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Fig. 1: Overview of the baseline #94968 and three-ion #94700 discharge. Displayed: NBI and RF heating » Three-ion: temperature of high energy RF tail neutrons well matched, but relative intensities of
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Fig. 3: Comparison of measured and TRANSP calculated neutron rates, with thermal, beam-target and > Supportmg In-vessel absolute fusion power calibration procedure at J ET
beam-beam fusion contributions. Shaded areas denote time slices for fast ion distribution calculation. > Methodology verified and ready for applications to DT plasmas. ITER studies
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