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DATA SETS for DT extrapolations
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Plasma current not changed
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database currently includes some 15000 samples from stationary phases in all
JET-ILW experiments and more than 1000 structured variables, from

diagnostics and a variety of modelling codes
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EXTRAPOLATED NEUTRON RATES
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CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK
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 Flexible and easy-to-use tool for JET DTE2 scenario development is
demonstrated by performing large sets of empirically scaled DT
extrapolations for best performing and DTE2 ref shots from baseline, hybrid
and AT experiments
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