Bayesian Equilibrium Reconstruction for General Fusion Demonstration Plant
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of the various temperature profiles

» Confine equilibrium selection. . Some lambda profiles might fit the
- P(B) chosentoset ) P(A|B) =1 \ measured probe values, but not be able to produce the measured
slopes with a physically realistic temperature profile.
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P(A|B) is computed for each equilibrium in the LUT (+ interpolation) and
probability density functions (PDF) are calculated and plotted as histograms for
any scalar property value.

i 5 WARNING: the normalization assumes that the LUT covers all possible
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