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motivation & main results

- off-axis NB heating is crucial for current profile control, particularly in ramp-up phases

* ASDEX Upgrade (AUG) scenarios with exclusive off-axis heating brings Ens/Tthermai @and Brast/Ptermal ClOSEr to future experiments

*what is the effect of the observed EP instabilities on the background profiles? First evidence for core ion heating due to inwards redistributed EPs

-validate stability and transport tools on extended AUG data base, including experimental isotope studies: different 3s, H,L-modes, non-linear EGAM dynamics
- start to investigate scenario projections of JT-60SA and ITER pre-fusion plasmas, focus on anisotropic distribution functions

-use IMAS to develop and validate an automated EP stability workflow, finalise preparations for the implementation of reduced EP transport models

Isotope studies onASDEX Upgrade Off-axis NB heating scenarios on JT-60SA & ITER pre-fusion plasma
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