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oSuUmMmMary:

e We have set up most of the machinery needed
to do the indicated control-matrix analysis of
NCSX, and are now getting our 1st results.

® The 4 different transport figures of merit produce
boundary displacements £%(4, ¢ ) similar in ap-
pearance. However, the G-matrix eigenvalues w;
show these are NOT nearly collinear: They are
different by independent vectors in the nullspace.

® The &' for kink stability differs in appearance
from those for transport, and ‘tries’ to provide
the outboard indentation previously seen to sta-
bilize the kink.

® The same approach could also be applied to see-
ing how a given set of coils (with perturbations
6I) could produce a range of physics behavior 7
for experimental flexibility:
G- & = (as above),
H - 41 = & (from free-boundary runs),

=Gz -0l =7, with G, = G - H.

TOTAL F. &7



