radiation, Y = 700 MJ
== = no radiation, Y = 700 M| == = no radiation, Y = 700 MJ

h
(=]
(=]
[=]

Metrics of engineering significance:
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Results:
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