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Zusammenfassung

Das derzeit vielversprechendste Design fiir ein Kernfusionskraftwerk ist der Tokamak — im
Wesentlichen ein ringférmiges Magnetfeld, das als Kifig fiir ein Plasma mit Temperaturen
von bis zu 10keV fungiert. In den letzten Jahrzehnten wurden bereits viele Probleme gelost -
angefangen von theoretischen Aspekten des kinetischen Verhaltens und der Wechselwirkungen
iiber numerische Schemata, um Antworten zu erhalten, bei denen keine analytischen Ergebn-
isse erzielt werden konnen, bis hin zur Konstruktion der beteiligten Strukturen, elektrischen
Leiter und Materialien. Wenn das Plasma jedoch die Quelle von Gigawatt an Leistung ist,
muss es auch eine Leistungssenke geben - die umgebenden Wénde. Ein grofier Teil der Wand
wird durch Strahlung homogen mit Warmeleistung beaufschlagt, ein kleiner Teil kommt jedoch
direkt mit dem Plasma in Kontakt. Die Warmestromdichte liegt typischerweise bei mehreren
MW m~2, und die Form und das Verhalten des Profils sind fiir die Kernfusionsforschung
wesentlich. Zum einen droht die Warmebelastung das Material zu beschédigen oder gar zu
schmelzen. Zum anderen ist die Form der Verteilung ein Fuflabdruck der Transportmechanis-

men im Plasma, die noch zu verstehen sind.

Die Ermittlung der Warmelastungsprofile mit Unsicherheiten ist wichtig fiir physi-kalische Fra-
gen sowie fiir Sicherheitsaspekte bei Materialien und Bauteilen, die hohen Wirmebelastungen
ausgesetzt sind. Da fiir diesen Warmestrom keine direkte Messmethode zur Verfiigung steht,
wird der indirekte Effekt der Wirmelasten auf die Temperatur der Teile gemessen werden. Am
bekanntesten sind Infrarotkameras, die Informationen iiber die Oberflichentemperatur liefern,
die Warmelasten sehen. Da der Transport von Warmeenergie in den festen Wandmaterialien

diffus ist, handelt es sich um ein schlecht gestelltes Problem.

In dieser Arbeit werden die Methoden vorgestellt, die entwickelt wurden um dieses und
dhnliche Probleme mit einem auf adaptiven Kerneln basierenden Multi-Resolution-Modell
in einem Bayes’schen Rahmen zu 16sen. Das Modell erlaubt es, die Komplexitit des Mod-
ells zu quantifizieren, um eine Uberanpassung zu verhindern - nach der Idee von Ockhams
Rasiermesser. Die Daten stammen von ASDEX Upgrade, einem Tokamak in Garching bei
Miinchen. Aufgrund von Symmetrieiiberlegungen an dieser Maschine liegt der Fokus auf eindi-
mensionalen Profilen im Raum. Die Analyse von Experimenten mit resonanten magnetischen
Storung wird vorgestellt, da Interesse an der Position von schwachen Beitrigen besteht, und

somit eine gute Anwendung fiir die adaptiven Kernel darstellt.

Fiir andere Maschinen und Probleme wird eine Erweiterung des AK-Modells auf 2D vorgestellt.
Obwohl die Erweiterung prinzipiell unkompliziert ist, treten bei groflen Systemen Probleme
beziiglich der Laufzeit und des Speicherbedarfs des Algorithmus auf. Ein alternatives Modell
wird vorgestellt, bei der die rdumlich aufgeldste Regularisierung beibehalten wird. Der Name
adaptives Diffusions Modell wird vorgeschlagen, da der Diffusionsoperator fiir die Regularis-

ierung eines skalaren Feld verwendet wird.



Abstract

The currently most promising design for a nuclear fusion power plant is the tokamak — in
essence a toroidal magnetic field, acting as a cage for a plasma at temperatures of up to
10keV. During the last decades many problems have already been solved — ranging from the
theory aspects of the kinetic behaviour and interactions, over numerical schemes to obtain
answers where analytic results are unobtainable, to the engineering of the structures, electrical
conductors, and materials involved. However, when the plasma is the source of gigawatts of
power, there also has to be a sink — the surrounding walls. A large fraction of the wall will be
homogeneously exposed to power radiated from the plasma volume, but a small part will be
in direct contact with the plasma. The heat flux density is typically on the order of several
MW m~2 and knowledge about the shape and behaviour of the profile is essential for nuclear
fusion research. Firstly, the heat load poses the threat to damage or even to melt the surfaces.
Secondly, this distribution is a footprint of the transport mechanisms in the plasma, which

are still to be understood.

Obtaining reliable heat load profiles with uncertainties is important for physical questions,
as well as for safety considerations for the materials and components exposed to high heat
loads. As no direct measurement for this heat load distribution is available, the effect of the
heat loads on the temperature distribution in the parts can be measured. Most prominent
are infrared (IR) cameras, which yield information about the surface temperature. As the
transport of thermal energy in the solid wall materials is diffusive, the problem at hand is

ill-posed.

This thesis presents methods to tackle this and similar ill-posed problems with a multi-
resolution model — based on adaptive kernel (AK) — in a Bayesian framework. The model
allows to quantify the model complexity in order to prevent overfitting — following the idea of
Ockham’s razor. The data presented in this thesis were obtained at ASDEX Upgrade, a toka-
mak in Garching near Munich, Germany. Due to symmetry considerations at this machine,
the focus is on one-dimensional profiles in space. Analysis done on experiments with resonant
magnetic perturbation (RMP’s) is presented, as the position of weak features in the heat load

pattern is of interest and appears as ideal test for the adaptive kernel (AK) model.

For other machines and problems, an extension of the AK model to 2D is presented. While the
extension is straight forward in principle, significant issues about the run time and memory
demand of the algorithm are encountered for large systems. An alternative model is presented,
keeping the spatially resolved regularisation. The name adaptive diffusion model is suggested,

as the diffusion operator is used on a scalar field for regularisation.
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1. Motivation and background

An essential ingredient for our modern society is energy, and the demand is expected to grow
[Agel7]. A potential method to obtain electric energy with little harm to our environment is
nuclear power. However, current nuclear fission reactors are facing safety issues, like nuclear
waste [JJ96; Hed97]. An alternative is nuclear fusion. Copying this process from the core
of our sun [Kik11] has the potential to deliver electrical power with little CO2 emissions
[PA15; WKO00]. A major issue for the development of a future fusion power plant is power
exhaust [You+16]. Understanding and predicting the behaviour of the hot fluid called plasma
[aut+05, p. 20] and optimising the materials in contact with it are essential for fusion based on
magnetically confined plasma. This understanding is achieved by analysing data from existing

experiments, which is typically an ill-posed inverse problem.

In this work the use of inference methods is presented, aiming to improve the analysis of infra-
red data, in order to determine the heat load pattern. This chapter presents an overview of the
basics of fusion and known confinement methods. Parts of this are based on the authors master
thesis [Nil16]. For magnetic confinement of plasma the limiter and divertor configuration are
introduced. For the more relevant divertor configuration a model describing the heat flux
profile onto the wall is outlined. Quantifying the underlying processes is important for the
design of a fusion power plant.

The essentials about inference and Bayes’ Theorem are explained in the next chapter.

1.1. Magnetic confinement fusion

This section is meant as a brief introduction to magnetically confined fusion, which is a
confinement concept to gain reliable electrical power from nuclear, with global research activity
[Fed+14]. A comparison to nuclear fission is followed by the introduction of the stellarator
and tokamak concepts. The limiter and divertor configuration for the power exhaust are then

followed by a simple model for the heat load pattern on a divertor target.

1.1.1. Fusion as a source of energy

Nuclear fusion is closely linked to nuclear fission, which is an established method to gain
electric energy based on the mass defect between nucleons and composite atoms. In the case

of fission, a heavy nucleus like uranium is split, yielding products of lower total mass than

11



1. Motivation and background

the initial elements, as quantified by E = mc?

. There is a set of possible products, which
can be stable, or radioactive themselves. This is where nuclear fusion is inherently beneficial.
For further reading see [Bit04, p. 18]. If two light nuclei fuse to a heavier one, the net mass
is reduced as well and energy is released. Iron is the boundary between fusion and fission in
terms of energy gain, as it is the nucleus with the highest binding energy per nucleon. The
energy released per reaction is on the order of mega electron-volt (MeV), and therefore about

6 orders of magnitude larger than for chemical reactions, like burning fossil hydrocarbon.

Fusion of two isotopes of hydrogen, deuterium (D) and tritium (T), is currently favoured for
the use in a fusion power plant [Bol4+02; Chel6]. This reaction has the highest cross-section
at the lowest relative kinetic energy of 64 keV of all fusion reactions, as shown in figure 1.1.
This is because °He — the resulting nucleon — has an excited state 64 keV above the combined
mass equivalent of D and T. This isotope of helium is not stable and decays to *He, a neutron
and energy:

D+ T —° He —* He + n + 17.6 MeV (1.1)

The final product is stable “He (a-particle) and a neutron. They together inherit the released
17.6 MeV according to their masses. The helium is considered an alpha particle, as it is
ionised, with 3.5 MeV of kinetic energy and the neutron carries about 14.1 MeV. The neutron
is absorbed in the first wall, facing the fusion plasma. Accordingly the wall material can be
chosen to minimise radioactive transmutation. Ideally the neutron is caught by lithium-6 or

boron-10 contained in the wall to breed tritium [Rub19] and achieve tritium self-sufficiency..

1077 T ”””i T T T T T3
O’lmZ]EDyr .
1028 ‘ .
E E
C ]
B D+3He 7
0B AT
D+D=p+T E
CoTeT l 0D 4
10.‘%—_— = 7T — \— _;J,
: | E
- 6Li+p T+T %
10‘31 '111'1 Lorratll NIRRT
10 100 1000

10000
EkeV]

Figure 1.1.: Cross-section of fusion reaction for different nuclei combinations as log-log graph
[Jen14]. Note the highest overall cross-section of the DT-reaction a comparably
low energy of 64 keV.

Kinetic energies of several tens of keV are needed to overcome the repulsive electrostatic
potential of the nucleons for the DT reaction. However, temperatures of about 10keV —

corresponding to about 100 million Kelvin — are sufficient to reach the maximum fusion rate.
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1.1. Magnetic confinement fusion

The reason is the tunnel effect [Bit04, p. 410], allowing to overcome the barrier at energies
below the potential barrier height, as well as the Maxwellian energy distribution [Bit04, p. 165]
in the plasma. These temperatures are achievable using a magnetically confined plasma, where
the fluid is not in contact with the solid wall material. Note that the necessary temperature
corresponds to energies, which are several orders of magnitude above the 13.6eV ionisation
energy of hydrogen [aut+05]. Consequently the electrons are split from the nuclei which allows
the manipulation of the fluid by electric and magnetic fields. This so called fourth state of
matter — beside solid, liquid and gaseous — is called plasma. The kinetic behaviour is more
complex than that of a neutral gas, as the charged particles are interacting with the external

electric and magnetic field, due to their movement and spatial distribution.

1.1.2. Confining a fusion plasma

As was discussed before, high temperatures are mandatory to obtain fusion, prohibiting direct
contact to solid matter used as containment. There are three ways to confine particles such hot:
by gravity, as it is done in stars; by temporary use of inertia, where the fusion fuel is compressed
quickly, and by magnetic confinement. Confinement by gravity requires masses only available
at stars and comparable celestial bodies. Inertial fusion [Zohl7] is mainly researched for

military purposes and suffers from micro-instabilities. An example is the National Ignition

Facility (NIF), in Livermore California, operated by University of California !. Magnetic
confinement is a promising way to achieve fusion in a future power plant.
Charged particles follow magnetic field lines, due to the Lorentz force

Fi,=qtx B (1.2)

acting on a charge ¢ with velocity ¢ in the magnetic field B. A linear magnetic field — like
in an infinite coil — is able to confine charged particles, but practical considerations demand
it to be of limited length. A local increase of the magnetic field magnitude along the main
axis creates an area where particles are reflected due to the mirror force, see [Bit04, p. 77]
for more details. However, the degree of reflection scales only with the logarithm of the
ratio of the magnetic field at the bottleneck to the unperturbed magnetic field. Therefore,
magnetic mirror machines are not suited to achieve in an efficient manner the high densities
and temperatures needed for fusion.

An alternative is to bend the magnetic field lines to a circular shape. A purely toroidal
magnetic field does not suffer from end-losses, but the curvature of the field affects the motion

of the charged particles. This leads to positive and negative charges being separated along

INIF Homepage: https://lasers.11nl.gov/science/journal-articles
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the symmetry axis of the field due to the curvature drift

. QEXV_B
Veury — MU ———5—
curv || qBS

which depends on the sign of the charge. This charge separation leads to electric fields, which,
together with the present magnetic field, drives the charges towards lower B-field density areas
by the F x B drift

. E x B

Upx = gz (13)

which is oriented radially outward. Twisting the field lines helically around the torus is one
way to minimize the losses.

Two different approaches to achieve this twist are the tokamak, relying on a toroidal current
— typically on the order of MA — and the stellarator — relying on a clever configuration of
the external magnetic coils. Figure 1.2 shows sketches of both concepts. The stellarator
Wendelstein 7-X (W7-X) located at the IPP in Greifswald, Germany is illustrated in figure
1.2(a). A drawing of the tokamak ASDEX Upgrade (AUG) is shown in figure 1.2(b).

(a) Tustration of W7X from https://www.ipp.mpg.de/ (b) Cut away drawing of ASDEX

2815279/technologie — accessed 02.09.2019. Upgrade from www.aug.ipp.
mpg . de accessed at 02.09.19.

Figure 1.2.: Sketches of the two fusion experiments operated by IPP in Germany.

For a tokamak there are various external coils needed, as explained with reference to figure
1.3. Basic heating and a drive for the toroidal current are available from the central solenoid,
indicated in green. This transformer also limits the pulse duration of classic tokamaks, as a
toroidal electric field is the result of a changing current in the solenoid. A voltage on the order
of (1 — 10)V is sufficient to drive currents on the order of 1 MA, due to the low resistance

of the plasma of about 1-107° Q per toroidal turn. The toroidal magnetic field is provided

14
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1.1. Magnetic confinement fusion

Inner poloidal field coils
(Primary transtormer circuit)

Poloidal magnetic field Outer poloidal field coils
(for plasma positioning and shaping)

JG5,537-1¢

Resulting helical magnetic field Toroidal field coils

Plasma electric current Toroidal magnetic field
(secondary transformer circuit)

Figure 1.3.: Basic structure of a tokamak www.euro-fusion.org accessed at 03.06.19.

by the toroidal field coils, enclosing the plasma in a D-shape. To form the X-point for the
divertor — explained in the next section — poloidal field coils are used. In a tokamak the
toroidal current of the plasma itself induces a poloidal magnetic field, twisting the otherwise
purely toroidal magnetic field. This twist connects the top with the bottom of the plasma and
allows thereby to compensate accumulating charge from the E x B-drift. In a stellarator the
magnetic transform is provided by non-toroidal symmetric coil systems, like in W7-X. This
can be a combination of planar toroidal coils plus helical coils, but modern machines aim at
a modular design.

For a fusion power plant, besides good confinement, it is important to extract the ash — helium
— and impurities from the confined region. Both lead to radiative losses, reducing the core
temperature, and diluting the fusion fuel. This is the subject of the next section and applies

for tokamaks as well as stellarators.

1.1.3. Limiter and divertor configuration

The most widespread configuration up to the 1980’s was the limiter configuration. The left
sketch in figure 1.4 shows the cross-section of ASDEX Upgrade with the magnetic field lines
as used in the limiter configuration. In this poloidal cross-section the x-axis corresponds to
the major radius and the y-axis to the symmetry axis of the machine, the toroidal position
is fixed. The circular structure represents field lines, which are projected into the poloidal

plane and actually revolve the magnetic axis like a helix. The confined area of the plasma
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with closed field lines — meaning field lines not intersecting wall elements — is indicated in red.
The field line separating the closed field lines from the open ones — intersecting a wall — is
called the last closed flux surface. In the limiter configuration plasma is transported radially
into the scrape-off-layer (SOL) — marked in orange — with the material wall interaction being
in direct vicinity to the core plasma. To separate these areas the divertor configuration is
used in most modern tokamaks. This is illustrated in the right side of figure 1.4. A magnetic
X-point is formed, where the poloidal field is zero and the magnetic field is purely toroidal like
on the magnetic axis. The field line where this separations happens is called the separatrix.
The SOL is diverted away from the confined area into a volume dedicated for exhaust. This
includes a pumping system to prevent the neutralised gas to penetrate into the confined area.
The green marked area is called private flux region and is characterised by magnetic field lines

which are separated from the SOL as well as the confined area.

Core Plasma

Upper divertor

Separatrix

High-field side
Heatshield

Scrape-Off
Layer

Major radius

Main Chamber

(SOL)
E{ﬂ Private Flux
P Region o
5 (PFR) g
¢
i) 4 Neutral domain T©
Q
2
)
Divertor Inner | Outer -
Baffle High-field divertor i divertor Low-field
side (HFS) ! side (HFS)

Figure 1.4.: Poloidal cross-section for a) limiter geometry and b) divertor geometry [Reil4].
The midplane (mp) is defined by the magnetic axis in the poloidal cross-section
for both configurations.

Figure 1.4 b) shows a lower single null configuration in ASDEX Upgrade, where only the lower
X-point is active. The upper X-point is located behind the target plates, so the strike points
— where the highest heat flux arrives by plasma transport — form only at the bottom of the

machine.

The spatial distance between the confined plasma and the target surface increases the travel

time of the particles, which have passed outside of the last closed field line. During this time

16



1.1. Magnetic confinement fusion

energy is lost by dissipation like volume radiation and charge-exchange [Sta00, p. 219]. At a
sufficiently low plasma temperature in front of the target, a cushion of neutral particles can
form, slowing down the incoming charged particles [Sta00, ch. 16.4]. In addition to the lowered
temperature in front of the target, the impurities produced by sputtering of the target are
less likely to reach the core plasma. This will be vital for large fusion devices such as ITER,
which is envisaged to produce ten times the fusion power by DT-reactions compared to the
auxiliary heating power. The heat flux density parallel to the magnetic field for ITER at
the outer midplane can be approximated by the heat crossing the separatrix Piep ~ 100 MW
divided by the divertor area given by the major radius R = 6.2m and the extent of the SOL
at the outer midplane of A\; ~ 1 mm [Eic+13]:

Psep ) Sin(apitch,div)

, ~ 77T0MWm™?2 | 1.4
2rRA;  sin(pitch,mp (1.4)

QITER,div =

The angles apitch,mp =~ 10° and apiten,aiv = 3° represent the inclination of the magnetic field

lines at the midplane (mp) and at the divertor (div).

Radiative losses and spreading of the profile have to reduce the peak heat flux density to
around 10 MW m~? perpendicular to the divertor target, which can be handled by actively

cooled components [Mao+18].

Figure 1.5 shows two different configurations for the divertor geometry in ASDEX Upgrade,
called open divertor (Div I) and closed divertor (Div Ila). While the open divertor delivers
target surfaces distant to the confined region, the closed divertor in addition supports a higher
pressure of neutral particles. This is important for large machines, as the pumping flow is

proportional to the particle density [Reil4].

Div lla

Figure 1.5.: Comparison between two divertor configurations in ASDEX Upgrade, from www.
aug.ipp.mpg.de accessed at 02.09.19. Upper part: open divertor configuration
of divertor Div I. Lower part: closed divertor configuration of divertor Div Ila.
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1. Motivation and background

1.1.4. Heat flux density profile

Heat reaching the target plates in the divertor is examined in poloidal profiles, perpendicular
to the toroidal orientation, on their surface. They are readily referenced as heat flux profiles,
though the quantity shown is a heat flux density — power per surface area. For convenience
these labels are kept interchangeable. The profile peak value and gradient influence the
lifetime of the material. Fluxes of heat and particles degrade the material, spatially and
temporally varying heat loads lead to cracking [LY15]. Predicting and controlling these profiles
is necessary in order to design and operate a fusion power plant. Steady state heat loads of
several tens and intermittent events with hundreds of MW m~2 have been measured in present

day devices, usually operating for some seconds [Sie+13]. However, the experimental reactor
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Figure 1.6.: Spreading of an exponentially decaying heat flux profile at the X-point to the
target by diffusion for different spreading values S. From red to green .S increases
from Omm to 10 mm in steps of 1 mm.

ITER is only specified for values of 10 MW m~2 [Mao+18] in steady state. A good description
of the heat flux profile at the X-point is an exponential with fall-off length A, and peak qo,
represented in figure 1.6 as a blue line. Spreading the heat lowers the peak heat flux and the
gradients. Better understanding of this spreading process is important for the design of future
divertors and yields information about the heat transport in the SOL.

More details on the formation of this profile are given in section 2.2.

1.1.5. External magnetic perturbation

As the toroidal field is the result of a finite set of toroidal field coils, the resulting field is not
perfectly toroidal. Instead, a ripple [aut+05, p. 208] of the field influences the trajectories
of the particles. Imperfections like this can be counteracted by external field coils, which
apply a correction field. However, these coils can be used to introduce an external magnetic

perturbation as well. For a given set of coils the choice of their individual polarity and current
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1.1. Magnetic confinement fusion

allows to impose various modes. A perturbation is called resonant when the perturbation
fields of different coils are coherent along a single magnetic field line in the edge. The effect
on the plasma is especially strong when there is locking to internal modes [Wil+16] or density
pump-out [Gar+13].

Typically only the outermost part of the plasma is affected the most, because the conducting
plasma shields the external perturbation before the core of the plasma is affected [Wil416;
RCO09]. Due to the perturbation in the SOL, the heat load profiles change in presence of
external magnetic perturbation [Sie+17].

One of the occurring features of the external perturbation is strike line splitting, which will

be presented in the result chapter 8.
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1. Motivation and background

1.2. Scope and structure of this thesis

This thesis addresses a set of questions. Foremost: how to deduce heat load profiles from IR
data? This is a time-dependent inverse problem. How reliable are the profiles and how much
do they differ from a deterministic approach, circumventing to solve the inverse problem? To
deal with the dynamic signal to noise ratio and varying profile complexity, a multi-resolution
model is used.

The heat content of events, which are shorter than the interval between two samples of the
diagnostic, is also of interest, as these are potentially dangerous for the material.

Important topics are plasma physics, data recording, numeric integration, and inference. The
following structure overview is meant as a guide for the reader:

Chapter 2 introduces the basics of the theory of Bayesian inference and the probabilistic ana-
lysis used. Basics like the concept of prior knowledge and Ockham’s Razor are introduced in

section 2.7. Section 2.6 defines the general idea behind the solution of inverse problems.

Chapter 3 introduces the infrared diagnostic used to obtain the data presented and analysed
in this thesis. This includes an example of the signal-to-noise ratio during two typical experi-

ments.

Chapter 4 introduces the numerical method to represent the physical system and explains
how the heat diffusion equation is solved. Considerations about the uncertainty of the solving

schemes are given.

Chapter 5 introduces the methods and tools to navigate probability space and how the final
solution is determined. In the end, the knowledge about the distributions has to be expressed

in scalar quantities, which are used to make decisions.

Chapter 6 introduces the models used to describe the quantity of interest. Section 6.1.2 intro-
duces the definition of and inference methods for the adaptive kernel model. This is followed

by section 6.1.5 with an alternative formulation for density estimation: adaptive diffusion.

Chapter 7 presents the technical approach used to connect the single pieces to obtain reliable
results. This might be a good starting point for readers which are familiar with the basics of

inference, as the other relevant sections are references.

After introducing the physical problem, and the methods and approaches used to solve them,
the application is presented in the three chapters 8, 9 and 10. The results are separated into
1D heat loads presented in chapter 8. The fast events — as well in 1D but with a more detailed
model about the heat load in time — are presented in chapter 9. Finally an overview about

2D results is given in chapter 10.

The results are summarised and concluded in chapter 11, followed by the outlook.
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2. Theory

This chapter begins with an introduction to heat transport, in order to answer the question
why this work was carried out. Of central importance is the transport of heat via diffusion in a
solid (2.1). This is proceeded by transport via diffusion and convection in a plasma. The heat
load pattern on the divertor can be quantified via plasma parameters — section 2.2. Essential
for the diagnostic are Planck’s law (2.3) and bremsstrahlung (2.4). This first part is in parts
based on [Nill6].

The second part is discussing the how: obtaining information from measurements is best done
using the language of statistics (2.5). Inferring a quantity of interest is a typical inverse prob-
lem (2.6), which is approached via Bayes’ theorem (2.7). This way prior information (2.7.2)
is combined with the measurement via the likelihood (2.7.3). To prevent over-interpretation
of the data — also known as over-fitting — the principle of Ockham’s Razor should be applied
(2.7.4), which is quantified in Bayes’ theorem.

2.1. Heat transport

This section outlines the three basic mechanisms of transferring heat. While radiation is
carried by electromagnetic processes, diffusive and convective transport result from particle
interaction and movement. Diffusion is able to transfer heat in solids with quasi-static atoms,
whereas convection describes moving particles. All transport mechanisms are important in

plasma, but diffusion is essential for the forward model of the inference — see chapter 4.

Convection describes heat flux carried by particle motion [Jij09]. This movement can build up
temperature gradients and can be in equilibrium with diffusive processes. It is dominant
in the convection limited regime in the SOL, when a net particle flow carries heat without

the presence of a parallel temperature gradient [Sta00, p. 95].

Radiation is emitted by several mechanisms, with thermal radiation being the most import-
ant in this thesis, as it is the basis for the measurements [Rie01]. Objects with finite
temperature emit thermal radiation according to Planck’s law, further explained in sec-
tion 3. Thermal radiation is used to determine the temperature of surfaces, for example

the divertor plates.

Other kinds of radiation in a magnetised plasma are line radiation, bremsstrahlung and
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2. Theory

cyclotron radiation [Hut02, ch. 5]. Bremsstrahlung is dominant in the confined plasma,
acting as heat sink. Line radiation is emitted by excited atoms and is dominant in
the divertor region. Cyclotron radiation is emitted and absorbed by gyrating, charged
particles. These mechanisms are out of the scope of this thesis and therefore are not

further discussed.

Diffusion is found in all phases of matter, where heat is transported by particle collisions,
reducing temperature gradients [BS98]. This process is explained in more detail in
the rest of this section. It is an important transport mechanism in the plasma in the

scrape-off-layer (SOL) and as well in the solid divertor target.

For the scope of this work diffusion is most important — for the transport in the plasma as
well as in the forward model — and hence an introduction is given.

Diffusion in general is based on particle interaction on the scale of the average particle dis-
tance, leading to a transport of particles or energy in a quasi-static medium. Gradients of
quantities like particle density or concentration, or temperature are spatially equalised by
diffusive processes. Particle transport is used to introduce basic properties, which are then

applied to heat diffusion.

: A ) N
x V7 x+AX

Figure 2.1.: Sketch for particle diffusion used for Fick’s law. In this example the result is a
net flux to the right, equalising the particle density.

The flux of particles across an area A, see figure 2.1, can be expressed by the flux of particles
from the left to the right minus the flux from the right to the left. Assumption is an unbiased
random walk, where particles have the same probability of moving to the left or to the right,
with step sizes At and step length Ax. The length with extent Az along the x axis to the
left of A is denoted x and the length to the right x + Axz. In the associated volumes A - Ax
the particle numbers are denoted N(z) and N(z + Ax). The flux through A is found to be

1 (N(z+ Az,t) N(x,t)
£ = = — 2.1
T, 1) = =3 ( ANt ANt (21)
Expanding by the square of the step width (Az)? and introducing the particle density
N(x,t N(z,t
wopy - V) N )

|4 Az - A
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2.1. Heat transport

leads to:

x2 n\x x — nlx
Ity = -0 ( wrdnd -l ’”) (2.3)

For infinitesimal step width we find the derivative of n with respect to x on the right hand
side and define the diffusivity

_ (Ax)?
D = SAL (2.4)
yielding
on(x,t)
t)=—-D 2.
Ja,1) = (25)

known as Fick’s first law [BS98, p. 3]. It can be generalised to more than one dimension by

using the corresponding differential operator:

-

J(z,t) = =D Vn(x,t) (2.6)

The diffusivity D in general is a tensor, but for homogeneous materials like tungsten it is
expressed as scalar. This derivation is also valid for other quantities like heat instead of

particle density. The corresponding solution for the heat flux density is called Fourier’s law
qg=—rVT (2.7)

with heat conductivity x being related to the diffusivity by the mass density p and the specific
heat capacity c,:

D=—. 2.8
. (2.8)

Applying the continuity equation for the thermal energy to Fourier’s law

. oT
V-q+ Pep o = 0 (2.9)
leads to the heat diffusion equation [BS98, p. 4]:
orT 1
— = —V - (v(T))VT 2.10
= 5V DY) (2.10)

This second order partial differential equation (PDE) exhibits a non-linearity if « is a function
of T.
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2. Theory

This equation is simplified by introducing the heat potential
T
uw(T) = J/@(T')dT' (2.11)
0

showing the properties

ou ou 0T B oT

ou ou 0T oT
0%u 0 oT
leading to
7= —Vu (2.15)
and 5
ai: — D(u)Au . (2.16)

Substituting the temperature with the heat potential, we end up with a semi-linear PDE.
This is beneficial for numerical solving schemes, allowing to use simpler and hence faster
algorithms and reduces numerical errors. Equation (2.16) is the basis for the code called
THEODOR (THermal Energy Onto DivertOR) [Her+95]. Its purpose is to calculate the heat
flux onto a surface given a measured surface temperature profile and models for the other —

typically unobserved — boundaries.

2.2. Divertor target heat load profiles

This section is based on the publication [Nil419] of the thesis author.

To describe the heat flux density profile on the divertor target, a model for the heat transport
in the SOL assuming only diffusive parallel and perpendicular electron conduction is commonly
used [Eic+13]. All plasma temperatures and densities in this section refer to the electrons,
being the dominant species for parallel diffusive transport for comparable ion and electron
temperatures, as seen in the Braginskii equations, see [Sta00, ch. 9]. For diffusive transport

parallel to the field lines in the divertor volume the transport time

L2

= S 2.17
0 [s] (2.17)

=

is an expression of connection length L — from the divertor entrance to the target — and parallel

diffusivity x|. The parallel diffusion time is equal to the perpendicular diffusion time for heat
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2.2. Divertor target heat load profiles

entering the divertor region. The perpendicular diffusion length is thus given by

XL

m| (2.18
" ] (2.18)

S=./1"xL =1L
and is also called divertor broadening. Measurements of the heat flux profiles are readily done
by infrared thermography in target coordinates called s with separatrix position sg. Quantities
following the magnetic field lines can be mapped to the outer midplane, to the radial coordinate
called x, for comparison between different magnetic geometries and machines. The coordinates
are related by the effective flux expansion f; = fz magn = fz,geom, Which is the product of the
magnetic flux expansion f;mae and poloidal inclination of the tile with respect to the field

lines. The position mapped to the outer midplane is then

o2 ;:0 (2.19)

with & = 0 representing the separatrix position. For perpendicular transport being described

as 1D diffusion, a power density profile given by a delta peak entering the divertor area is
spread to a Gaussian of width S when reaching the target without flux expansion. The meas-
ure on the target is Star = S - f. In this work S refers to the divertor broadening mapped to

the outer midplane.

Note that the poloidal inclination between field lines and target is not included in this discus-
sion, as it is only a mapping from parallel heat flux along the plasma onto what is seen as
perpendicular heat flux of the target material. For the sheath condition this angle, which is

machine and configuration dependent, has to be included [Sta00, ch. 1.5].

The X-point heat flux density profile is described [Mak+12] by an exponential with peak value
o at the separatrix and decay length A, at the midplane with the radial coordinate z [Eic+13,
eq. 1]:

q(x) = qo - exp <—;;> cx>0. MW m™2] (2.20)

Following the simplified model for perpendicular diffusion, the target heat flux profile is de-

scribed by the X-point profile convolved with a Gaussian of width o = 4/2"- S., representing

the broadening in the divertor region:

0 S \?2 s — Sg " S s — Sp 5 91
we =Feo((57) - () ) oo, - 7)) 221

Figure 2.2 shows the flattening of the heat flux density profile from the raw exponential in

deep red — starting at the strike point at so = 0 — up to a value of S = 10mm in green in

steps of 1 mm for S, keeping \; = 3mm and go = 10 MW m~2 fixed.

The peak heat flux ¢ onto the target is used as design parameter and related to the integrated
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Figure 2.2.: Influence of divertor broadening S: Target heat flux profiles with steps of 1 mm in
the the divertor broadening .5, starting from the unperturbed X-point distribution
in red up to .S = 10mm in green.

power profile of arbitrary shape ¢(s) onto the target element by the integral power decay
length [Mak+12, eq. 3]

At = f a(5) g m] (2.22)

The benefit of an additional divertor broadening S on A;,; compared to an exponential with

decay length A, — as described in equation (2.21) — is approximated [Mak+12] by
Aimt >~ Ag +1.64- S . (2.23)

Studies predict a value for the heat decay length of about A\; ~ 1 mm for future fusion relevant
machines like ITER, which is smaller than for current machines like AUG and JET [Eic+13].
Therefore the divertor broadening gains importance to meet the material limits of the divertor
target with respect to the incoming heat flux density. Scaling laws for S are available for
AUG [Sie+13; Sie+16], investigating S for target electron temperatures above 20eV. Below
this value, the increasing volume radiation prevents the inference of S from the IR signal in
AUG with the current system and method. An analysis of the effect of the plasma transport
on the divertor spreading is found in [Nil+19].

2.3. Planck’s law

Planck’s law of radiation [Pla00a; Pla00b] describes the emission of electromagnetic radiation

from an ideal black body with finite temperature. The spectral radiance M, emitted by a
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2.3. Planck’s law

black body of temperature T at wavelength A and surface area dA is described by

2rhc? 1
Mo(T,\)dAd) = Z1°¢ dAdA [QL] (2.24)
m® pm sr

A5 o he )
. a
PANET

where k£ denotes the Boltzmann constant, h the Planck constant and ¢ the speed of light.

The cameras used in the experiments measure the photon flux M, instead of the spectral

radiance M.. The rate of photons is expressed by taking the energy per photon at a certain

wavelength
h
E, = Tc (2.25)
into account:
2me 1 1
M (T,\N)dAdN\ = — —+———dAdX —— 2.2
7( ’ ) 24 eXp()\}]I;}CT) _ [memsrs] ( 6)

Real surfaces are not ideal black bodies, but a part of the incident radiation is reflected. The
grey body is a first approximation to real surfaces. From the incoming radiation intensity I

the reflected intensity Ir is given by the wavelength independent reflectivity

I
R="1 (2.27)
Iy
A grey body emits Planck radiation only with the emissivity defined as:
e=1—-R. (2.28)

The radiated fluxes for a grey body are €l times the black body radiation:

M

2me 1 1
¥s

b(TA)dAdN =€ - N on () 1 dAdx m] (2.29)

The photon flux emitted by a surface into the half space is calculated by computing the

f J 2me CdAd) (2.30)

P exp )\kT)

integral

which can be approximated for a narrow wavelength window by the effective wavelength Ag.
The calibration coefficient ¢y depends on the properties of the optical transmission line, like
aperture and losses, and the properties of the camera like photon efficiency and pixel area.
This yields

2mce 1

)\4 he

I(T) ~ ¢
eff exp (AeﬂkT> -1

(2.31)
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2. Theory

Thermography uses Planck’s law to determine surface temperatures. Implicitly also the width

of the spectrum is included. Solving this equation for the temperature yields:

hc 1
Aeﬁk In <27rce . CTO + 1)

4
)‘eff

T(T) =

(2.32)

2.4. Bremsstrahlung

Electric charges subject to a change in their velocity emit radiation known as bremsstrahlung.
This radiation is found in ionised plasma and is mostly caused by electrons, which are deflected
by ions. For a thermalised plasma — with Maxwellian velocity distribution of the electrons —

the power spectrum is found to be [Gri97]

2mc84/2 nee?\? 1/2 (mec?)?/? 1/ he \?
Pdd= " — |1 - | —— STt el IR U ) -d\ (2.33
A N3/ [ (477202607716)] Mele | iz |7 2 (kbAT) (233)

in units of W m=3 m. Relevant quantities are n, the volume density of electrons, r, the classical

radius of an electron, e the elementary charge, m. the electron mass, kp the Boltzmann
constant and c the speed of light. E; is a function known as first exponential integral and
defined as [Hut02, eq. 6.3.4]

Ei(y) = JOO dseXp(S_S) . (2.34)

2.5. Probability

Note: While the sections before were treating the physical aspects like heat diffusion and
Planck’s law, this and the following sections will focus on how to formulate and treat the

emerging inverse problem mathematically.

Bayes’ theorem is a rule about updating probability distributions, which has a quite long
history in science. Blaise Pascal and Pierre de Fermat gave first quantitative definitions in
the 17th century. The classic interpretation of probability is derived from frequencies or
relative occurrences of events. When a coin is tossed N times and the outcome head is found
k times the probability of this event is k/N for N — oo. This has the obvious drawback, that
the actual probability value is only available after an infinite number of trials, while it is not
clear if more than one realisations is possible.

A more Bayesian understanding is that true and false are labels applying to propositions like
"It will rain tomorrow’. The probability is a measure for the truth of a proposition, which is
a real number between 1 (guarantee or 100% true) and 0 (impossible or 0% true = false).
From symmetry considerations a set of rules is found, which probabilities must obey [SK19].

For a proposition of hypothesis A the associated probability is denoted P(A) and its comple-
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2.5. Probability

ment is denoted P(A). For A and a second proposition B the rules are:
1. normalisation: P(A) + P(A) =1
2. sum rule: P(Av B) = P(A) + P(B) — P(A A B)
3. product rule: P(A,B) = P(A | B) P(B)
4. marginalisation rule: P(A) = P(A, B) + P(A, B)
The probability of a hypothesis H is typically denoted
P(H | I) (2.35)

and depends on background information I. While this background information can be obvious
like "My coin has two sides.” every aspect of relevance should be declared explicitly. The detail
"My coin never lands on the edge.’ is often included implicitly, but does not always hold true
in practice. A good rule of thumb is
There is no such thing as an unconditional probability.
When two scientists find different answers to the same question given the same data, their
background information is probably different. This is easily revealed when they present them.
The concept of probabilities measuring the truth of a proposition applies to discrete as well
as continuous problems. It applies to cases in court as well as to the mass of celestial bodies.
A planet has a true value for its mass at one point in time, that is simply not known with
absolute precision. This uncertainty is then expressed by a probability distribution. The
sentence 'The earth has a mass of 5.9723(6) - 10** kg’ does not mean that there are several
— or infinite — universes where the mass of the earth is different in each and they average to
5.9723 - 10** kg with a standard deviation of 6 - 102° kg. The sentence makes a reference to
one instance of earth, with an uncertain value for the associated mass.
It is convenient to perform calculations on the logarithmic scale, as probability densities can
become very small and large. In addition the sign is flipped, so that the search for the highest
probability density corresponds to a minimisation problem. These negative log-probabilities
are import for numerical analysis.
Some notes on the quantities used. For the continuous distributions of a random variable x
the probability density function is denoted pdf(x) or p(z). How this density changes under
parameter transform is presented in section 5.5. The cumulative distribution function (cdf)
is its integral .

cdi(x) — f dz’ pdf(2') (2.36)

—0a0

and is of interest when determining the median position of a distribution.
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2. Theory

2.6. Inverse problems

In physics terms an inverse problem can be thought of as the task to infer a quantity u which
cannot be measured directly, but only via its effect on another quantity — y. The connection is
given by a physical system, reacting to our quantity of interest. Ideally the behaviour allows

us to infer information about u. A simple example is a linear operator A acting on u:
y=A- 1. (2.37)

A more detailed introduction is given in [Glall, ch. 1] and in context of regression in [LDT14,
sec. 21.1.5]. As usually only a finite set of measurements is available, the quantities are denoted
as vectors, while they can be scalars, vectors or higher dimensional fields. If A is perfectly
known and can be inverted, and a perfect measurement of ¢ would allow us to invert A and
find

i=A"1y. (2.38)

However, for real systems there is an uncertainty in our measurement of §/. For a set of data

d, realisations of @ the uncertainty — often seen as noise € — leads to

—

d=A-u+¢€. (2.39)
For a badly conditioned system A the direct inversion will lead to an amplification of noise
7=A"1 (J— E) . (2.40)

and hence renders the result useless. This can be seen, when looking at the eigendecomposition
of A
A = Qdiag(\)Q ™! (2.41)

with eigenvalues A in the diagonal matrix D. Using the linearity of this model system gives
further insight
i=AYy-a=A"ly-—QD'Q'e. (2.42)

The first operation on the noise component
f=Q'¢ (2.43)

is the noise term transformed into the eigenspace of the operator A~!. The following ap-
plication of D15 amplifies these noise components with the inverse of the eigenvalues of
A. The last application of Q transforms the amplified noise back into the initial coordinate
system. The wider the range of eigenvalues of A — in other words the worse its condition

number K = Apax/Amin — the stronger the noise is amplified in this process, relative to the
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2.7. Bayesian inference

good components with large eigenvalues.

Note: The operator A can also describe a complicated connection — say non-linear with
phase-transitions. The presented derivation holds for linear and finite operators.

A powerful alternative to the presented direct inversion, is the probabilistic approach. This
is presented in the next section. An important benefit is that the uncertainty of the measure-

ments are considered, allowing to quantify a credibility range for the solution.

2.7. Bayesian inference

Bayes’ theorem is foremost a rule about updating probability distributions. One application
is to combine knowledge prior to an experiment with information obtained from new data.
This relationship allows to quantify the probability distribution of parameters, which model
a quantity of interest related to the experimental data — or any uncertain measure. The
involved components for this analysis are explained in this section. Good sources are for
example [Jay03] and [LDT14].

The central physics problem in this thesis is to infer the heat load to a surface, given temperat-
ure information from that surface, which represents an inverse problem. The classic approach
is explained in section 4.3, where the temperature information is used as a boundary condition
to solve a diffusion problem in time. This classic approach avoids the inverse problem entirely,

but this comes with limitations, explained in chapter 4.

2.7.1. Bayes’ theorem

To derive Bayes’ theorem, only basic properties of probabilities are necessary, here for propos-
itions M and D. Using the product rule P(M|D) = P(M, D)/P(D), and the commutativity
P(M,D) = P(D, M) we find Bayes’ theorem

P(D|M) P(M)

P(MID) = ==

(2.44)

This can be seen also as the sum rule together with independence of M and D. A typical
scenario is to update a model M given data D. M and D can be continuous or discrete. There

are four parts in this equation, which are typically denoted as:
e P(M | D): posterior — probability for the model (parameters) given the data
e P(D | M): likelihood — how probable is the realisation D given a model M?
e P(M): prior — how probable is model M, without considering data D?

e P(D): evidence — how probable is the data?
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The posterior is typically the quantity of interest. However, it is often a high-dimensional
quantity and needs to be summarised in a suitable way. Often only the position with the
highest probability density is reported as the maximum a-posteriori (MAP) solution. By ap-
proximating the pdf locally with a Gaussian, its standard deviation is used as a measure for
the uncertainty or stability of the solution. For multimodal distributions these approximations

can be misleading.

The likelihood quantifies the mismatch between model prediction and available measurement.
The choice depends on the problem at hand. Often a Gaussian distribution is used for continu-
ous or the Poisson distribution for discrete distributions. Using— and neglecting — a constant
prior density, the maximum likelihood solution corresponds to the classic frequentist view.
This often yields an incomplete picture, but is typically somewhat easier to determine. See

[LDT14, sec. 2.3] for a more detailed explanation with examples.

The prior P(M) describes the probability, for the model to be true before including the data
D. This can include knowledge from previous measurements, so that sequential use of new
data allows to sharpen the distribution for every new bit of data. The frequentist analysis
often uses a flat prior, constant for each parameter, which can however only be normalised
when limits are set. Introducing hard boundaries corresponds to setting the prior to zero
beyond these limits, so that a frequentist analysis often includes this prior without knowing
about it.

The evidence
P(D) = f dM P(D | M)- P(M) (2.45)

is also known as marginal likelihood or integrated likelihood or model evidence. For a single
model this value is constant and often dropped from the equation. However, when comparing

various models, this factor is essential.

Another view point is to see the evidence as the flexibility of the model with respect to the
data. A very versatile model can describe any data, but for a simple model the given data is
compatible with a larger fraction of the parameter space. In the words of J. Skilling [Ski98,
p. 3]: "Different priors will induce different evidence values Pr(D) (strictly, Pr(D |prior
and other assumptions)). An inappropriate prior shows up through a relatively low evidence
value. The art of setting a prior is to allow sufficient flexibility to cover all the inputs X that
one might plausibly need in order to fit the data reasonably, without widening the field so
much that the particular data D will become intrinsically implausible. In other words, ask a

question appropriate to your data.”

The evidence is the Bayesian equivalent to Ockham’s Razor, see [LDT14, sec. 3.3] and [Jay03,
ch. 20]. When a simple model explains the data good enough, don’t employ more unknowns

or wild speculations to your explanation. To quantify this, the ratio of two posteriors for
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models M; and My is employed [Jay03, eq. 20.3]:

P(M, | D) _P(D| M) P(M) o0
P(My | D) P(D | M) P(My) ’

The first fraction — comparing the likelihoods — is referred to as Bayes factor, the second
fraction as prior odds. For equal prior probability, the likelihood is enough to look at. For
more complex models the prior volume is typically larger, which reduces the average prior
probability density. A more complex model is then justified, only when the likelihood is

improved at a similar level.

2.7.2. Priors

Priors encode the knowledge available before the experiment was conducted. When a first
data analysis was performed and a posterior for the first data set was obtained, this is the
prior information for subsequent data. There is plenty of literature on how to choose a prior
depending on the problem [KW96]. Properties to consider are e.g. scale independence and
stability. The choice of prior and likelihood defines the distribution class of the posterior.
When the posterior is described by the same distribution class as the prior, the prior is called

conjugate for the used likelihood [RS61]. This can be valuable for sequential data evaluation.

Flat prior

The flat or uniform prior is a family of densities, which are constant on their support. The

boundaries of this support are defined by two real values z; and zy with
w0 <xp <xy <Oo0. (2.47)

For a finite support, the probability density is finite and the distribution is well defined with

norm
Zy =xy — L, . (2.48)
The density is accordingly
1
— xp <=z <=2y
p(x) = Zf (2.49)
0 :else

and depends solely on the upper and lower limits. Without those limits, the probability
distribution cannot be normalised. The hard cuts can be a reasonable choice for some problems,
but represent actually a very precise knowledge about this transition.

The flat prior is implicitly used in every frequentist analysis, though typically without limits.

The resulting densities are therefore not normalised and treated as p(z) = 1 € R.
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2. Theory

While the flat prior is sometimes called non-informative, it actually expresses information

about the scale of the problem.

Gaussian prior
As the name suggests it is the Gaussian distribution, used as prior. See [Thol8, ch. 8] for

more details. In its multivariate form it is written as

1 1
(2m)N/2 | 3 |12

x| @ = @ )| (2.50)

with covariance matrix 3 and mean vector ji for N parameter. The inverse of the covariance

matrix is the Hessian matrix
H=x"1. (2.51)

When the covariance matrix is diagonal, it can represented by the vector & containing the
corresponding standard deviations ¢ = ¥; ;. This can be used to reduce (2.50) to
N 2
. 1 1 1 Ti — i
p(@ | fi,5) = : exp | —5 - ( : (2.52)
oM TTL, o [ 2 zzi T

The negative log-probability is

N N N2
—In(p(¥ | ji,5)) = g “In (27) + Z log(o;) + % . Z <xl 0'M2> (2.53)
i=1 i=1 v

and has a quadratic dependency on each element of Z.
A specific property is the trivial marginalisation [RW06]. When being interested in p(Z’) for

2’ being a subset of z, e.g. without the j’th parameter:
a:' = (331, vy Lj—1y Lj41y -y a;N)

the j’th entry in ji as well as the j’th line and row in the covariance matrix X are removed,
giving 4/ and X’

p(@'|p, ) = | dz;p(Z|, ¥) (2.54)

= N (1, %) (2.55)

The Gaussian distribution is a reasonable choice for parameters, where the range of plausible

values is known. Choosing the standard deviation generously, the distribution is close to

uniform around its centre. In contrast to the uniform distributions there are no hard limits,

which is beneficial in numerical applications.
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2.7. Bayesian inference

Cauchy prior

The Cauchy distribution is defined as [LDT14, sec. 7.5.8]

1 S
df t,§)= —+ —-—— 2.56
with the centre ¢t and width s. Its cumulative distribution function is
1 1 —t
cdf(z | t,s) = 3 + — arctan <x . ) . (2.57)

Around the centre value t the pdf behaves similarly to the Gaussian, but it differs in various
aspects. The heavy tails give less weight to outliers than the Gaussian distribution, when used
as likelihood function. As a result of the slow decay no higher moments than the zeroth exist.
This implies, that the mean does not exist strictly. However, the principal value is equivalent

to the parameter ¢. Also the second moment is not finite, the standard deviation is infinite.

The similarity to the normal distribution becomes more visible in negative log space

2
—In(p(z | t,s)) =In(n/s) + In (1 + <:1: s_ t) ) (2.58)

2
— which is a quadratic dependence.

Around x = t the logarithm is proportional to

s
For larger values the increase is however not quadratic, but only two times the logarithm of

x/s. However, its use can affect the exploration, as the distribution is not concave and the

first derivative approaches zero for | x — ¢ |>» s.

Entropic prior

Entropy is a useful tool in thermodynamics, as well as in statistics. Plenty of literature is
available [CP04; Ski89a; Jay03]. Employing maximum entropy corresponds to choosing a
solution with maximum uncertainty or ignorance towards what we do not know. A short

introduction is found in [Kes09].

The starting point is the information entropy
N B
) = hi —m; —hiln | — 2.
S(h) EZ ( m n< l)) (2.59)

for the hidden image values h; and the standard model m; for each amplitude. The distribution
of the standard model is chosen to be uniform m; = mVi for the rest of this section. The

probability distribution of the hidden image values given the regularisation parameter « is
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then
«

1/2
— N (=
pdf(hla) = <Hl_1 <2W) > exp (aS (h)) . (2.60)
« has to be marginalised in this case, but its most likely value can be determined if set as free
parameter.

In any case « is treated as a scale parameter with the prior

1 1
pla)=— —— 2.61
( ) (0% 1n(Oéma,X/O[min) ( )
with the second term arising from the normalisation.
For implementation the negative logarithm is used, yielding
“lIn(p(h|a)) = —In (Hf.V (21)1/2) — aS(h) (2.62)
T

\]

— 1% (— ln(%)> -« (i <hi —m —h; hl(fﬂ))) (2.63)

% %
N N

‘ (—N/2 : ln(%)) - (Z <hi —h; 111(?;)) -N- m) (2.64)

(—ahi (1 - 1n(:;)>> N2 m%) +a(N-m) (2.65)

Il
@.MZ DO |

The factor a can be seen as weight or the amount of regularisation. It intrinsically depends
on the data and cannot be set a-priori. A comparison of approximations versus integration is
found in [FVD96].

The entropic prior introduces no correlation to the parameters. When applied to an image,
there is no correlation between the amplitudes. The prior is not invariant to the resolution of

the problem and scales with the number of the amplitudes.

The marginalisation of « is not trivial. An analytic integration is typically not possible and
numerical integration can be cumbersome. Depending on the prior for a the integral may
diverge towards 0 and oo. An alternative is to compute the MAP p(& | h,d). In this case the
prior is limited to a finite range — e.g. from 10~* to 10**. In this range the regularisation is

expected to work and a diverging factor « is then seen as an indicator for problems.

Marginalisation via tabulation

As presented in [SWW093] the integral to marginalise o from equation (2.60)

p(h) = f p(h | @) - p(a)da (2.66)

36



2.7. Bayesian inference

can be solved efficiently for independent amplitudes. The normalisation element Zg(«) in the

conditional entropy

exp(aS(h
p(h | @) = RO (2.67)
Zs(a) - TTiZy Vhi
can be factorised into the product of N one-dimensional integrals:
N
Zs(a) = [ [ Vem'Zi(ema) (2.68)
i=1
The integral hidden in
o0 _R. 1 + 1
Z1(B=a-em) = J dg exp [ =5+ (gln(g) + )] (2.69)
0 V9

is made available using tabulation. The integrand diverges for g — 0, but is integrable. Some
results are Z1(1073) ~ 24.61, Z1(1) ~ 2.14, Z;(10%3) ~ 0.079.

Both integrals — (2.66) and (2.69) — are solved on a log-scale for the respective argument. In
addition, the logarithm of the integrand values I; are stored and their peak value M = max(I)
is determined. When summing the contributions to approximate the integral an offset of -M
is added in log-space. This allows to evaluation the exponential function without overflow and

negligible underflow:

N N N
L= ) exp(In(L;)) = exp(M) ) exp (In(I;) — M) . (2.70)
=1 i=1 i=1

The largest argument appearing in the exponential is 0, preventing overflow. At the same
time, cutoff is experienced for an argument of about —700, giving sufficient headroom for
small but non-negligible values. The summation is carried out using a Neumaier sum [Neu74]
to extent the relative precision to effectively 103 instead of the typical value of 10 for 64-bit
bit precision.

Remark: the offset could also be set to a higher value like 600 — M, evaluating to a peak
value of 3.77 - 10?99 still leaving ample headroom to the largest value of 1,7 - 103%%. This
extends the headroom to the cutoff to 1300 in log-space. However, the numerical summation

process will lead to truncation for small values anyway.

2.7.3. Likelihood

The probability for a measurement d given a model M and its parameters O is given by the
likelihood pdf (cf | ©,M,I ). Its form depends on the problem at hand, e.g. continuous or

discrete quantities.

The Poisson distribution [Thol8, p. 39] the probability of observing k events in a counting
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process, for A being the mean count

k

plk | N = %exp(—)\) . (2.71)

For an increasing number of mean events A the normal distribution serves as an approximation,
which can be considered as an almost prefect surrogate for A > 100. For this reason the
Gaussian distribution is often used as pdf for measurements with sufficient counts.

However, a single outlier in the data can perturb the entire parameter estimation. When rare
events perturb the measurement by more than a few standard deviations, a more benign —
i.e. heavy tailed — distribution should be used. A common choice is the Cauchy distribution

introduced in the previous section 2.7.2.

2.7.4. Ockham’s razor

Ockham’s razor is a principle, according to which simple explanations should be preferred to
complicated ones, at least when both explanations make predictions of similarly good quality.
This principle is rooted in Bayes’ theorem. While the likelihood and the prior are usually
simple to compute, the evidence — often a high-dimensional integral — is more difficult to
compute and therefore often ignored. Nested sampling is one example of an efficient numerical

integration scheme for the computation of the evidence [Ski06; FS13].

2.7.5. Summarising high-dimensional pdf’s in a single number

While Bayes’ theorem yields a full probability distribution for all parameters of interest, tech-
nical use often relies on a decision. How this choice is made depends on the problem at
hand and the posterior distribution itself. The typical method for parameter estimation is to
make an Gaussian expansion around the mode or mean of the distribution. The mean of this
distribution is a simple point-estimate, which can be seen as finite-dimensional answer. The
covariance matrix — or the derived vector with standard deviations — quantifies the uncertainty

and interaction of the parameters around the point of the maximum a-posterior MAP density.
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3. Infrared Thermography

This chapter introduces the infrared (IR) diagnostic used to measure the experimental data.

3.1. Basics

Thermography is a method to deduce the temperature of a surface by measuring its emitted
thermal radiation. The underlying basis is Planck’s law of radiation, as introduced in section
2.3, describing the emission of electromagnetic radiation from an ideal black body with finite
temperature.

IR cameras are used to determine the spatial temperature distribution of surfaces. They are
suited for remote measurements on the divertor targets, because they do not suffer from the
harsh conditions in the divertor region. The temperature evolution is used to estimate heat
flux densities onto the surface. This is done by solving the heat diffusion equation (2.15) with

the surface information of the thermography as boundary condition.

- e ¥

N\

| sandblasted %

Figure 3.1.: Lower Divertor in ASDEX Upgrade, showing the higher surface roughness — there-
fore lower reflectivity — of the sandblasted area on the tiles [IPP18].

Sources of error are the incomplete knowledge of the temperature dependent emissivity €(7")

of the tungsten targets and reflections due to their high reflectivity (e ~ 0.2). Treating the
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3. Infrared Thermography

target plates of interest with sandblasting results in surfaces with higher emissivity, see figure

3.1, lowering both uncertainties.

Optical filters are used, so that the camera system is only sensitive to a wavelength region
around 4.7 pm. At this wavelength the measurement is reliable and also sufficiently sensitive
in the most relevant temperature region from 300 K to 2500 K [Siel4]. The lower (higher) the
wavelength, the lower the sensitivity — the increase of photon flux with temperature — at lower
(higher) temperatures. In addition, the systematic error due to line radiation produced in the

divertor region is smaller, compared to measurements at lower wavelengths.

3.2. Notation

All pixels of the detector are integrating — i.e. being sensitive to — the incoming photon flux
at the same time and are read out as single frame. A single pixel value of a frame is called
a sample. The time associated with a sample refers to the end of the finite integration time.
This is important, as the integration time can change on a frame-to-frame basis, for the system
used. The sample interval refers to the distance in time between two samples. For a constant
sample rate this is the inverse of the sample frequency.

A part of the data analysis sections uses for simplicity the notation of a scalar samples in
space, dropping the spatial index. As the samples of one frame are obtained at the same time,

the spatial index can be added without ambiguity.

3.3. Sensitivity

Here the likelihood of the measurement and the resulting sensitivity of the diagnostic are
introduced. The sensitivity of the used IR thermography system is derived together with
the uncertainty of an obtained sample. The deviation when using a normal distribution in
temperature space as likelihood is analysed.

The sensor effectively integrates an incoming photon rate I'(¢) time interval ¢y, to a total

photon count of
to+tint

N = dT(t) . (3.1)

to
That is the total number of photons, which interacted with electrons. The interaction with
the electrons leads to a change of electric charge, which is in the end measured as discrete

counts (cts) and is proportional to the detected events
cts = N/ppc (3.2)

with ppc representing the discretisation in terms of photons per count. Typically the average

count rate is used, to determine the surface temperature. Relation (3.2) also holds for the
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3.3. Sensitivity

respective average rates — count rate (ctr) and photon rate I':

ctr =T/ ppc . [1/s] (3.3)

For sake of simplicity equation (2.32) is simplified by introducing calibration parameters of

the camera as constants a and b

a
b
In (Ctr-ppc + 1)

in terms of the count rate. The calibration depends on aspects like the camera sensitivity,

T(ctr) = (3.4)

discretisation and amplification and also on the optical system. The first parameter is

he

3.5
pYp (3.5)

acC

where the proportionality sign indicates that the actual value depends on the optics in between
the surface and the camera and the photon efficiency of the sensor. Aeg is the effective
wavelength used in Planck’s law for monochromatic radiation, whereas the sensor is sensitive

to a finite wavelength range. The second parameter is defined as

b= L;j' © (3.6)
off
The wavelength dependent sensitivity and transmission of the optical system are challenging
to determine in practice as separate quantities. For this reason the system is calibrated as
a whole, leaving only parameters ¢ and b to be inferred. Figure 3.2 shows the response of
the system at 4.7 pm wavelength on a linear scale (left) and on a logarithmic scale (right).
The count rate scales not linear with the temperature, implying a curvature in the sensitivity.
Accordingly, the shape of probability density functions changes under the transformation, see

section 5.5.

The pdf of the detected photons is described by the Poisson distribution, which is however
approximated by a normal distribution. This is justified, as for this system NV is on the order
of 103 to 10%. The distribution is accordingly

pdf(N) = N'(No,v/No ) - (3.7)

The distribution for the count rate is related via the integration time and the discretisation:

Octr = VCtrg -ting /ppC ) (38)
pdf(ctr) = N(ctrg, v/ctrg tint / PPC) - (3.9)
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Sensitivity of IR system at 4.7pum
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Figure 3.2.: Count rate of the IR-camera at highest sensitivity level in lin-space (left) and
log-space (right). The temperature is in the range of (0 — 1500) °C.

For the use of THEODOR the surface temperature is calculated from the measured data. For
the non-linear Planck law and sensitivity functions, the normal distributed count rate does not
in general correspond to a normal distribution in temperature space. Not using the right pdf
can lead to a bias in the mean temperature and obscure the uncertainty analysis, see section
5.5. To investigate the difference between the correct pdf and a Gaussian approximation in
temperature space, the mapping is presented and applied to two distributions.

The transformation — based on equation (5.16) — is

or !
df p(T') = pdf, (ctr(T)) - 3.10
pAE(T) = pif ey (en(T) | (3.10)
The derivative of (3.4) with respect to the count rate is
or b
- °“2 : (3.11)
dctr  ctr(b+ ctr) - In® (b/ ctr +1)

The mapped distribution is approximated by a Gaussian, based on the temperature obtained
from the mean photon flux: Ty = T'(T'y). The corresponding standard deviation pr is calcu-

lated based on the first derivative and the mean temperature

oT
octr

WT = Octy - ‘ (3.12)

T=Tp .
Figures 3.3(a) and 3.3(b) show the mapped pdf (3.10) as solid, blue line, and the Gaussian
approximation as dashed, red line. The camera parameters corresponds to the best resolving
setup available, with a camera discretisation of 45.77 photons per count. The two cases

correspond to measurements with of 10 (a) and 100 (b) camera counts, based on 458 and
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3.4. Signal-to-noise ratio distribution

4577 counted photons. This analysis focuses on the uncertainty due to the photon statistics
and ignores additional uncertainties, like electronic noise. Therefore the standard deviation is
given as the square root of the counted photons. Note that the temperature T' ~ 43 °C in this
example is about the lowest temperature encountered in experiments. At this temperature
range the non-linearity of the system is higher than for any higher temperatures, representing

the worst case.

—— pdf T real —— pdf T real

0.25 1 —=-- pdf T normal 087 —=-- pdf T normal

0.6 1

0.15 4

pdf T

0.10

0.2+
0.05 +

0.00 + 0.0 4

T T T T T T T T T T T
40 42 44 46 48 42.0 42.5 43.0 43.5 44.0 44.5
Temperature / C Temperature / C

(a) pdfs for 10 counts with tipy =1 ps. This corres- (b) pdf for 100 counts with t;,; =10ps. This cor-
ponds to 458 photons respectively a relative responds to 4578 photons respectively a relat-
uncertainty of 1 / 21.3. ive uncertainty of 1 / 67.7.

Figure 3.3.: A Gaussian pdf mapped from photon flux space to the temperature space for
two integration duration values of the sensor. The temperature is fixed and the
integration time ¢, is varied.

Despite the large uncertainty — compared to the expected values (25 — 100) mK — the non-
linearity is apparently negligible. The examples show that a normal distribution in temper-
ature space is a good approximation for the likelihood, for the diagnostic used. However, for
such low count values, the electronic noise from the camera can not be neglected. The wider
the pdf in the photon flux space, the more it is affected by the non-linearity of the mapping.
This result does not necessarily transferred to other diagnostics, which do not use adaptive
integration times or can not prevent these low counting statistics. For other wavelengths used,
e.g. near IR cameras for machine protection [Her+11], this analysis should be repeated for

the relevant parameters.

3.4. Signal-to-noise ratio distribution

For a stationary heat load profile on a rectangular tile, which is thermally insulated, the
highest surface temperatures appears at the position receiving the highest heat flux densities.
Figure 3.4(a) shows the surface temperature trace determined from the camera data for such a

discharge. Figure 3.4(b) shows the effective signal to noise ratio. The SNR corresponds to the
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3. Infrared Thermography

square root of the detected events of the camera, with the discretisation and electronic noise
being well below these values. In the shown case an integrator with a capacity of 1.5 Me is used
with the ADC working at 15 bit resolution. The discretisation — the factor from camera counts
to photon count — is therefore 1.5 - 10% by 2!5 ~ 46 photons per count. This discharged was
heated with about 0.7 MW- which is little compared to the total installed 38 MW [Mey+19]
heating power. The total energy input to the divertor is therefore small and correspondingly
the surface temperature increases only from about 100 °C to about 150 °C.

A similar comparison is presented in figures 3.5(a) and 3.5(b). The plasma is heated stronger
— 8 MW instead of 0.7 MW in the case before — leading to a stronger temperature increase of
the surface from about 100 °C to close to 700 °C. Here the spread of the SNR within a single
frame is much more pronounced. The integrator in this case is larger with 5.8 Me at only

14-bit resolution, leading to about 354 photons per count.
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3.4. Signal-to-noise ratio distribution
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(a) Time trace of surface temperature for discharge #32217.
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(b) Time trace of signal to noise ratio for discharge #32217, which is the relevant quantity in
the likelihood.

Figure 3.4.: Temperature and signal to noise ratio for AUG discharge #32217.
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(a) Time trace of surface temperature for discharge #32291.
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(b) Time trace of signal to noise ratio for discharge #32291, which is the relevant quantity in
the likelihood

Figure 3.5.: Temperature and signal to noise ratio for AUG discharge #32291.
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3.5. Limits of single-colour thermography & potential diagnostic

improvements

Under certain conditions the narrow wavelength region used for the thermography diagnostic
is not only sensitive to Planck-radiation of solid objects. Radiation from the plasma, like
Bremsstrahlung 2.4, is emitted along the line of sight of the camera observing the divertor.
After ELM crashes [Wil+18] — events delivering energy and particles to the volume intersected
by the line of sight — the measurement conditions are not fully represented by the forward
model presented so far. The additional detected radiation leads to an overestimation of the
tile surface temperature [Siel4, ch. 2]. This is interpreted as a large heat influx, needed to
reach these temperatures. When the volume radiation decreases, the determined surface tem-
perature drops, leading to an underestimation of the heat load. For a strong perturbation,
only a heat out-flux — from the tile to the plasma — could explain the data. This is considered
non-physical, and an indicator for problems when using THEODOR. In the statistical ap-
proach a priors excluding negative heat loads is used. However, when one profile is inferred at
a time — the posterior truncation is described in 7.2.4 — the perturbation leads to the described
overestimation of the heat influx. Preventing the tile surface from losing heat, the result are
several consecutive profiles with zero heat influx. The perturbation to the heat distribution
in the tile is actually larger in this case.

Neither of these scenarios is desirable. An alternative is to infer more than one profile at
a time, so that further data limit the overestimation. In addition another likelihood with
a heavy tail for the overestimation can be used. While this solution is reasonable from a
probabilistic point of view, it still has to be considered incomplete.

A simpler solution would be to ignore the corrupted data and to ask for a simple measure
like the mean influx during the affected time period. However, this would require a reliable
detection of data corruption by volume radiation, which is not available so far. A second
viewing angle with a synchronised camera would allow to detect a disagreement, but this is
not available.

The current solution with THEODOR is to see negative heat loads in the model as clear
indication for data corruption. Subsequently the negative heat loads together with the heat
load profiles before and after are ignored. However, this only works for strong perturbations
and relies on the experience of the analysing person.

A better solution is to use spectroscopic methods, to identify other contributions like Bremsstrahlung.
A 2D detector can be turned into a spectrometer with one orientation of the detector repres-
enting the wavelength and the second orientation representing the line of sight angle along a

plane:
Ui, y;) = 7(0i, ) (3.13)

This setup can be used to measure along the poloidal orientation on the target element with
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3. Infrared Thermography

spectral resolution. This allows to separate black-body radiation from volume radiation, as
was shown in [Nem17].

The new model for the photon flux is then
Iget (T87 T, ne) = I‘Planck(Ts) + I'Brems (Te, ne) (3.14)

with three unknowns. The plasma electron temperature T, and plasma electron density n.
are additional parameters. Other diagnostics could be used for additional input, or this
measurement can be used to obtain a distribution which can be used for further evaluation.
By concluding this thesis, the diagnostics will still not be fully completed and therefore no

experimental data are yet to be presented.
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4. Forward model

As introduced in chapter 2 inference relies on the mapping from surface heat flux to the
observed quantity, known as forward modelling. In this chapter considerations about the

forward model are made, regarding the solver for the heat diffusion equation (HDE).

4.1. Splitting of the heat load time trace

The time trace of data for one completed experiment can be treated as one data-set, with
the entire time trace of heat load patterns as one quantity to infer. This however presents a
problem with millions of unknowns, which is hard to track. A separation of the time trace into
single slices of heat load patterns appears natural. Due to causality any heat source affects
the temperature distribution only after its contribution and due to the nature of the diffusion
equation any change to the temperature distribution is damped in time. As the temperature
distribution is measured at the surface with an IR system, the influence of any heat input is
best quantified directly after its arrival.

In section 7.2.4 the truncation to approximate the posterior is derived.

4.2. Analytic solution for the semi-infinite rod

The effective power flux density resolution of the system is estimated using the analytic solu-
tion for a special case of the one dimensional HDE. The special case is a for an object starting
at the origin x = 0 and extending to c0. The heat load is applied homogeneously to the
surface at « = 0. This is an approximation for finite sized objects, for times smaller than
the diffusion time to other boundaries. The result is an analytic expression for the surface

temperature, i.e. T'(z = 0), evolving in time t:

_ 2
VT

given as constant parameters: the initial temperature Ty, a surface heat flux density ¢, and

T(t) = —= V7YX 7y K] (41)

the material properties diffusivity xy and conductivity k. The heat equation was treated
analytically by Fourier, using sinusoidal basis functions, leading to the famous Fourier Series.
The original work Theorie Analytique de la Chaleur (The Analytical Theory of Heat) from
1878 is also available in English translation [Fou09].
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The temperature increase in time is accordingly

ﬁ \/7rtq K

The surface initially reacts fast to incoming heat flux — or a change of it in time — which is

or__1 X K/s| (4.2)

notoriously difficult to capture in a spatially and temporally discrete system.

Equation (4.1) connects the surface temperature to a constant heat load in time. Solving for
q we can calculate the change in heat load — be it a perturbation or uncertainty — after the

duration At and a perturbation of the surface temperature 671"

5q = \/j\}}% . MWm~2] (4.3)
The precise material properties [Tol17] depend on the alloy used and the temperature. For
pure tungsten the heat conductivity is about x ~ 180 W/mK (130 W/mK) at T = 300K
(800K). The mass density is about p ~ 19kgm™3 in the range (300 — 800) K. The heat
capacity is about ¢, ~ 24 J/mol K (27 J/mol K) at 300 K (800 K). The resulting diffusivity for
tungsten is about y = AN 5.7-107°m?s7 !,

PCp

For this estimate the values k = 150 W/Km and x = 6-107°m?s~! are used together with a
time step of At = 1 ms — typical for the IR system at AUG — in equation 4.3:

6T
g1 1 MW m™2 . (4.4)

So for an effective temperature uncertainty of 25 mK from the infrared (IR) system, as achieved
under ideal conditions, the expected uncertainty in heat load is 25 kW m~2. This resolution

limit is confirmed by analysing synthetic data in section 8.1.

4.3. THEODOR code

THEODOR is a software tool commonly used at ASDEX Upgrade and other plasma experi-
ments like JET or TCV. The abbreviation stands for THermal Energy Onto DivertOR and
expresses the quantity of interest: the heat impinging on divertor elements. This tool was
already used in 1994 for thermography data [Her+95] and has been developed since. For the
discrete solver for the heat diffusion equation 2.16 only the explicate FEuler scheme for the
finite difference system was initially computationally affordable. Today an implicit scheme
can solve the 2D system in about 1 ms on a single CPU core. This section will outline available

options, compare them and argue why the implicit method is used for this thesis.
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4.3.1. Finite difference formulation

THEODOR solves the 2D HDE in the divertor tile corresponding to the heat transport into the
depth as well as perpendicular to the surface!. This is done using finite differences [Pre+07].
The temperature is substituted by the heat potential u, see section 2.1 for details, resulting

in the semi-linear partial differential equation (PDE)

— =xVu (4.5)
with the diffusivity x. The heat flux is expressed as

qg=—Au. (4.6)

As a first step the spatial derivative is expressed via finite differences, turning the PDE into a
system of ordinary differential equations. For these equations a numerical integration scheme
is employed. The distance from cell ¢ with size h; to the adjacent cell centres is given by

average cell size

A, = % 7 (4.7)
A_ = % . (4.8)

To ensure energy conservation the discrete system is at first formulated in terms of the heat

flows at the left and right cell boundaries:

q9- = - A (4.9)

Ui4+1 — Uy
_ 4.1
q+ N ( 0)
leading to

du; q- — g+

—_— =i . 4.11

a N (4.11)

The ratio g/h represents the rate of change of the heat potential due to the change in the
internal energy. By the conservation considerations the weights are already prescribed and
only the distance of the cells is to be chosen.

The second step is to approximate the rate of change with the finite difference:

. ] J
i1 T U W u;

J o
Ui
bt — ok Ay A_

(4.12)

L As result of this thesis the 3D solver is now available.

o1



4. Forward model

On the right hand side the time index is denoted with j for now. Choosing j = k leads to an

explicit formulation, j = k£ + 1 to an implicit formulation.
XiAt

i

The three components x, At and h; are typically denoted as one factor and can be

combined with the discrete distances:

XiAt

A N (4.13)
Xz'At

T+ = hil s . (4.14)

For a general grid this leads to an equation with two resolution dependent coefficients used

in conjunction with three field values for one update:
ktl k= od . (. Jo. 4.15
Uy U; = U (V= +7+) Wi V=T U Y+ ) s (4.15)

In the following the explicit and implicit solving schemes are presented for two boundary
conditions: the Neumann and the Dirichlet boundary condition (bc). The Neumann bc is
defined with a fixed value for u. The Dirichlet boundary condition is described by the gradient

of u, which is proportional to the heat flux according to (4.6).

Explicit finite difference scheme - Forward Euler

To obtain the explicit expression from (4.15), the quantities at time index k + 1 are solely

expressed by the known parameters at time step k [Pre4+07]. Setting j = k in (4.15) we find

utt =l (e + 1) - (Uffl e+ Uy "Y+> (4.16)

where the single u¥ was brought from the left to the right hand side to separate the known
and unknown quantities.
The Neumann boundary condition (bc) for the given boundary value u; pc for the cell i = 1

— typically at a domain boundary — reduces the equation to
u'f“ = U1,BC - (4.17)

The Dirichlet be for the gradient to the left at index ¢ in equation (4.16) yields the expression

At
uF T = b oy (b — ) + gse - (4.18)
7
At
:uf(l—’y+)—|—uf+1"y++QBC'? . (4.19)
(2

Stability analysis shows [CFL28|, that the discrete step sizes in time and space cannot be

chosen arbitrarily. The explicit solver is only stable for a Courant-Friedrich-Lewey (CFL)
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number below a stable limit Ci.x. For the diffusion equation discretised above we find

At
<05. (4.20)

©= a2

With the sample interval of the diagnostic as At the spatial resolution is limited to

Ay = \/2 * Xmax * Atmaux‘ . (4.21)

For a non-constant diffusivity and time step, the maximal values are relevant. In case of a
temperature dependent diffusivity and variations of the sample rate this limits the resolution
capabilities for other local CFL numbers. In higher dimensions the effective CFL value is the
sum of the CFL values along the main axes. This lowers the stable spatial resolution for the

explicit scheme in higher dimensions compared to this 1D derivation.

Implicit finite difference scheme - Backward Euler

An alternative to the explicit formulation shown above is to express the rate of change — r.h.s.
in (4.15) — in terms of the target time index j = k + 1, [Pre+07]. The result is a linear
system, which has to be inverted. Thus, this method can be significantly more computation-
ally expensive, depending on the geometry and dimension of the problem. However, in one
dimension the system is tridiagonal, for which efficient solvers exist.

For the Neumann boundary condition two options are viable. The first is to include the
boundary in the tridiagonal system via a pseudo-cell outside the computational domain. The
second is to use an explicit integration step, increasing the heat potential of the boundary cell
according to the heat influx at the outer interface.

By adding another entry in the solver for ¢ = 0, we obtain the linear system

ulg 1—~_ Yo —v- 0 0 0 ugﬂ
uf - L1+t s 0 e 0 upt!
k k+1
U 0 —y— 1+vyc+ - 0 0 U
L= ) , ,% _ , 1% |, withm+1
0 . .. .. .. : :
uk 0 0 00— 149 —74 uhi!)
u’f\/f 0 0 . 0 —y—  14+9- u’f\jl
elements. By using some linear algebra — subtracting the second line from the first — we find
uf — uk 1 ~1 0 0 . 0 uf ™t — it
ulf —y— 1+ 4+ —V+ 0 . 0 u]fH
ub 0 . 14yc+ —4 0 0 ub !
: 0 . ) . f
u’f\/[_l 0 0 —v- l+v =74 uﬁj[_ll
uﬂ 0 0 e 0 —y- 1+ u]f\jl

The boundary condition is included via uf — u¥ = gpc - A_.
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For including the heat explicitly in the first layer we find

At k
ulf+ch— 1+ v+ —V+ 0 0 u1+1/2
h1 k+1/2

uk —v_ 1+v+ —7+ 0 0 Ug
' ' Ft1)2
" 0 0 - 14y -7 ub
M—1 k+1/2

ul]cw 0 . 0 —v— 14+~ Uy,

which is actually equivalent to including the boundary condition via an additional entry.
However, the explicit implantation of heat in the surface layer allows to keep the structure of
the solver with M elements, independent of the type of boundary condition.

The Dirichlet boundary condition is as simply included as for the explicit scheme, (4.17).

4.3.2. Crank-Nicolson

The Crank-Nicolson (CN) method [CN96] mixes the explicit and implicit solving schemes
[Pre4+07, sec. 20.2]. A solving step in time for step width At is split into a half-step At/2
with the explicit solver, followed by another half-step with the implicit solver. The resulting
CN-scheme which is stable, but not a-stable. Oscillations can occur, but are damped in time.
Such oscillations can occur from jumps in the boundary condition. One CN step step in time
is as costly as one explicit plus one implicit solving step. A benefit is that CN is a second-order
method in time [Pre4+07, p. 1038], so the accuracy in time increases with At¢2, in contrast to

the linear scaling for the explicit and linear scheme.

4.3.3. Solver comparison

The different solving schemes — explicit, implicit and Crank-Nicolson (CN) — give different
results for the same boundary conditions. To illustrate this, all three are compared for different
CFL numbers in a one-dimensional test cast. The analytic equation (4.1) is used to obtain the
reference temperature for a material with constant heat conductivity and diffusivity, to which
a heat flux density of 1 MW m~? is applied. The surface temperature is evaluated in steps of
1ms, corresponding to 1kHz sample rate. This corresponds to an ideal surface temperature
measurement, which is then used as input for THEODOR. Figure 4.1 shows the heat load
obtained from the three methods, for a range of CFL numbers. On the left the explicit scheme,
which takes four iterations to reach 95% of the reference heat load with the ideal CFL= 0.5.
For CFL= 0.25 it takes 9 iterations to reach 95%. The degree to which the gradient and
the surface in the tile can be resolved, is limited by the spatial discretisation. This is further
discussed in the next section.

In the middle figure are the results for the Crank-Nicolson (CN) method are shown. At the
beginning of the test the boundary condition changes from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 1 MW m™2, resulting

in oscillations for CFL> 1. This second order method in time improves the results in this
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specific problem only for low CFL numbers.
In the right figure the results of the implicit solver are shown. For CFL= 3 the reference is

reached basically instantaneously, with an overshoot for higher spatial resolutions. This is not
to be confused with the oscillations appearing for the explicit or CN method. Reason is the

method at hand of setting the target surface temperature as boundary condition, with which

the HDE is then solved.

Explicit Crank-Nicolson Implicit
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Figure 4.1.: Comparison of the explicit (left) Crank-Nicolson (middle) and implicit (right)
solvers schemes for a set of CFL numbers. The reference of 1 MW m~2 is marked
as black line. The three-layer evaluation method is used for all schemes.

Conclusions on the solving schemes

The implicit solver is considered best for the problem at hand, while the Crank-Nicolson
scheme can be preferable in other situations, where higher precision is desired and boundary

conditions are well behaved. For more complex geometries finite element or finite volume

methods are suggested.

Extension to higher dimensions

Using operator splitting [Pre+07, sec. 20.3.2] the implicit solving scheme is extended efficiently
to two or three dimensions. The spatial differential operator is split and solved for sequentially.
The computation time of the underlying Thomas-algorithm scales linear with the number of
elements IV in the discrete system. The operator splitting leads for k£ dimensions to k sequential
solver steps for all elements. Overall the computation time scales with O(N - k). However,
the precision of the classic THEODOR suffers from this splitting.

Solving the HDE in 3D increases the problems inherent in the classic 2D THEODOR, which

will be discussed in the next section. The use of a statistical analysis is suggested to circumvent
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this problem. An example for this using the 2D adaptive kernel (AK) model is given in chapter
10.

Mixing solving schemes

For the introduced operator splitting method, the spatial second derivative operator is split
into the second derivatives for different orientations. It is possible to choose different solving
schemes for different orientations, depending on what the best scheme is for the given case.
E.g. a pure implicit solver for orientations with high resolution, being unconditionally stable,
and the Crank-Nicolson scheme for orientations, for which the CFL condition is fulfilled.

Throughout this thesis only the implicit method is used.

4.3.4. Deducing surface quantities
Obtaining the heat flux given the heat potential field

The heat flux density g from the surface into the tile can be determined using the heat potential
gradient in the tile. In the most simple case this is done using the two top-most values from

the surface at yg and the first layer below at y;, at lateral position z; :

u(z;, yo) — u(wi, y1)
Y1 — Yo

q(zi) ~ (4.22)
A more robust method is to use the first derivative including the first three layers with dis-

tances di = x1 — xo9 and do = x9 — x0:

d% d%
u(zo) - < — 2) + u(xy) - -5 u(ze)
1 1 . 4.23

2 d

qxi) ~

This method corrects for the curvature of the profile and allows a more precise heat load
determination. However, diffusion perpendicular to the surface distorts the depths profile.
This three-layer method is used in the evaluations of figure 4.1. Applying the simple two-layer
method leads to figure 4.2. Even for high CFL numbers in the implicit solver, the reference

heat load cannot reliably be reproduced.

Obtaining the surface temperature given the heat potential field

For the forward modelling not the deduced heat load, but the precision of the modelled surface
temperature for a given surface heat load is relevant. Similar to the test before, a material
with constant parameters is used and a heat load of 1 MW m~2 is applied. Reference is the

same analytic surface temperature trace as before.
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Figure 4.2.: Comparison of the explicit (left) Crank-Nicolson (middle) and implicit (right)
solvers schemes for a set of CFL numbers. The reference of 1 MW m~2 is marked
as black line. The two-layer evaluation method is used for all schemes.

The easiest way to determine the surface temperature — which enters the likelihood in the stat-
istical evaluation — is to interpret the value in the top layer of the grid as surface temperature.
However, the finite discretisation results in spatial averaged values for the temperature. As a
temperature gradient is to be expected, unless there is no heat exchange at the boundary, this
leads to an underestimation of the surface temperature for impinging heat. This is illustrated
in figure 4.3(a), with the discrete levels determined as mean of the continuous function in the
corresponding interval. The blue solid line shows the continuous scalar field, the red, dashed

line the discrete representation. Basis is an artificial profile defined as
T(y) = exp(y/0.25 mm) . (4.24)

An alternative is to extrapolate from the cell centre of the surface cell to the actual surface
position, using gradient information. Similarly to equations (4.22) and (4.23) this gradient
can be determined from the discrete gradient into the tile.

An improvement in case of the heat flux density given as boundary condition is to use the
corresponding gradient for the extrapolation. This is illustrated in figure 4.3(b). The abscissa
represents the distance to the surface — denoted y. The ordinate represents the temperature
— or analogous heat potential. Starting at the centre of the top layer and extrapolating with
the known gradient yields the dotted, green line denoted extrap. from g. The black, solid line
is an extrapolation from the two top most-layers. The yellow, dash-dotted line is the mean of
the two extrapolation methods.

The extrapolation relies on the first layer being thin enough, to justify the assumption of a

constant diffusivity and conductivity as well as a constant gradient.
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(a) Temperature profile over four decay lengths of  (b) Close up of the left figure, showing three ex-
the exponential and five discrete layers. trapolation options: from boundary condition
(q), from finite difference (FD) and combined.

Figure 4.3.: Example for a temperature (or analogous heat potential) distribution from the
surface at y = 0 into the depth of the tile. The cyan, solid line shows the
continuous function. The discrete approximation is shown as red, dashed line.
a) shows on overview of the function over five decay lengths of the exponential.
b) shows the interval close to y = 0 with three extrapolation schemes.

The best result in this test case is obtained by averaging the finite difference gradient and the
boundary condition to extrapolate from the top cell value to the surface. This however works
only for constant heat loads in between samples and evaluation of the final state. Ideally the
discretisation is sufficiently fine to resolve the surface temperature within the measurement
uncertainty. Only the implicit solver allows a sufficiently fine grid at the surface without
spurious oscillations, so that no extrapolation techniques have to be used.

Figure 4.4 shows a comparison for the inferred surface temperature from the implicit solver
using 10 sub-steps with CFL=1 (left), CFL=100 (middle, a tenth of the layer thickness) and
CFL=10000 (right, a hundredth of the layer thickness). With increasing resolution the results
for all methods improve and converge. The implicit method without extrapolation is therefore
suggested and used in this thesis.

The depths resolution does not have to be chosen uniform, as with increasing distance to the
surface the heat potential distribution is smoothed by the diffusion operator. The best choice
of the discretisation depends on the tile dimensions and sample rate. However, a good rule of
thumb — based on a numerical study optimising RMS of the temperature deviation — suggests

an exponential increase in the layer thickness with an exponent of 1.05 - ¢ for the i’th layer.
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Figure 4.4.: Comparison of deduced surface temperature with increasing CFL number. Im-

plicit solver with 10 times oversampling. CFL= 1 (left), CFL= 100 (middle),
CFL= 10000 (right).

4.4. THEODOR from a Bayesian point of view

From a statistical perspective, THEODOR delivers the wrong answer to the question about
the surface heat flux density. However, given some conditions and knowing about when it fails,

the use of this tool can be justified for a fast analysis, when needed. This section compares
the classic and the Bayesian THEODOR.

4.4.1. What heat flux is obtained?

THEODOR uses a time trace of temperature profiles as input and returns a time trace of heat
flux densities. The relevant question of the user usually is:

What is the heat flux distribution impinging on the surface of the tile, given observations
about the surface temperature?

The result obtained from THEODOR answers a different question: what is the distribution
of the diffusive heat transport perpendicular from the surface of the tile into the bulk of the
tile, given a new temperature profile on the surface as a boundary condition?

The difference is, that the heat flux obtained from THEODOR contains a low-pass filter,
intrinsic to the sequence of steps: the boundary condition is set, the HDE is solved and then
from the first two or three layers the gradient is determined, which is proportional to the heat
flux density.

When using inference and forward modelling, the heat flux onto the tile actually is the bound-

ary condition and matching the model result to the measurement is the goal.
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4.4.2. Which information is used and how?

1) Which information is available?

The IR system integrates a photon flux from the tile surface in time. This can be trans-
lated into a surface temperature using Planck’s law. This is however only valid, when the
temperature is constant during the integration of the system. Otherwise the photon flux is
averaged, leading to a sort of mean temperature, depending on the functional dependence
between photon flux and temperature. A normal distributed uncertainty in the photon flux
does not in general translate to a normal distributed uncertainty in the temperature. In ad-
dition, when the sample rate or integration time chances, it is not trivial to say, when the
deduced temperature should be used as boundary condition.

2) How is the information used?

THEODOR uses the mentioned evaluated temperature as input, and uses it as boundary
condition at the surface of the tile. The temperature is assumed to represent the temperature
at a specific point in time and the heat flux is interpreted as constant between samples. A
change in sample rate or integration time, significant temperature changes during integration
and non-constant heat loads cannot be addressed. Using temporal oversampling is also not
trivial, as assumptions about the time evolution of the boundary conditions have to be made.
THEODOR sets the determined temperature as boundary condition on the surface. Based
on this boundary condition the HDE is solved. However, the obtained signal actually is the
result of heat impinging onto the tile and heat diffusion in the tile. In short: the diffusion
operator is applied twice.

Starting at a tile in thermal equilibrium — with a constant temperature distribution - a delta
peak in the heat flux in time and space will result in a Gaussian temperature profile on the
surface, with the width corresponding to the diffusion time and coefficient. The initial delta-
peak in the surface temperature cannot be observed with a finite integration time. THEODOR
uses this broadened temperature profile as boundary condition for solving the HDE, which
introduces further broadening. From the resulting temperature field in the tile the heat flux
is deduced. This leads to artificial broadening.

For the forward modelling the characteristic of the diagnostic is taken into account, and the
measurement process can be modelled properly. The model output is an integration of the
photon flux from the surface and captures any non-linearity. When the heat load cannot be
assumed constant between samples, this can be modelled. In short: as long as the system can
be described accurately, there are no limitations as for the classic interpretation.

In the statistical approach the heat flux profile best describing the data is inferred. Ambiguities
due to the smoothing property of the diffusion operator are resolved by regularisation, as far
as necessary. If the data quality allows to infer the before mentioned delta-peak, it is resolved.
In addition, uncertainties can be quantified.

3) Can the classic THEODOR be used anyway?
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The criticism about the wrong interpretation of the deduced temperature can be overcome
by using systems with integration times short compared to the time interval between samples
and also short enough to justify t he constant temperature assumption. However, reducing
the integration time reduces the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Not using a variable integration
time in order to optimise the SNR is an additional detrimental consequence.

The criticism regarding the double application of the diffusion operator becomes more im-
portant, as the ratio of the spatial resolution to the sample rate increases. For sufficient
sample rates 1/At the perpendicular diffusion length xp is negligible compared to the spatial

resolution Az of the measurement system:

rp =/ XAt » Az (4.25)

For usual values of the diffusivity of y ~ 6-10°m?s~!

1kHz sample rate (At = 1-1072s) the diffusion length is

— see section 4.2 — for tungsten at

TpAUG = VX - At ~ 0.245mm . (4.26)

At ASDEX Upgrade the current system has a spatial resolution of about 0.7 mm, which is
about three times the diffusion length. The diffusion length decreases with the square root of
the sample rate. For 10kHz it is about 0.07 mm, for 50 Hz it is 1 mm.

When the explicit method is stable, the spatial resolution is less than the diffusive broadening
between two samples. Using faster systems or lower resolutions mitigates this detrimental
effect.

4.4.3. Conclusions

The classic approach, using measured data as boundary condition, delivers a fast estimation
of the surface heat flux, but is logically different from solving the inverse problem at hand.
To quantify short events as well as features on the level of the SNR inference is necessary to

obtain the actual heat load profile to the surface with an uncertainty estimation.

4.4.4. Lateral discretisation

Another topic is the lateral discretisation and its effect on the measurement. Typical IR
systems have spatial resolutions and sample times which are stable with regard to the CFL
condition, section 4.3.1. This surface resolution is a reasonable choice for the lateral discretisa-
tion. However, for thermography the gradient in the surface temperature has to be considered.
A strong gradient together with the non-linearity of Planck’s law leads to a systematic over-
estimation of the mean temperature within a cell. For the presented work, the IR camera
resolution is sufficient to keep this error within the bounds of the measurement uncertainty.

In this regard the tools are equivalent at the moment, while only forward modelling allows a
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higher spatial resolution if the approximation of constant temperature observed by one camera

pixel does not hold.

4.5. Toroidal heat transport

In general the 2D surface heat flux distribution has to be taken into account. For tokamaks
the assumption of toroidal symmetry — for the plasma and the tile it is in contact — can break

for various reasons:

e Polygon shaped tile: The target tiles are often planar and therefore form a polygon
structure along the toroidal axis. Therefore the angle between the magnetic field and

the tile is a function of the toroidal position.

e Mounting uncertainties: the orientation of the tiles inhibits uncertainties in mounting
and due to movement during operation. Thermomechanical stress can lead to curvature
of the surface [JHG14].

e Shallow angles: The incidence angle is typically on the order of ~ 3 degree, due to the
much stronger toroidal than poloidal field, especially near the X-point and therefore
divertor target. This results in a high sensitivity of the projected heat flux on the

incidence angle.

e Shadowing: not the entire surface receives heat loads, due to the toroidally wetted
fraction — area receiving heat load over total surface area — is smaller than one [Rap+10].

A part of the tile is shadowed by its neighbouring tile to prevent damage on the edges.

In addition, other plasma experiments like Stellarators or linear devices show no exploitable
symmetry. Numerical tools for the general 2D case exist [Kan+16], but only use a deterministic
calculation like THEODOR.

4.6. Other tools

The problems of inferring surface heat loads discussed in this section do not only hold for
THEODOR, but also other numerical tools. E.g. the Augmented Lagrangian Implicit Con-
straint Inverse Analysis tool ALICIA [Igl+17], which uses an iterative scheme to determine
the given surface temperature as close as possible. The allowed temperature mismatch is a
manually chosen value and the result does not necessarily reflect the true incoming heat-load.
From the cited paper: "The augmented Lagrangian scheme detailed in [...] adds a loop to
the numerical procedure reducing the temperature difference until it is very small, AT < e.
This imposes the constraint without modifying the power balance, therefore increasing the

accuracy.” The last sentence focuses on numerical accuracy, which is only part of the story.
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For some studies [Igl+18] "ALICIA applies augmented Lagrangian and implicit integration
schemes to bound the error to 5 °C on the surface of the lamella.” This can be seen as
a flat probability distribution for the likelihood, where the widths is not connected to the
uncertainty of the observation.

Dedicating more numerical resources to solving the PDE can be viable for some studies, e.g.
regarding thermomechanical stress or erosion, but will not lead to a good answer for the
inverse problem. ANSYS is another well known tool for FEM analysis, but suffers from
the same drawbacks when using measured — therefore uncertain — values as exact boundary
condition.

The typical numerical error of the presented implicit solver with 10 sub-steps in time and
the refined grid near the surface is on the order of 1 mK for fluctuations of 1 MW m~2. Even
for the highest resolved discharges at AUG with 25 mK uncertainty this error is considered
negligible. The solving scheme should be chosen with the data quality in mind.
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Given a model for the quantity of interest and the forward model, introduced in chapters 6
and 4, the aim is to obtain information from data. For this the parameter space is investigated
and for practical applications a best solution is to be found. A typical method is optimisation,
looking for the maximum a posterior (MAP) solution — the parameter set with the highest
probability density. A second order expansion in negative log-space around the MAP point
corresponds to a Gaussian approximation of the posterior, with its standard deviation as a
quantifier for the uncertainty of the solution.

For non-Gaussian and especially multi-modal distributions the MAP solution can be meaning-
less, in which case the posterior distribution needs to be explored otherwise, e.g. using Monte
Carlo methods. The trace of a Markov Chain can be used to inspect marginal distributions
of the parameters, to reveal multi-modality and decide which parameters are best for the

question asked.

5.1. Monte Carlo

5.1.1. Metropolis Hastings Monte Carlo

The probably most used numerical integration method for distributions in 5 or more dimen-
sions is Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) [J G11]. One of its drawbacks is that the
underlying random walk is not efficient in high dimensions. The correlation between sub-
sequent points tends to be significant, so that many function evaluation are needed. Also
fine tuning of the step width is not trivial, but affects the efficiency of the method via the
resulting acceptance rate — the relative amount of accepted steps [J G11]. A usual value for
high dimensional problems is an acceptance rate of ~ 0.25 [Béd08]. Though there are more
advanced variants to improve its performance, the simplicity of the standard implementation

allows for reliable exploration to check the results of other methods.

5.1.2. Hamiltonian MC

An alternative way to perform MC integration is to view the model parameters as position
of a particle in a potential [Nea93]. The potential itself is the posterior evaluated for those
parameters. To traverse the parameter space a momentum component for every parameter

is introduced [BS11]. At the beginning of each trajectory the velocity distribution is drawn
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randomly from a suited distribution. Several steps are made to traverse the Hamiltonian space
and obtain a new sample.

To obtain meaningful samples the integrator has to be time-reversible and preserve phase
volume, [Bet+17; Bar+18], which is achieved using a symplectic integrator.

Beneficial is that instead of a random walk, like in MCMC, the exploration in phase space
naturally incorporates gradient information, to direct the exploration. A number of steps
along a trajectory on the surface of constant energy allows to move further than the same

number of random walk steps.

Selecting the integration time step

The rejection of samples is only necessary in Hamiltonian MC because the discrete numerical
integration does not follow the analytic trajectory exactly. Therefore the step width € is
chosen in order to make as large steps as possible, in order to traverse the function quickly,
while keeping the error low.

One way to select € is to make an ad hoc estimation, based on a few random momentum
vectors. By using those vectors for a set of few integration steps — say 1 and 2 — the change
in the Hamiltonian AH can be determined. The acceptance rate is min(1, H;+1/H;). Instead
of drawing a sample and applying the Metropolis algorithm, the ratio of the Hamiltonian can
be used directly as measure for the acceptance probability.

The general relationship between step size € and solver precision (deviation AH) can be

described by a power low with exponent (3
AHocé? . (5.1)

A set of random initial momentum vectors is used to determine the average AH for a value
of e. Iterative methods can be used to adept € until the error AH is in a reasonable range.
The warm up is started with this educated guess for e.

This method can be extended — by comparing AH for different values of € — to determine the

effective power
B =In(AHiw1/AH;) /(e1/€0) (5.2)

given the used solving scheme and geometry of the problem.

Any adaption of the step width is only used during the initial warm-up phase.

5.1.3. Implementation details

For both MC schemes the hard parameter limits — forming a hyperrectangle in parameter
space — are treated as reflective boundaries. While this keeps detailed balance intact, the

number of rejected (in this sense obviously lost) samples is reduced. For the Hamiltonian
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implementation, the preservation of the volume of the phase space can be shown [MD15] also

for deflection from finite steps in the potential field.

5.2. Optimisation

For production work optimisation routines from NAG [NAG16] are used, searching for the
mode of the posterior distribution. The C++ code uses the adept library [Hogl4] to efficiently

determine the Jacobian of the posterior with respect to all input parameters.

For this thesis the NAG methods e04kbc and e04wdc were both used and compared. They find
the mode with a similar number of function and gradient evaluations with similar reliability.
For high-dimensional problems — more than 500 parameters — the kbc function — using a quasi-
Newton method — is found to require less memory. The wdc function proved more resilient

against local minima.

5.3. Automatic differentiation

For optimisation as well as integration with Hamiltonian Monte Carlo gradient information is
valuable. More specifically one may use the gradient of the posterior with respect to the input
parameters. The most simple option is to use finite difference, which requires at least one
additional function call per parameter. An alternative is to use the chain rule on the known
derivatives of algebraic operations, to construct the analytic derivative. While the gradients
can be implemented manually for many models, this becomes a tedious task, as the models
become more complex. Also it increases the amount of necessary testing and maintaining,

while reducing the reliability of code.

An alternative is given by automatic differentiation, which is available for C++ and other
languages. By using a suitable library and marking the variables of interest, the compiler
constructs the derivatives, respecting conditionals and branches in the code. After a forward
evaluation — propagating the input parameters until the result is found — the library can
perform the backtracking and returns the gradients as a vector or an array. Finding the
Jacobian takes about 3-10 times the computation time of the simple function call. However,
for many parameters the evaluation is faster, with the additional benefit of more precise
derivatives. Also, no finite step width like for finite difference method, has to be chosen to

find an optimum between numerical cutoff and approximation of the slope.

A drawback is the increased memory consumption, as most libraries create what is called a

tape to store the path from input variables to the cost function.

In this project the library adept for C++ is used [Hogl4].
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5.4. Matrix determinant algorithms

In this section two schemes for determining the determinant of a matrix are presented. Namely
the singular value decomposition (SVD) and the stochastic trace estimation (STE). An applic-
ation is to evaluate the integral of a distribution, when using the saddle point approximation
[LDT14, p. 352]. This will be used for the adaptive kernel (AK) model, see section 6.1.2.

5.4.1. Singular value decomposition (SVD)

The integral of a Gaussian distribution can be expressed in terms of the determinant of the
representing Hessian matrix, which is equivalent to the product of the Hessians eigenvalues.
However, for numerical reasons it is beneficial to use the singular value decomposition (SVD)
instead. Typically the algorithms are faster and less sensitive to (close-to) degenerated eigen-

values.

Let X denote a real valued M x N matrix with M > N with rank » < N. The condition
M = N is without loss of generality, as otherwise the transpose of the matrix can be considered.

The SVD is expressed in terms of three matrices:
X =UsvT, (5.3)

U is an M x M matrix, storing the left singular vectors column wise. The N x N Matrix V7
keeps the right singular vectors row wise. The N x M matrix S keeps the singular values on

the diagonal, while all other elements are zero.

For a square, symmetric matrix, the SVD is equivalent to the eigenvalue decomposition. For
a square, but not symmetric matrix the singular values correspond to the eigenvalues of the

squared matrix X7 X.

The singular values are of interest in this work because the determinant of a square N x N

matrix A is equivalent to the product of all its eigenvalues \;:

det(A) =] [ - (5.4)

i=1
The SVD is a reliable method to obtain this value, especially when a lower threshold to
vanishing eigenvalues is desired. With it the logarithm of the determinant is obtained by the

sum
N

In(det(A)) = Y In(\) . (5.5)

i=1
The logarithm of the determinant is of interest, as numerical exploration tools for the posterior

work on the negative logarithm of the probability.
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5.4.2. Stochastic trace estimation (STE)

An alternative to the SVD is the stochastic trace estimation (STE), which is used to find
an estimation of the logarithm of the determinant (log-det). This is beneficial as the cost of
the SVD increases with about N3 and the memory demand also increases strongly with NV,

especially when automatic differentiation is used.

The background is, that the log-det can be expressed as the trace of the matrix logarithm
In(det(A)) = tr(In(A)) . (5.6)

Typically the matrix-logarithm is not a trivial quantity to obtain, but it can be approximated.

Using Chebyshev polynomials Ty, up to degree n we find

n

In(A) ~ ) cxT() (5.7)
k=0

with coefficients ¢, weighting the k’th polynomial T.

In order to estimate the trace, a set of vectors ¥; is sampled from a distribution such that the
expectation value is

E(0TM7) = tr(M) . (5.8)

An example is a element-wise normal distribution with E(#;) = 0, E(¢?) = 1. Alternatives
are the Hutchinson estimator [Hut90] with elements having a 50/50 chance to be +1 or —1,

or mutually unbiased bases [Fit+18] inspired from quantum mechanics.

An estimate of the trace is then obtained via applying m such vectors 7):

D eI (5.10)

An introduction and examples can be found in [Han+16].

Probabilistic methods to obtain the log-det are available, e.g. Skilling [Ski89b] and Fitzsimons
[Fit+17], giving access to an uncertainty estimation. In these probabilistic cases obtaining
the eigenvalues is seen as inverse problem searching for p(A). However, for an optimisation
depending on the log-det, the direct approach does work. A benefit of this direct STE com-
pared to iterative schemes like in [Ski89b; Fit+17] or Conjugate Gradient methods like [Ski09]

is that the method produces a smooth output.
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5.5. Considerations regarding probability densities

Two examples are used to show how the choice of the parameterisation affects the MAP result
and why multimodality is a problem for the MAP approach. More examples in more details
can be found in statistics books like [Jay03; LDT14].

Parameter transformation

One difficulty is, that the probability density considered for the MAP depends on the chosen
scale for a parameter. The mode can shift due to parameter transformations, while the median
is conserved for a proper transform. Figure 5.1 A) shows a normal distribution — N(0,1) on

linear scale in . Changing to logarithmic scale y:
fiR—>R" 2 f(z)=exp(x) (5.11)

with the relations of z, y and their differentials

y = exp(z) < = = In(y) (5.12)
d
dy = exp(z)dz <= dz = Zy , (5.13)

the PDF is transformed according to

Py(y) = pala) jj (5.14)
—pa(f ) - ZZ (5.15)
= p.(In(y)) - 1/y . (5.16)

These rules can be generalised to higher dimensions and ensure that the new density is nor-
malised. This, however, changes not only the shape of the PDF, but also the position of the
mode, as shown in 5.1 C). The peak of this log-normal function is analytically known to be at
p— a2, so for the original A'(0,1) it is at —1 in z-space. Note that the cumulative distribution
functions (CDF) — shown on the right hand side of the PDFs — change their shape, but the

median is translated according to the transformation: f(0) = 1.

When changing the variable, e.g. due to numerical considerations, without actually transform-
ing the pdf, the MAP position is preserved, but the PDF is not in general normalised. This
is shown in the lowest row 5.1 E) and F). The MAP position is translated as was the median

position for the proper transformation: f~1(1) = 0.
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Figure 5.1.: In the left column three probability distributions are shown: A) a normal Distri-
bution N (0, 1) in x: p,(x). C) The normal distribution from A) transformed with
y = exp(x), yielding the log-normal distribution p,(y). E) The distribution from
A) p, in y-space: py(y). The right column shows the corresponding cumulative
distributions. Note that the median position in D) is the mapped value from B):
1.000 = exp(0.000) — meaning it is preserved. The same applies to the MAP
position from A) to E), when the density is not adapted.
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Multimodality and stability

As described before, the best model parameters can be quantified via the highest posterior
density or the mode of the distribution. However, often the global maximum of the posterior
density is not a good quantifier. For multimodal distributions a higher probability density
indicates a better result for a specific parameter set. However, the generality or stability of the
solution also depends on the width or the overall weight of the mode. Similar considerations
apply to non-symmetric distributions.

Figure 5.2 A) shows a PDF composed from the sum of two normal distributions with different
weights and widths. Although the right peak has an 11% higher peak density, the left mode is
10 times wider and carries 90% of the probability weight, as seen in graph B). For many cases,
the left mode is the better choice, since it is more general in the sense, that a wider range
of parameters describes the data well. For a given perturbation this corresponds to a higher
stability of the solution. This is a core element of model selection, where different models are
compared in order to find the most simple solution — Ockham’s razor.

As in the section before, C) and D) show the PDF after the parameter transformation y =
exp(z). Applying the transformation correctly — as in C) — the MAP changes from one mode

to the other, while the median is unaffected.

Summary

Reparametrisation can effectively move the mode with respect to the initial space and change
the relative height of different modes in the new space. The median is not affected by a
proper transformation of the parameter space. For a MAP analysis, a simple replacement of
a parameter by a differently scaled one will preserve the MAP position, but will offset any
integration scheme or attempt to find the median.

In principal non-linear transforms can be used to introduce more or compensate existing modes.
Similarly to how the p-value can be manipulated, the density is subject to the measure used.

This MAP position actually is well defined, if measure theory is respected.
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A) Original Distribution p,(x) B) CDF of p,(z)
4 1.0
=
<2 505
O
med,(p,) = 0.415
01 | | L——— 0.0]

00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 1.0
C x D) x
1.0]
2,
=
> & 0.5
S S
O
med,(p,) = 1.513
01 | ‘ ‘ 0.0 |
1.0 15 2.0 2.5 1.0 15 2.0 25
E) Y F) y
4 ]
n 5 1.5
=
Elo—
2 =)
@)
S 0.5
= med,(p,) = 1.540
\ 2
01 | ‘ : = 0.0 | | |
1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 1.0 15 2.0 2.5
y y

Figure 5.2.: A) a multi modal test distribution. C) The distribution from A) transformed with
y = exp(x). E) The distribution from A) over the transformed space: p,(y). The
right column shows the corresponding cumulative distribution functions. Note
that the mode position from B) is moved according to the parameter transform-
ation exp(0.4) ~ 1.5, though the new CDF is not normalised. In contrast the
modes from A) are shifted in C): exp(0.8) ~ 2.2, exp(0.4) ~ 1.5.
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5.6. Performance and scaling

AKs are a powerful tool, but the number of kernels as well as the number of evaluated cells
play a major role in performance considerations. The used SVD scales typically with O(N3)
with N resembling the number of rows and columns. For the AK model introduced in section
6.1.2 N corresponds to the number of kernel. In additional there are some sparse matrix
operations used to form the precision matrix on which the SVD is applied.

For the BayTh evaluation on 1D profiles using the adaptive kernel model with the SVD the
evaluation time is about (100 — 500) ms for a profile width of about 200 pixel. The MAP is
found for random start parameters after some 1000 iterations with the optimiser, at best after
about 100 — e.g. when the preceding profile was very similar. This leads to an optimisation
time of about 10s to 5min. In addition, about 30s are spend to determine the Hessian and
from it the covariance matrix. The total average for longer sequences is about 1 min. For a
series of 1000 profiles the single-threaded program needs about 15hours. Longer sequences
can be separated with an overlap of about 20 profiles and combined, allowing for efficient
parallelisation.

With classic MCMC the number of steps depends on the correlation of the parameters. For
sequential updates, where one parameter is changed at a time as they are ordered, at least
10% sweeps are needed for a quantitative result. For 400 parameters this amounts to 4 - 106
evaluations. As the SVD is not evaluated and no gradients are used, the time for a single step
is about 5ms. This leads to about 5 hours of sampling time per time index.

With Hamiltonian Monte Carlo a step takes about 20 ms, and on average 50 are made for one
sample. At least 1000 samples are needed to explore the kernel width distribution sufficiently,
leading to a time of about 15 minutes per index. With 10* samples the exploration can be

considered converged, after 1.5 hours.
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This chapter presents models for our quantity of interest — the surface heat flux density
distribution. As discussed in chapter 5 inference on an ill-posed problem requires to formulate
a model for the quantity of interest. This model is then propagated to the measured quantity
using the forward model described in chapter 4. The first section presents the models used
in this work for a single heat flux profile. The second section discusses how those models are

used for the time dependent problem.

6.1. Representations for the quantity of interest

6.1.1. Form free model

Lets start with a simple model, from here on called form free model. A discrete profile m

along a one dimensional axis x can be described by a number of amplitudes:

In the most simple case the profile shape is not restricted and there are no correlations in
the model, therefore the term is form free. A reasonable prior for positive distributions is the
entropic prior [Ski89a], which does not introduce correlation between the amplitudes. More
details can be found in section 2.7.2. This combination will lead to a Maximum Entropy
solution.

The form free model is treated as dummy model, to show the basic difference between the
classic THEODOR and the probabilistic approach via forward modelling with the most simple
model in terms of assumptions.

Remark: this model corresponds to the adaptive kernel (AK) model, introduced in the next
section, with a set of Dirac delta kernels — or Gaussians with a fixed, very narrow standard
deviation.

Several extensions can be though of, resulting in more or less common models. By including
a penalty on the second derivative of neighbouring values, cubic splines are recovered — which
minimise the second derivative. For each of these additions, new hyperparameters are intro-
duced, for which a prior has to be specified and which has to be marginalised. For this work
the simple formulation without correlation is used, as the work horse for the data analysis is
the AK model.
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6.1.2. Adaptive kernel
Basic idea

While the form free model — introduced in the section before — has no correlation in model
space, inference approaches to ill-posed problems often rely on some mean of regularisation.
On one hand, the model function should be able to represent all features supported by the
data. On the other hand, the data often provide not enough information define all the degrees
of freedom in such a model. In these cases a correlation in model space is desirable, to prevent
over-fitting of the data. This can be achieved by treating the form free model as hidden image

h and applying a smoothing operator B to obtain a smooth model:
f=Bh (6.2)

In this case the degree of smoothing, e.g. the widths for a Gaussian filter, determines the
effective resolution of the model and should be part of the inference. In the AK approach,
the smoothing applied to each amplitude is treated as additional hyperparameter, allowing
for an adaptive choice of the resolution. The kernel widths can be uncorrelated to separate
a constant or slowly varying background from narrow spikes in the signal. If the model is
expected to continuously vary the length scale, the kernel widths can be correlated. The ideal
resolution is then obtained by the inference process. It depends on the data and the system
connecting the model space and the data space. We find a multi-resolution model, offering
a complete function space — like in the form free formulation — if the data are informative
enough. This model was also called pixon-based in [Pue96] and as AK applied for a set of one

dimensional inverse problems [FvD96; Fis02].

For a model based on splines, with a discrete number of knots, the discrete number has to
be marginalised — solving a number of sub problems. In the Bayesian sense this comparison
relies on the evidence of each model, which can be hard to obtain [Ski06]. The AK model
in contrast is defined on a continuous resolution spectrum. Benefit is that the cumbersome
work of comparing various models is not necessary. However, the kernel widths have to be

marginalised or a maximum a posterior (MAP) approach has to be employed.

Definition
The model function f(x) on a continuous domain is defined as

fw) = [aym (,)(yj’) h(y) (6.3)
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6.1. Representations for the quantity of interest

for the continuous hidden or latent image h(z) and smoothing function b(z). For our purpose,

we are interested in discrete distributions for NV kernels at positions z;:

flao) =3 B (”“"0 3 x) i (6.4

i

Maximum Entropy principles lead to a Gaussian as the smoothing function, as it is the least
informative function. This happens to be a symmetric and normalised kernel function. Other

functions can be used if the problem at hand justifies it.

For a Gaussian kernel we obtain

hi 1 Ty, — X 2
f (o) ngexp <2< by 0> > : (6.5)

For evaluation on a discrete grid — from z, to z; including zy — the contribution of the

exponential function is given by integration, yielding the error function

flao) = [ 1) =ZZ (et —ert( 72 (6.6)

The probability distribution for this discrete model f is represented by the model parameters
b and h, so that

p() = [ ¥ np(s,.m) (6.7)
= JdNbthp(f | b,h) x p(b,h) , (6.8)

with the relation
p(f | byh) =6(f —Bh)p(bh) . (6.9)

Or as posterior in Bayes’” Theorem

p(f | D) =debthp(f,b,h | D), (6.10)
=debthp(f | b,h, D) x p(b,h), (6.11)
= debthp(b,h | D) x p(b,h) x 6(f —Bh) . (6.12)
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With the likelihood

pD 1) () = [ @b hp(D. bk | 1) xplF0.1) (6.13)
:JdNbthp(D | b, by f) x p(f | bh), (6.14)
—JdNbthp(D | b,h) x p(b, h)é(f — Bh) . (6.15)

The Dirac delta ensures, that only the set of kernel widths and amplitudes which exactly match
to the model function f are weighted. However, the volume in the subspace is essentially zero,
as only a lower dimensional subset contributes. An exception is an amplitude with value
equal to zero, implying that the corresponding width does not affect the resulting f. Even
besides this trivial case the function space is overcomplete. However, the model function is
not perfectly defined, but inherits some uncertainty from the data. The exploration in A and
b, implying each set represents an unique model, is therefore meaningful in a MAP approach

or integration.

Bayesian framework

The aim of the exploration is to find the posterior probability, given by

p(d | fo 1) p(f | 1)
p(f | dyo, 1) = 6.16
ldel p(@]) (010
with the product of the likelihood p(d | f) and the prior p(f) in the numerator and the

evidence p(d) in the denominator.

The evidence is of importance when two or more models are to be compared, being an objective
measure for Ockham’s razor. For the AK model each distinct set of kernel widths can be seen
as a separate model.

The kernel widths are hyperparameters. For the MAP estimation via optimisation, they are
treated in the Gaussian approximation. When integrating via Monte Carlo methods larger
kernel widths are naturally favoured, unless the data demand details in the model via the
likelihood function. While small kernel widths allow to represent many features, larger widths
lead to correlation between neighbouring kernels. For small widths a specific set of amplitudes
describes a certain profile, while for larger widths a larger volume in the amplitude prior space
leads to similar profiles. The evidence can be interpreted as the volume of the prior in which
the likelihood is large, which favours larger kernel widths. At the same time the likelihood
sets an upper limit for the kernel widths.

As the evidence is a constant for a given model, the optimal model parameters can be found
by maximising
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The uninformative prior for a positive additive distribution (PAD) is the entropic prior [Ski89a]

1
p(h | o) = Eexp(aS) . (6.18)
with the entropy
S=ih-—m~—h~ln(hj) (6.19)
o j R

based on the default model m;. The factor Z ensures normalisation for integrals over the

entire parameter space

Z = dehp(h la,I). (6.20)

Introducing the AK as model to describe the data, the posterior is written — with f depending

on parameters h and b — as

po(f | d,o) = deh b p(f, b | d,o) | (6.21)

p(f | d,o) o dethbé(f—B x h)p(d | h,b,0)-p(h | b)-p(b) . (6.22)

Effective number of degrees of freedom (eDoF)

The degrees of freedom (DoF) are an important quantity for model comparison, as additional
DoF’s typically improve the likelihood, while not necessarily gaining more information about
the system. For the AK model, the complexity is described by the transfer matrix, mapping
the hidden image into the model space. The most simple example is a set of delta distributions
as kernel, for which B is the unit matrix, corresponding to a 1 to 1 map from hidden image
to the model function f, without smoothing. Note that B is not in general square, e.g. for
more or less kernels than cells in the model space for over- or under-sampling.

For the limit of the kernel widths being much larger than the system size
b — 0 Vi (6.23)

the effective degree of freedom (eDoF) is approach 1, because the resulting function is the sum
of constant distributions in the model space. The other limit b; — 0 represents a collection of
independent delta peaks mentioned before. The eDoF can be determined for the normalised

kernel by the eigenvalues A; of the squared transfer matrix B:

eDoF = ]ZV: A/ Ai(BT-B) . (6.24)

This value corresponds to the rank of B, which in turn is equal to the number of independent
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parameters of the model [SMO06].

MAP estimation for kernel widths

Related to this is expression is the evaluation for the posterior contribution. The principle of

Ockham’s razor is expressed by the prior volume covered by the high-likelihood area
p0 1 d.1) = [ hp(d | B D) epihb | 1) (6.25)

for which a Gaussian approximation with expansion around the maximum h
p(b | d.1) ~ p(b) - p(d | h.b) - p(h) - det™ "/ (H) (6.26)
is used. The Hessian is expressed for a linearised system by
H = B” AT diag(1/6*) AB (6.27)

for which the determinant has to be determined.

Here A corresponds to the linear system mapping the AK profile into the data space and
the diagonal matrix diag(1/0?) represents the fidelity of the single data points. For a linear
system, like an aperture with a point spread function acting on the kernel profile, A is just
the matrix representing this property of the observing system.

When using the entropic prior, an additional element appears in the Hessian. By taking the

derivative for a single amplitude h; we find

W —a-In (;) (6.28)

and

627’6(;;2 @) _ <a> (6.29)

effectively adding the diagonal elements
diag(a/h) (6.30)
to H. In this case the Gaussian approximation relies on the determinant

p(b | d, I)ocdet ™2 (BT AT diag(1/0?) AB + diag(a/ﬁ)) (6.31)

For the determination of heat fluxes, the diffusive transport in the tile has to be taken into

account. A representation mapping the heat flux vector to the resulting change of temper-
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ature the matrix T is chosen. As the diffusion length between two frames is smaller than
the separation of the camera pixels, this is a weakly banded, close to a diagonal, matrix
representing
0T
T, =——. 6.32
2y aqj ( )
In addition the sensitivity of the data to the surface temperature is expressed by the diagonal

matrix

or;
L= —.
1,0 8TZ

(6.33)

Non-negligible interactions of pixels enter this matrix as off-diagonal elements. The two
components T and I define the linearised model from the incoming heat load to the infrared
(IR) observation:

A=I1-T (6.34)

and hence
H =B’ T 17 diag(1/6*)ITB (6.35)

plus the addition from the amplitude prior. The matrix determinant is obtained as product

of the eigenvalues \; 5.4.

Note on T: depending on the tension in the tile, i.e. the temperature gradient at the surface
into the depth, zero incoming surface heat flux does not result in zero change of the surface
temperature. However, for the quantification of the uncertainty the default behaviour when
no heat impinges on the surface is not of relevance. The formulation stems from a second

order approximation around the current surface temperature.

Overall the precision matrix H tracks how the parameter representing the heat flux in the
hidden image turns to a smooth heat flux in terms MW m~2 (B), which interacts with the
tile to a change in surface temperature in units of K/MW m~2 (T), which then is observed
by the camera counting electrons proportional to the photon flux from Planck’s law in units
of counts/K (I) and finally to a dimensionless scalar by dividing by the standard deviation in

counts.

An example: the hidden image is scaled by a factor of 10°, representing a heat flux of
0.1 MW m~2. The conductivity of tungsten at a sample rate of 1 kHz corresponds to a temper-
ature change of 0.17K / 0.1 MW m~2. The camera sensitivity is about 1-10% cts K~! leading
to an overall sensitivity of the forward model of 17kets / MW m™2, or 170 counts per unit
amplitude. Together with a standard deviation of about 500 cts — corresponding to a quarter
million counts and Gaussian noise — the result is on the order of 1 in parameter space. This
result justifies the chosen scaling of the heat flux and implies the largest eigenvalues to be

around 1 as well, which is numerically favourable.
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Trace approximation

As presented in section 5.4.2 the trace of the matrix can be used to determine the logarithm
of the determinant (log-det) of a matrix. The first order expansion of the stochastic trace
estimation (STE) — the diagonal of H — can be used as simple and rough approximation to

the log-det. This is meant as a cheap way to find a good starting point for large problems.

The results can differ significantly from other approaches, especially when the kernel width is
growing. However, the high-detail areas with the lowest kernel widths are comparable, while
the largest kernel widths are above the results from optimisation using SVD or integration.
After all, it seems to be a good approximation to set the kernel width to reasonable starting

points for the more time consuming approaches shown above.

Confidence interval

For the confidence interval the derivatives of (6.5) for cell j

1 Ty — X4 2
flz;) = z@: \/QhT:bi exp (—; < 3 ]> ) (6.36)

with respect to the amplitudes h; and kernel widths b; are calculated.

The hidden image contribution to a cell is given by the transfer matrix element B;;, or

of(w;) _ 1 Llm—a\*\ _
o Varh exp 5 bi =T, . (6.37)

explicitly written

For the kernel widths the derivative is shown step wise, as two terms contain b;:

of(z;)  hy 0 |, 1 (2 —a;\°
é’bi] = ar b [bil-exp (—2< 0 J> )] (6.38)

Applying the product rule and extracting the exponential from the bracket gives us

of (; hi 1 (i —x;\° P 1(z —xj) 2
f;(bfﬂ - o (-2 (x bj”““ﬂ) ) .{_bi 24 pL. <_2(”sz;71)._@>] . (6.39)

Rearranging the terms gives the expression

W) T e
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6.1. Representations for the quantity of interest

In terms of the transfer B matrix we thus find

";(;J) =By hi- [(x 9234) ] . (6.41)

(]

The confidence interval for the spatial integral of the heat load profile

F = ff(m)dac (6.42)

can be of interest as well. For normalised kernels, taking truncation of the kernel at the
boundaries into account, this is equivalent to the integral of the hidden image respective the
sum of the kernel amplitudes. The uncertainty of F' is reduced by the anti-correlation of the
single amplitudes. Assuming fixed kernel widths and an equidistant grid — with discretisation

Ax =1 — the uncertainty is

ofi  Ofi
oh; ol

COV(hj, hk) (6.43)

op =
i7j7k

For normalised kernels this can be written as

op = Y. Cov(hj, hy) (6.44)
2

6.1.3. Extension to 2D kernel

For the case of a two dimensional model image the kernel have to be generalised from 1D
to 2D distributions. The most simple approach for any 1D distributions is to use the outer
product on two independent distributions along the two main axis. This is justified, when the
quantity of interest shows uncorrelated behaviour along these two main axis. A more general
treatment can be desirable and would include an angle between the elliptical kernel and the

image or the kernel expressed via a covariance matrix.

For this work the outer product of two Gaussian kernels is used, which allows faster compu-
tation and normalisation than a rotated kernel system. Therefore per kernel there are three
parameters: amplitude h; ;, kernel widths o ; ; and o, ; ;. In addition to these 3N}, parameters

there is a weight for the entropic prior «, for the hidden image [Ski89a].

Figure 6.1 shows an example for two perpendicular, independent normal distributions located
at different positions along their axis. For this 2D formulation the matrix expressions are

similar to the 1D case: a 10 x 10 2D system corresponds in size to a 1D system with 100 cells.
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Outer
Axis 1 Axis 2 Product

Figure 6.1.: Example for the 2D kernel function as outer product of two Gaussians.

6.1.4. Potential problems

For a system with two kernel — and two eigenvalues — with different widths, the narrower kernel
contributes most to the highest eigenvalues, as it has the strongest influence on the result. If
the two kernel widths approach and pass each other, the effective degree of freedom actually
drops, as the contribution is close to identical, and the role of the kernel width is exchanged.
This results in a jump — or at least strong change — in the gradient of 0} In(ev;)/0b;.

This is mitigated by the contribution of the entropic prior, which effectively adds positive
values to the diagonal of BT - B. These values set a lower limit to the eigenvalues obtained.
Alternatively, especially for larger systems, kernels can be thinned, when their widths are
similar and much larger than their distance. For this work this was not further investigated,
as the change of kernel corresponds to a change in parameter count, adding to the complexity
of the problem. For a sufficiently stable implementation and sufficiently small system sizes a

dense grid works fine. In higher dimension the rules for thinning have to be well thought of.

6.1.5. Adaptive diffusion

An alternative to place kernels of variable widths, is the application of the diffusion operator
with variable, spatially varying conductivities. Especially for higher dimensional systems, the
evaluation of this model can be significantly faster than the AK.

Basis is a hidden image, like for the AK model, which is smoothed by using the diffusion

operator:
h=u(t=0), 6.45
m=u(t="T), 6.46)
d
di: — V(k(F)Vu) (6.47)

with the field u(t = 0) defined by the hidden image and the final model m obtained after
time T — e.g. unit time T = 1. Like with the AK the regularisation can be defined spatially

resolved via the conductivity «. The conductivity sets the flow j for a given gradient

Jj =kVu (6.48)
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6.1. Representations for the quantity of interest

or in the discrete system
. Wi — Us
Jimsj = Hi,jiZAx o (6.49)

so k;j is a property at the interface of two cells. Either it is treated directly as a free
parameter of the model, or it is defined for each cell on which the interface value has a
functional dependence.

Two variants of this functional dependence were tested, the simple average
Kij = (K,Z' + Hj)/2 (650)
and the harmonic mean

_ _ -1
K)il-‘rﬁjl
— 5 :Hi>0/\/ij>0

0 : else

(6.51)

Hivj =

While the first results in a more smooth behaviour, the latter results in a faster drop towards
zero of the flux, for a low conductivity of a single cell. With the harmonic mean a cell can be
entirely shielded from the surrounding, independent of the surroundings conductivities.

The model can be treated similarly to the AK model. However, the Hessian cannot be
obtained as efficiently, as the smoothing operator is applied. Building the Hessian is about
as computationally expensive as for the AK model. As the faster evaluation is considered
a benefit, other ways of inference for the conductivities are needed to justify the use of this

model.

Scaling with system size

The numerical cost to evaluate the model depends on the method used. Here we consider
an implicit solver using operator splitting — treating the directions as independent. The
numerical core is equivalent to the heat diffusion equation (HDE) solver of the forward model,
see section 4.3.1. Consider a domain in k£ dimensions with n cells along each orientation,
leading to N = n¥ cells. The operator splitting leads to k independent solving steps on each
cell, represented by tridiagonal systems of size n. The total number of operations is about
O(k-n*) = O(k- N). Due to the operator splitting, there is a linear increase in cost with each
dimension and the total cell count.

However, for the AK model, each kernel has to be evaluated for each cell. This might be
mitigated by truncating a kernel of infinite range at a given threshold or using kernel functions
with limited range. In the case of a dense set of kernel — one kernel per cell in our field — with
infinite range the scaling is O(N?) = O (nk)2 Note that (nk)2 =nF . nF = n?*. The 1D AK
model scales like a 2D DK model and a 2D AK model scale like a 4D DK model. That is

except for the linear increase of the adaptive diffusion (AD) model for each extra dimension.
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For the diffusive approach an implicit solver is suggested, as it is unconditionally stable, al-
lowing for long range diffusion in one step. For the explicit variant — not using the operator
splitting — it becomes more simple and efficient to treat diagonal diffusion terms. The diffusiv-
ity can be given as a tensor, describing an anisotropy which is not aligned to the chosen axes

describing the system.

6.2. Modelling the physical process

This section outlines the expected temporal behaviour of our quantity of interest. On one hand
there are cases where the heat load changes slow in time compared to the sample rate, allowing
to correlate consecutive profiles in the prior. On the other hand, there are fast events, shorter
than the sample interval, for which several samples in time can be combined to disentangle
the fast event from the background. And finally there is a middle ground, where a constant
heat load between samples is a reasonable representation, but the correlation in time is weak.

How the time-dependence in the posterior is treated is described in section 7.2.4.

6.2.1. One time-step, one profile

Starting at the middle ground is the easiest, when no beneficial correlation for consecutive
profiles can be used. In this case the profiles are treated as independent. Using the truncation
including two profiles presented in 7.2.4 is suggested anyway. Reason is that a single meas-
urement can indicate a positive heat input at one position when actually no heat is arriving,
due to the measurement uncertainty. Including two data sets reduces the probability of on
overestimation of heat loads at the level of the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), where THEODOR

would return heat loads alternating around zero.

6.2.2. Slow changes in time — correlated profiles

For slow changes in the heat load, compared to the sample interval, consecutive profiles can
be coupled. However, for the used measurement system with sample intervals of about 1ms
available models of the scrape-off-layer (SOL) do not support correlation times of several ms.
At the same time, rare intermittent events can change the signal significantly from one frame
to the other.

For this reason only a weak coupling in time is used on the parameters defining the heat flux

density — via a Cauchy prior with the local SNR as width.

6.2.3. Fast events

At AUG there are fast events, lasting about 10ps at the outer mid-plane of the tokamak
[Man+17] and expected to have a duration of about 100 ps at the divertor. With the current

86



6.2. Modelling the physical process

sample rate of up to 3kHz this poses an obvious problem. The question arising is how to
disentangle these intermittent events from the background signal.

Possible solutions or improvements are

1. Increase the sample rate of the diagnostic to resolve the fast events.
The increasing the sample rate to fully resolve each event comes at the cost of a reduced
signal-to-noise ratio, as the integration time becomes shorter for the same optical setup.
Also, the speed of the available systems is limited and coupled to the spatial resolution
and field of view. Due to a lack of the needed hardware, this is not further considered in
this thesis. From the inference point — working with what is available — point one and

two can be combined, when the model is extended.

2. Use interleaved cameras: combine data of cameras recording at different times.
This option is similarly problematic as the first, as the space for diagnostics in the vicinity
of the machine is limited. Especially the number of access ports to the vacuum vessel.
However, more space is available outside of the vacuum vessel. A beam splitter could be
used to distribute the signal to several cameras, integrating out of sync. This still reduces
the photon flux for each camera. To combine high temperature and high temporal
resolution, the use of two different different cameras appears appealing. Similarly to
the first point, the hardware for this recording technique is not available at the moment.

Also the alignment is not trivial.

3. Use several data points of one IR-diagnostic to disentangle several signal contributions

between two samples.

4. Add information from other diagnostics.
More information — not IR based — like the onset-time — when does the burst start — or

the burst duration can be used.

The models explained so for in this chapter allow to represent our quantity of interest: the
heat flux density distribution. For the physical problem, the heat flux as function of space and
time is of interest. The time-dependent problem is solved in time, with the finite difference
solver introduced in section 4.3. For most of the analysis, the heat flux is assumed to be
constant between two samples. While a linear interpolation in time at first appears more
natural, it leads to the problem of further analysis and visualisation. To disentangle the fast
events from the background, this model is extended.

For the proof of principle a separation is introduced into constant background and an addi-

tional burst heat load. To disentangle the two, three measurements are included:

1. The last unaffected frame — to give a good estimate for the background

87
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2. The first affected frame — here the sharp increase in temperature may be recorded, but
with an uncertainty of arrival time and duration, the heat input cannot be deduced

unambiguously.

3. The frame after — to give information about the decay of the surface temperature, as

the heat is transported into the tile.

An example is presented in section 9.1, where a synthetic test case is used as benchmark. As
it is not obvious from a physical point of view, why the background should stay constant, this

is considered a dummy model.
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7. Bayesian THEODOR (BayTh)

The name BayTh refers to the deterministic tool THEODOR, — chapter 4 — used in a prob-
abilistic framework. This chapter explains how the single elements explained in the pervious

chapters come together for the analysis, plus some technical details.

7.1. Evaluation chain

First the initial state of the tile has to be chosen. The heat potential field — being a function
of the temperature and the conductivity, see section 2.1 — is set to a uniformly distributed,
with the value chosen according to the first deduced temperature profile of the measurement
series. An uniform distribution is justified, as the time between experiments is long enough
to ensure that a thermal steady state is reached. Using the first measurement vector is a
reasonable choice, as a small offset in the starting temperature will not affect the inferred
heat loads within the measurement uncertainty. For an uncertainty of (25 — 100) kW m~2
per measurement and a profile with 100 pixels — typically 200-300 are used — the effective
uncertainty is (2.5 — 10) kW m~2. While there is an effect on the inferred heat load, it is
negligible compared to the other uncertainties.

The model function m for our quantity of interest f — see chapter 6 — is used to obtain a

spatially discrete heat flux density profile f_7C in the time interval (t*=1,¥]
ff=m@"). (7.1)

In the most simple case — with one profile modelled between two measurements, so no temporal
over- or undersampling — this heat load profile leads from measurement d*~! to d*. The choice
of this convention will become clear later in this chapter, when parameter set k is used in
the likelihood for data set k. This heat flux is used as the surface boundary condition for the
diffusion solver — see chapter 4 — denoted here as operator A to model the evolution of the

heat potential distribution u in the tile:
WP = AW ) = AW m(ph) (7.2)

This numerical integration is divided into several sub-steps, not explicitly denoted here. The
data consist of the counts of the diagnostic — being spatially resolved — and the integration

time. The resulting surface temperature of the modelling is used to calculate the corresponding
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Figure 7.1.: Example of the numerical integration results in time, for a the five fold over-
sampled forward model. The vertical bars mark the time intervals, when the
modelled count rate is integrated.

photon rate v of the grey body radiator, given its emissivity and Plank’s law — see section
2.3. The obtained photon flux is translated into a count rate, given the calibration of the

diagnostic.

Figure 7.1 shows an example of the predicted count rate from the forward model. Different
values for the heat load are defined from the end of one measurement until the end of the
next measurement — in this case in intervals between integer time in ms. This choice takes
into account that any heat exchange does not affect the state of the system before it starts
and the influence on the system state is best determined at the end of the interaction interval.
A typical sample rate of 1 kHz and an integration time of the diagnostic of 100 ps is used in
the present example. The count rate is interpolated linearly in between the solver steps, as

depicted.

The modelled counts — given the known integration time of the diagnostic — are compared
to the data d via a Gaussian likelihood, with the standard deviation derived from the ex-
perimental photon count. An alternative is to use a Cauchy distribution for the likelihood,

providing resilience against outliers.

Probabilities are evaluated in negative log-space. Therefore the log-posterior is the sum of
the log-likelihood and the log-prior associated with the parameters. Either the maximum a
posterior (MAP) of the posterior is searched for, or a Markov chain is used to obtain the mean

of the parameters, see chapter 5.
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7.2. About the parameters

7.2.1. Scaling of the parameters

Heat load amplitudes

2. A typical peak heat

The heat load density amplitudes are given in units of 100 kW m
load is about 1 MW m™2, with the lowest experimentally meaningful heat load on the order
of 10kW m™2. This choice depends on the problem at hand, but for the analysed data sets
numerical considerations — regarding cut-off and rounding errors — make this value a reasonable

choice.

Adaptive resolution — kernel width

The kernel widths are defined in terms of the pixel width — the grid is equidistant in the task
at hand. The lowest value is 0.5 pixel, which can be necessary to resolve features affecting
only a single cell. A single amplitude then attributes with 95% to the cell it is positioned
at, with only 5% contribution to the neighbour. The upper limit is chosen to be 40 pixel, as

higher values show no benefit to the smoothness of the signal.

7.2.2. Entropic prior

For the entropic prior — see section 2.7.2 — a standard model m has to be selected. The
deterministic approach from THEODOR presents a simple way of how to get a proxy for the
heat load profile. The average of this profile — technically using the measured data already once
— is then used as a constant standard model m = {ggjqssic) for all cells. An alternative is to use
the mean heat load of the profile inferred before. As the simple evaluation is numerically cheap
and strong jumps in the signal appear under certain plasma conditions, using the deterministic
approach is preferred.

The weight « is not of interest to our inference and should be marginalised. An alternative
is to determine a single best value, in terms of the MAP solution. This is justified, when the

posterior for « is strongly peaked for this value:

p(h | D) = fda p(h | o, D) p(r) (7.3)
Jdap (h | o, D) p(a) §(ax — ™) (7.4)
p(h | o, D)p(a) (7.5)

This was tested for a set of MAP solutions, obtained from the analysis of experimental data.
For AUG discharge 32217 — presented in section 8.2 — the posterior for o was scanned, resulting

in figure 7.2. The posterior is presented on linear scale in the top plot and its negative
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Figure 7.2.: Posterior distribution for « plotted on a linear scale (top) and a logarithmic scale
(bottom) for the probability. « is scanned on plotted on the log;, scale.

logarithm in the bottom plot. In both cases the Gaussian of the second order expansion — in log-

space for o — is shown as a dashed line. The position of the MAP is at 4P ~ 1.6 MW m=2"".

MAP
logio

This value and standard deviation — denoted « — refer to the MAP position in log-space
log,o(aMAP) = 0.202 and the standard deviation of the distribution determined in log-space
std(p(logio(a | h*,D))) = 0.070. In negative log-space the asymmetry of the posterior is
apparent, but the weight is essentially zero after three sigmas, where the agreement is good.
This justifies the use of the MAP approach. Note, that for the amplitude parameter in units of
MW m~2 the unit for « is its inverse. For convenience the scale of the amplitudes was changed
from 100kWm™2 to 1MW m™2. The MAP position of 0.2 corresponds to 1.6 MW m=2""

which multiplies to unity for an amplitude of 0.6 MW m™2.
From

pla,D,h) = p(a | D,h)-p(h | D)-p(D) (7.6)
=p(h | D,a)-p(D) - p(a) (7.7)

it follows the posterior for a

p(h ‘ D,Oé) 'p(a)
p(h | D)

p(Oé ‘ D7h) = (78)
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presented in figure 7.2.

For the adaptive kernel (AK) model the MAP approach is preferred, as the additional diagonal
entries on the precision matrix stabilise the singular values of the SVD. Effectively, the diagonal
a/h; presents a lower limit to the eigenvalues, which otherwise drop to zero for increasing
kernel width.

The consideration is different, when a Markov chain or other integration techniques are used.
Especially for the adaptive diffusion model, see section 6.1.5, where the precision matrix is
not easily obtained and integration is suggested anyway. Here the marginalisation of « is

suggested.

7.2.3. Initial parameters
First choice

The initial parameters are typically scattered around a reference value on the first analysis.
The scattering for the i’th parameter is done according to a simple modulo pattern with

primes

di = dp - (imod 19 —imod 17 4+ i mod 13 — imod 11 (7.9)
+imod 7 —imod 5 + imod 3 — i mod 2) (7.10)

for a scatter scale factor 8o ~ 1070 pg. This is applied to the amplitudes as well as the spatial
regularisation parameters. Compared to random numbers this allows the reproducibility using
various computer systems.

The initial kernel width is to to by = 5 pixel. The initial amplitude to hg = 1.

Related, sequential problems

For the time trace analysis the consecutive heat flux patterns are typically similar to each
other. For this reason the initial parameter set for the next profile is the same as the last.
The change in the noise of the data is enough to lead to a quasi-random gradient for the
amplitudes, even for a constant model as ground truth. For the kernel widths the parameters

of the last profile at index k are adapted according to the rule
bt — b/ (7.11)

for the initial kernel width by = 5 pixel. This corresponds to the geometric mean, weighting
the old parameter twice and the initial parameter once. This prevents the new profile to snap
to the same configuration like the old, allowing the optimiser to find a more or less detailed

solution compared to the old model.
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On multi-modality

The initial set of parameters does not matter in the search for the minimum of a unimodal
problem. However, it will influence the determined MAP result on multi-model problems.
Unless a Markov Chain is used, which can transit between modes, the general hope is to find
a good enough mode. For this reason, several runs with independent initial parameters — e.g.
drawn from the prior — can be used and compared.

For the AK model slight differences in the kernel width distribution — arising from different
starting points — affect the MAP widths distribution. However, experimental observations
show that the resulting profile is not affected withing the error bars. For narrow features the
kernel width is well defined and found reproducible.

In the case of larger kernel widths, the case of strong regularisation, the kernel widths are not
as well defined in the posterior. However, a similar choice of widths will not affect the profile
shape significantly, due to the regularisation.

Depending on the problem at hand this has to be studied for each case.

7.2.4. Posterior for a time trace of data

Here the behaviour of the posterior is considered, as more data get available over time, in our
time-dependent problem. For simplicity a vector of scalar measurements d* at consecutive
points in time t*, k = 0, ..., K is considered. The heat flux density parameters ¢* are denoted
as scalars as well. This notation and structure works for one and two dimensional data and
profiles as well.

The state of the system at index k is written as y* and refers to the temperature distribution
in the tile. The resulting measurement is denoted d* and the parameter describing the heat
load in between k — 1 and k is denoted ¢*. So that the initial state 3° is progressing with heat
load described by ¢! to state y! with the measurement d' being the first to depend on ¢'.

We start with the posterior for the first parameter set ¢!

p(d* | ¢*) - p(q*)
p(d")

plg' | d) = (7.12)
given one data set d'. This is not the most informed distribution for ¢', as subsequent data
provide additional information on ¢;.

Now the second data set is included, influencing a new second parameter set via the new
likelihood:

p(d',d* | ¢',¢*) - p(q'. ¢%)

pla', ¢ | d',d?) = (L ) (7.13)
_p(d®1d"¢%) p(d® | d") pd|q") pld")
- p() oy (1)
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The right hand side on the first line shows a compact notation, where both data sets are
included in one likelihood term. For independent measurements the likelihood can be split,
leading, together with reorganisation of the prior and evidence, to the second line, which
is discussed from here on. The first fraction contains the likelihood of the second data set,
given both parameter sets and the prior for the second parameter set conditional on the first
parameter set. Any interdependence of the parameter sets is captured in the prior p(¢? | ¢').
The second fraction is the posterior obtained for ¢' considering only the first data set, which
can be seen as prior for ¢'. We use the fact that the likelihood p(d' | ¢',¢?) is independent
of ¢?, due to causality, and reduces to p(d' | ¢'). This is a special case of the Bayesian
update rule, where the former posterior — obtained including only d' — is the prior for the
new posterior, where new data is included. In this special case the new data set affects two

parameter sets, while the first parameter set only was affecting the first data set.

This procedure can be extended to a third data and parameter set, etc.:

p(d® | ¢ % ¢ - p(d® | ', q?)

p(g % ¢® | d'd? d®) = D) : (7.15)
p(d* | ¢'.¢°) - pld® | ¢")
p(d?)
p(d' | ¢")-p(d")
p(d")

Posterior truncation

The posterior is truncated similar to a Kalman Filter or Kalman smoother, see [Sérl3].

To keep the posterior introduced above tractable, only a small set of the total parameter sets
(heat flux profiles) is considered at a time. A truncation is introduced, though any heat influx
in principle influences all following measurements. This is justified, as the diffusion equation
obscures information exponentially in time. It should be noted that the justification for the
truncation threshold depends on the length of the time steps between measurements, relative
to the diffusivity D in the material, and on the correlation of sequential heat load profiles. A

correlation can be introduced by the heat flux model on the plasma side.

As the influence of the heat load ¢ at time ¢; to the surface temperature Ty with respect to

the equilibrium temperature Teq decays with
Ty(t) — Teq ¢ q - p(—(t — t1)/D) (7.16)

and causality prevents an influence before ¢ = t, the data taken into account to infer para-

meters at index k are limited. The heat flux density at time k& does not affect the system state

k—1

before — e.g. ¥y — and accordingly it does not affect the measurements d*~' and before.
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However, measurements at later times do provide information on earlier heat load profiles!.
This is considered Bayesian smoothing [Sdr13, ch. 8] and the reason to not treat the profiles
entirely independent. However, any data with index k + L and later are omitted, as later heat
loads have a higher influence. This maximum range L has to be adapted to the time scales
at hand. For the rest of this work L = 2 is used, so that two measurements following a heat
profile are taken into account to infer its shape. This leaves us in principle — conditional on

all other parameters — with
p(¢" | d" =t db dM L dY) ~op(gh | dt dMY) (7.17)

Returning to the example in (7.15), this corresponds to choosing ¢' to its MAP value from

p(q', ¢ | d*,d?). This can be written conditional to show the truncation as

1
2 3, .1 51 12 33 1 2 3,41 ;2 13
d,d*,d’) = d,d*,d’) - 7.18
p(¢*,q¢° | ¢,d,d°,d°) =p(qg,q°, ¢ | d°,d*,d°) og" | a1 d2.d3) (7.18)
where the probability distribution in the last term is approximated by
p(q' | dd? d®) ~ p(q' | d*,d?) (7.19)

due to the decaying influence of ¢! on the system. Later data sets add less information than
earlier ones. Accordingly the posterior for ¢! includes only the two most relevant data sets.

Keeping the dependence in the prior leads to

p(d® | ¢*¢*) -p(@ | ¢*. q?)

p(¢* ¢ | ' d* d*)c (@) : (7.20)
p(d® | q;)((-ig?)(q1 1) (7.21)

When ¢' is replaced by its mean u' the dependence of the posterior distribution for later
parameters on d' is removed as well.
When there is no — or a negligible — dependence of p? on the prior of ¢', the posterior can be

written — with implicit dependence on ¢! — as

p(%, ¢ | &2, d%) Rp(dg | q2,]:()]23-)p(q3 | 4®) (7.22)

It is noted that the truncation for the likelihood and prior can extend over a different range

of time indices. The range of the likelihood affects how often the forward model has to be

! An important example is given in the discussion of ELM’s in section 3.5.
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solved, while a dependence on the prior can typically be included in a less costly way.

Restricting the parameter set ¢! to the two next data sets, its MAP solution is obtained from
a Gaussian approximation, as introduced in the end of this section. The mean and standard
deviation are used to calculate the corresponding heat load profile and its credibility range.
The posterior is collapsed to a delta at its mean, which is used as conditional starting point
for the processing of further data. Otherwise, the forward model sequence to solve would grow

with increasing size of the data vector.

For completeness, the form of the distribution for p(¢? | ¢*) is presented in the following.

With the first parameter set fixed, the conditional distribution is

p(d® | ¢*.d" d*) =p(d',q* | d',d*)/p(q" | d*,d?) (7.24)
_pd Dp(e) p(d | q',¢®)p(e® | ¢') 1 (7.25)
o p(dY) p(d?) p(ql | d',d?) ‘

where the last part corresponds to ¢! for marginalised further parameter set(s) ¢
plat | d\ ) = [pla' | d g’ (7.26)
= fp(ql | ¢% d', d*)p(¢*)dg” . (7.27)

Ignoring the constants — quantities not depending on ¢?> — we find an expression, which is

proportional to the posterior:

2 1 ooy P d ®)p(d® | ')
p(¢” | ¢ ,d",d")xc 7.28
( ) (@) (7.28)
Dropping the explicit conditional dependence on ¢! and d' we write
p(d® | ¢*)p(¢*
pla? | ) =2 P(7’) (7.29)

p(d?)
which is Bayes’ Theorem, for a fixed, implicit, conditional parameter. Still, the state of the

system y!' depends on the former parameter and technically inherits its uncertainty.

Note on truncation

Including more than two consecutive heat load and data profiles in the posterior is not be-
neficial to the analysis in scenarios like presented in section 8. Consecutive heat loads are
anti-correlated. In addition the influence of heat input to the surface temperature is decaying
in time, due to to diffusion process. The information gain is therefore limited and a trade of
between computation time for the MAP and profile accuracy has to be made. Exceptions are

fast events, see section 6.2.3, and radiation from sources which are not accounted for by the
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7. Bayesian THEODOR (BayTh)

model, see section 3.5.

Gaussian approximation

Using a Gaussian approximation for p(q' | d') we write
plg" | d') ~ N(p1, 1) (7.30)

with the number of data sets considered denoted as subscript.
The first parameter set is updated when considering the second data set and the joint distri-

bution from (7.14) together with the Gaussian approximation yields

p(d® | ¢*.¢%) -p(¢® | ¢')
p(d?)

plg*, ¢ | d*d*) = N (pt, 21) . (7.31)

This distribution itself is approximated as a joint normal distribution

1 1 11 y12
q 1 42 125 257, 2

( | d*,d*) ~ N( : ) (7.32)
<q2> ,ug 2317252

with the symmetry %31 = E%QT.

For the MAP solution of ¢' given d', d? it simply is
p(g" | d',d?) = N(uz, %3") (7.33)

which is used for the MAP profile and credibility range.

The posterior for ¢? conditional on ¢' is found to be
p(a® | ¢'d ) ~ N(g? + 331531 (¢! — ), 332 — 23154t IRR?) (7.34)
and fixing the MAP result ud gives
(@ | ¢" = 3 d' @) ~ N (i3, 557 = S35 5p)) (7.35)

However, when sampling both parameters the forward model has to be evaluated for both
heat load models, even when evaluation of the first likelihood is circumvented. A speed up
requires the evaluation of the Gaussian approximation — a matrix-vector and a vector-vector
product — to be faster then the calculation of the likelihood and prior of the model. For the
MAP solution the evidence is typically ignored anyway. This can be made more beneficial, if
the general forward calculation can be replaced — based on the limited range of parameters
given the covariance matrix — by an available linearised or surrogate model, which evaluates

faster.
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7.2. About the parameters

Caveats

The approximation is based on two quantifiers: the mean and the covariance matrix. While
the mean is taken from the MAP result, obtaining the Hessian is technically tricky, unless an
analytic expression is available. Two problems can arise:

The model is compatible with the Gaussian approximation, but numerical errors lead to
negative eigenvalues of the covariance matrix. This situation allows solutions, where the

evaluation of the negative log-posterior

—In (N (p, Z)(w)) o - ixlz (7.36)

leads to negative values. Depending on the magnitude of these eigenvalues and the new data
this effect can drive parameters away from the old MAP solution. This can be expected when
the data and the model leave two or more parameters with large (or small) covariance. An
option to compensate numerical errors is to add a small contributions on the diagonal.

The second option is that — even if numerical problems do not occur — the underlying model
is not sufficiently smooth. This can be expected, when a parameter is limited by a hard upper
or lower limit.

The Gaussian approximation is available in the developed code, but due to the mentioned
stability issues the exploration of the full system — (7.14) or (7.15) — is suggested.

Examples on handling probability distributions are presented in the appendix A.1.
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8. Results for 1D profiles

This chapter presents results from the evaluation of one dimensional heat load profiles in
ASDEX Upgrade. Section 8.1 presents a comparison between classic THEODOR, and the
statistical extension Bayesian THEODOR (BayTh) using the adaptive kernel (AK) model
on synthetic data. Section 8.2 presents the analysis of measured data on the example of a
discharge with external magnetic perturbation.

Further results are presented in separate chapters: fast events in chapter 9 and 2D deconvo-

lution in 10.

8.1. Synthetic reference

As a reference an L-Mode like heat flux profile is used. The profile is characterised with the
1D equation (2.21) introduced in section 2.2. In the appendix — see B.1 — the time-dependent
parameters are listed and the generating python-script are shown.

The typical procedure is to choose a setting for the IR-System, either with constant integration
time or with the same adaptive method as used for the AUG System, where the histogram
of the last frame is used to set the integration time for the next frame. This system allows a
high signal-to-noise ratio throughout the entire duration of the experiment. For more details
see [Sie+15]. For the presented case a constant integration time of 100ps is used. This
corresponds to the typical maximal integration time in experiments. This represents the
behaviour in experiments with such low heat flux densities — or short duration — and the
resulting small increase in peak surface temperature.

Figure 8.1 shows the heat flux density as colour map for the first 200 indices. The abscissa
represents time and the ordinate the spatial location. The parameters of the profile are
changed smoothly in time, with the dip in the peak at about 175ms being mainly caused
by a broadening of the profile. This mimics slow transitions of the plasma parameters in an
experiment. The heat load is ramped up linearly for the first 100 ms starting with zero heat
flux, to investigate the behaviour of the kernel for low heat load scenarios.

From this reference the surface temperature evolution is calculated using the solver underly-
ing THEODOR. For this typical L-Mode camera setup and scenario the forward model and
synthetic measurement is performed. One realisation of Gaussian noise is added and used for
both inversions in order to compare the methods. Figure 8.2 shows the heat load obtained
with THEODOR (left) and its absolute deviation to the reference (right). This is a typical
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8. Results for 1D profiles

noise patterns, uncorrelated in time and space. Figure 8.3 presents the same comparison for
the BayTh result, where the range of the heat map for the deviation is identical to 8.2. By
construction the profiles are smooth in space, while jumps time are possible. It can be noticed,
that the deviation is strongly reduced in the flat areas, while the level is at most similar to
the one of THEODOR around the peak of the signal.

In the initial phase the AK describes a more flat heat load pattern, while the signal is weak. In
the second half of the time trace the deviation is basically homogeneous along single profiles.

The model represents the peak shape clearly.

Reference
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.000  0.025 0.050  0.075  0.100 0.125  0.150  0.175  0.200
Time /s

o

Location / mm
Heat Flux Density / MW /m?

Figure 8.1.: Reference heat flux density used for the synthetic test.

Figure 8.4 shows a comparison between the 1D profiles towards the end of the ramp up at a
time of 90 ms. The synthetic reference is shown as solid blue line, the result from THEODOR
as cyan dots, where no error estimation is available. The red solid line represents BayTh
maximum a posterior (MAP) result with the red dashed lines for the two sigma confidence
interval. The THEODOR result is withing the two-sigma band of the BayTh result for most
of the profile with 150 pixel, but outliers are apparent. The AK model is considered a good
choice for the expected profile shape.

Figure 8.5 shows the histograms for the deviations in heat load in figures 8.2 and 8.3. The
reconstruction with THEODOR has a standard deviation of about 24 kW m™2, which cor-
responds to the expected value for 1 kHz time resolution and 25 mK temperature resolution
according to equation (4.3). The reconstruction with the AK model leads to spatial regularisa-
tion, depending on the local signal-to-noise ratio, forward model and signal complexity. This

2

reduces the standard deviation of the reconstruction to 11 kW m™=. The mean deviation is
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Figure 8.2.: Heat load obtained with THEODOR (left) and the absolute deviation to the
reference (right) for a synthetic test case.
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Figure 8.3.: Heat load obtained with BayTh (left) and the absolute deviation to the reference
(right) for a synthetic test case.

both times well within the standard deviation. However, for THEODOR there is a systematic

underestimation, although it is within the magnitude of the reconstruction uncertainty. This

is due to the problems discussed in section 4.4. For example the insufficient spatial resolution

to resolve the temperature distribution in the tile and the approach to obtain the surface heat
load.
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Figure 8.4.: Comparison of synthetic reference heat load (solid blue) to reconstructed profile
from THEODOR (cyan dots) and BayTh (red).
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(a) Histogram to the deviation of the THEODOR (b) Histogram to the deviation of the BayTh recon-
reconstruction in figure 8.2. struction in figure 8.3.

Figure 8.5.: Histograms for the deviation in heat flux density of the reconstructions with
THEODOR (left) and BayTh (right) to the known synthetic profile.
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8.1. Synthetic reference

A question arising is: how well does the kernel width represent the divertor spreading, which
is often approximated by a Gaussian smoothing kernel? One could assume that the kernel
width represents just this widening of the signal — though the regularisation is also needed for
the ill-posed problem. Accordingly the hidden image would correspond to the upstream heat
load profile, without smoothing or spreading. Figure 8.6 shows, that this view point does not
hold. Initially, the information in the data is not sufficient to resolve features. Result is a
very wide heat load profile for the first few profiles. At the peak position, the kernel width
consistently is about 5 pixel. The underlying divertor spreading S is 5mm in the presented
range. Together with the resolution of 0.5 mm px~', this gives S = 10px. The kernels seem
to be a factor of two too narrow, however, the definition of the divertor spreading is a factor

v/2" smaller than the corresponding Gaussian point-spread function, see (2.2).
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Figure 8.6.: Trace of kernel width, inferred together with hidden image in figure 8.7(b).

Figure 8.7 shows a comparison between the reference heat load before divertor spreading
(left) and the hidden image of the AK MAP solution (right). The blue, solid line indicates
the position of the strike line — the onset of the heat load before spreading, section 2.2. The
dashed green line shows the peak heat load of the heat load profile, impinging on the target.
One solution with the AK would be, to mimic the divertor spreading with the kernel width
and recreate an exponential decay with the amplitudes. This naive view is not reflected in the
inference results. Due to the smoothing property of the kernels, the peak in the hidden image
is somewhere between the strike line and the peak of the profile. In addition, the spatially
constant background heat load forces smaller kernel widths at the edges of the profile. This is
necessary, in order to represent a flat profile at the boundary, given that the Gaussian kernels
are being placed within the boundary.

Due to the variable widths of the kernel the amplitude density does not necessarily resemble the

upstream profile, as seen at the time of about 150 ms. There the amplitude contribution in the
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Figure 8.7.: Reference heat load and inferred hidden image leading to figure 8.8(b) shown
as time traces. The blue, solid line shows the reference value sy, at which the
exponentially decaying heat load arrives, without divertor spreading (S = 0).
The green, dashed line indicates the peak of the reference profile with divertor
spreading shown in figure 8.1.

centre is of the profile is larger than expected. However, together with the high contribution
at the edge, the target profile is described well. In addition, the varying kernel widths has to
be taken into account, when analysing the hidden image. A local reduction in kernel widths
for a constant hidden image results in a peak in the model profile.

This implies, that the hidden image cannot be interpreted as resembling the upstream heat
load profile. However, the edge of the profile is typically far enough from the structured part
to not interfere, and is also weaker compared to it. Better understanding of the divertor
spreading would allow to set the kernel width based on physical considerations, which would
allow a more direct interpretation of the hidden image. So far, no knowledge about the profile
shape, like the truncated exponential, is incorporated in the prior. The standard model of the

entropic prior could be extended to express this.

8.2. Experimental data — determining lobe position

This section shows results of the inference with BayTh and compares them to results of the
study in [Fai+17], which used the classic THEODOR to determine the heat load profiles. The
mentioned study analysis heat flux profiles in the presence of external magnetic perturbations.
One aspect is the position of features, which can be comparable to the heat flux resolution
of the system. The perturbation of the toroidal symmetry of the magnetic field — which is a
central property of a tokamak — leads to a feature known as strike line splitting. When turning

the magnetic perturbation toroidally with respect to the position of the diagnostic, the 2D
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8.2. Experimental data — determining lobe position

heat load pattern can be analysed. This cyclic change and the desire to learn more about the
lobe position are both, a test bed for the AK and a valuable analysis. A brief introduction to

magnetic perturbation and strike line splitting is given in section 1.1.5.

The aim of the cited study was to determine the position of the peak in the heat load profiles
and compare them to the expected position obtained from a field-line tracing algorithm. To
obtain the peak positions from the THEODOR heat load profiles a wiener filter along both, the
space and time coordinates, is used. On the smoothed profiles local maxima are determined

by comparing each cell with a heat load above a threshold to the two neighbouring cells.

The heat flux density time trace of AUG discharge #32217 are shown in figure 8.8(a) — obtained
by THEODOR — and 8.8(b) — obtained by BayTh — both on log-scale. The strike line appears
similar, with the splitting clearly visible around a target position of 20 mm. However, as the
heat load decreases into the scrape-off-layer (SOL) — upward in the plot — the SNR decreases
and the lobe structure is much clearer in the result of BayTh. Also, a slight error in the
calibration of the IR system is visible as brighter line at target location 100 mm for the
THEODOR result. In the statistical analysis this deviation is within the uncertainty of the
measurement and accordingly not attributed to a feature in the heat load. The heat flux
density averaged over one turn of the pattern at the edge is on the order of some 10 kW m—2
but still the lobe position is well described by the AK model.

Figure 8.9 compares the deduced lobe positions to a model prediction, based on [Fai+17].
The ordinate shows the relative distance to the strike line in the range (0 — 40) mm The
abscissa shows the angle of the perturbation with respect to the diagnostic. As the mode
number is two, the structure repeats after w. The black dots correspond to a model based
on a field line tracing algorithm using a time resolved reconstruction of the magnetic field for
the experimental pulse. The red dots indicate the position derived from the local maximum
of the inferred heat load, by comparison to the nearest neighbour. For figure 8.9(a) a Wiener
filter is applied to the THEODOR result, both in time and space. Figure 8.9(b) shows the
same quantities, but with the peak-detection applied to the result of BayTh. No additional
filter is applied, as the profiles are smooth by definition of the model.

For the THEODOR result a threshold of 250 kW m ™2 is used to separate lobe signal from noise
on the flat background signal. This limits the evaluation to effectively 30 mm on the tile. Even
with this rather simplistic algorithm the strike line splitting is apparent at a toroidal angle of
about 5/77 and the peaks are nicely scattered around the modelling result as the lobe evolves
into the SOL. However, at the target location of about 20 mm an error in the calibration
leads to false positives in the value between two lobes. For the probabilistic reconstruction
the threshold is reduced to 70 kW m~2. The evaluation is thereby extended to the end of the
tile, as shown in figure 8.10 — compared to figure 8.9 only the target location is extended. The
kink at the toroidal angle of 3/47 and target location 75 mm is unexpected from the modelling

point of view. Further analysis is needed to identify the reason for this behaviour. However,
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(b) Heat load inferred by BayTh, on a logarithmic scale.

Figure 8.8.: Comparison of heat load profiles obtained from THEODOR and BayTh.
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Figure 8.9.: Comparison of the determined lobe position versus the angle of perturbation for
THEODOR (left) and BayTh (right).
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Figure 8.10.: Lobe position over angle of perturbation from BayTh for the full evaluation
range in the SOL.
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the kink is found in two full turns in discharge £32217 and is considered a real feature.

Discussion of lobe/peak position

The field line tracer allows to determine the heat load pattern for pure parallel transport along
the field lines. Additional perpendicular transport processes lead to a widening of the pattern.
As neighbouring contributions can overlap, the peak of the signal is not necessarily the centre
of a contribution.

Figure 8.11 shows a comparison between heat flux density profile and the hidden image for
two different profiles. In general the local peak positions in the smooth profile — the black line
with peaks emphasised by cyan dots in the left figures — does not necessarily coincide with a
local peak in the hidden image (HI), represented as red dots, connected with a dashed line
to guide the eye. The cyan marked peaks are used later on as the lobe position. The purple
line shows the 20 confidence interval of the MAP solution. However, as far as the position
of the peak in the smooth profile can be determined, the peak in the hidden image is a good
indication. Especially for areas with small kernel width — at target location (0 — 20) mm — the
hidden image profile is often well peaked.

The right figures — b) and d) — show a comparison between the hidden image in black and
the kernel width in green. The main difference between the two profiles is the peaking in the
hidden image. In figure 8.11(a) the hidden image always has a clearly visible peak when the
lobe position is unambiguous. This coincides with a local reduction in the kernel widths. In
the far SOL in figure 8.11(b), at about 80 mm target position, the peak position is less clear
and the amplitudes show a wider peak. At the same time, the kernel widths stays at a larger
value, implying less structure.

Figures 8.11(c) and 8.11(d) show the profiles at times ¢ = 3.251s and ¢ = 3.3126s from the
time trace in figures 8.11(a) and 8.11(b). The last peak is less pronounced in the hidden image,
as well as in the kernel widths. Here the data do not allow a better determination of the peak
position, due to the lower SNR of the camera and intensity of the heat load.

Figure 8.12 shows a comparison between the results of the classic THEODOR and BayTh. The
top frame shows a comparison of single profiles, also used in figures 8.11(c) and 8.11(d). The
bottom part shows the difference between the two. Using the AK model raises the questions,
if features might be flattened artificially. The cyan dots show the raw difference and appears
unstructured. For comparison the difference signal has been smoothed using a Gaussian filter
with a width of 3 pixel — magenta line — and 5 pixel — black line. For comparison: at the
right-most lobe the kernel widths is about 20 pixel wide. The magenta line shows a minor
oscillatory behaviour, but is mostly within two deviations. the black line is essentially zero.
Especially at the strike line the deviations are essentially zero, due to the low kernel widths of
few pixel and the resulting low smoothing. Even if there was more structure than is revealed

by the AK model, it cannot be quantified within the uncertainty of the measurement. For
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Figure 8.11.: Comparisons between heat load profile and underlying hidden image from BayTh
in a) and c¢) from two different times during experiment AUG £32217. b) and
d) show a comparison between the hidden image (black) and the kernel widths
(green).

this evaluation of BayTh the Kalman filter is used to correlate subsequent frames, which is
not possible for THEODOR.

Further investigation is needed, to clarify the difference in figure 8.10 between the predicted
and inferred lobe position. Possibly the difference is due to currents in the SOL, which are
hard to quantify. These currents influence the magnetic geometry and could lead to such a
behaviour. Examples can be found in [Rac+14a; Rac+14b]. Another uncertain parameter is
the flux expansion, representing the mapping of the magnetic geometry to the divertor plates.
This quantity is varying locally and could explain the discrepancy arising at above a position

of 40 mm. However, the transition is expected to be smooth and cannot account for the jump.

For more details on the uncertainties of the inference of the magnetic equilibrium see [I1118].
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Figure 8.12.: Comparison between a single profile obtained with THEODOR and with BayTh.
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Top graph: comparison of the heat flux density, with the AK result as black solid
line and the 20 confidence interval (CI) as red dashed line. The cyan dots show
the THEODOR result. Bottom graph: difference between the two profiles, with
the 20 CI as reference. Gaussian filtered difference in magenta and black — 3
and 5 pixel width.



8.2. Experimental data — determining lobe position
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Figure 8.13.: Parameters underlying the BayTh reconstruction in figure 8.8(b) shown as time
traces.

Future work should include a forward model, mapping from the current distribution in the
plasma to the heat load pattern on the divertor. This would potentially allow to improve the
understanding of the plasma response to the external magnetic perturbation.

Figure 8.13 shows the hidden image (left) and kernel widths (right) composing the inferred
heat flux profiles in figure 8.8(b). Before frame index 1600 the magnetic perturbation is not
active, therefore no lobes are present. The tile surface is hottest at the strike line, when the
perturbation is activated. The lobe structure leads to an increase of the surface temperature
in time and the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) locally improves. At about frame 2100 the kernel
widths around index 100 decrease, resolving the lobe. The behaviour of the kernel widths and
hidden image distributions behaves similar to the synthetic test case presented in section 8.1.
Once the perturbation coils are active, the lobes are well pronounced in the hidden image
distribution.

For further studies on the lobe position or other faint contributions, it appears more natural
to look at the distribution of the hidden image, than to search for a local maxima in the heat
profile itself. However, the kernel width in this analysis is not equivalent to the perpendicular
spreading of heat in the plasma. This is shown in the synthetic data section above — see figure
8.7. In addition, the hidden image does not have to correspond to the heat flux distribution
in the plasma distant to the target, but only represents the result of a deconvolution related
to the plasma spreading. However, the position of a well localised contribution in the smooth
profile — distant to the boundary — coincides within the local minimum of the kernel width.
Figure 8.13 shows the time trace of the kernel widths. At the strike line the kernel widths is
about 1 pixel wide, as the heat flux profile drops fast toward the private flux region. With
magnetic perturbation the area with low kernel width increases in order to resolve the strike
line splitting. At the lobes the kernel width is as low as is compatible with the SNR — which

potentially leads to an overestimation of the feature widths and an underestimation of the
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8. Results for 1D profiles

peak heat flux. In the valleys between the lobes the kernel width increases.

The jumps of the kernel width in the around index 15 are related to a hot spot on the tile.
This is an area with locally higher emissivity, possibly a dust particle [Roh+09], leading to an
overestimation of the surface temperature. This hot spot is at the boundary of the resolution
for the inference and hardly contributes to the heat flux profile. In the THEODOR result
in figure 8.8(a) it is visible in log space. Finding it shows the potential of the AK model to
resolving features contributing to a single pixel only, and that the evaluation needs experience
with the system.

As already mentioned — 7.2 — the maximal kernel widths is limited to 40 Pixel, as larger kernel
widths do not lead to an improvement in the smoothness of the profile and this value is only
reached when there is virtually no shape contribution to the profile from this area. Higher
values are detrimental for the numerical analysis, when computing the MAP.

The local kernel width cannot be seen as quantifier for the local spreading S as introduced in
section 2.2. By construction the AK represent a deconvolution for a distribution blurred by
a Gaussian kernel — which is an approximation to the transport in the plasma. However, the
finite widths kernel width therefore represents an upper limit for S, while lower values can in
general not be excluded. This is because of the limited accuracy of the data and the forward
model, which limits the inference of such details. For magnetic perturbation this property
of the adaptive kernel offers another source to infer the plasma temperature at the lobes
in the divertor region. The local spreading is connected with the competing perpendicular
and parallel transport in the plasma [Nil+19]. However, for plasma conditions like in this
experiment at the far SOL the plasma temperature in front of the target is low. As indicated
in the paper, for low plasma temperatures volume effects contribute to the target value of S.
The introduces simple model cannot account for this.

This suggested approach to infer plasma parameters will probably only yield meaningful res-
ults in context of an integrated data analysis (IDA), combining measurements from various
diagnostics. Such a system is available at ASDEX Upgrade, e.g. [FD04; Vie+12; I1118; T1118],
but does not include IR based divertor heat loads yet.

114



0. Results for fast events

Fast events refers to events in the heat load in time, which are shorter than the sample interval
of the diagnostic. They cannot be resolved with the classic THEODOR and similar tools. This
section presents results of a synthetic study to resolve these fast events and first results on
experimental data. The presented work is a proof of principle, as the model has to be refined
further for more quantitative and reliable evaluations.

The experimental phenomenon in mind arises when analysing I-Mode data, which is an at-
tractive confinement regime in between L- and H-Mode. Its characteristics tend to be a weakly
coherent mode, leading to a decoupling of particle and energy confinement, and intermittent,
bursty events at the mid plane [Hap+16a; Hap+16b; Man+17]. The time scale at the mid
plane is about 10 ps. In the divertor volume of the plasma Bolometer data indicate times on
the order of 100 ps.

9.1. Synthetic

For the synthetic test a heat flux density trace is defined and forward modelled on a 1 MHz
time base. A burst arrives every 20.1 ms, which is enough to view them as independent, in the
sense that the temperature distribution in the tile is close to a case with constant heat load
in time. The additional 0.1 ms is used to scan different arrival times, relative to the sample
interval of 1.0 ms.

Figure 9.1 shows the synthetic test case, on the left the heat flux in time and on the right
the resulting surface temperature. The heat flux density is presented on log-scale, to see
background and peak value. The background is a constant heat flux density of 1 MW m™2
and the burst adds 100 MW m™2 for 10 ps — so the effective heat load is 101 MW m~2. The

peak temperature excursion is about 18 K and drops within 1 ms after the burst to about 1 K.

The rise and fall time of the surface temperature is connected to the time scale and transport
process. The additional burst energy density of Quust = 1kJ /rn2 is initially localised on the
surface of the tile. The heat is transported by diffusion into the depth of the tile quickly,
leading to the rapid decrease of the surface temperature.

Figure 9.2 shows two examples for the reconstruction using THEODOR. Case A) (left) is for
a burst arriving just after the last non-affected frame has finished recording. The reference

surface temperature Tgret and the temperature as deduced from the infrared (IR)-Signal Tig
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Figure 9.1.: Example of the synthetic heat load (left) and the resulting surface temperature
excursion (right). The time intervals shown are not identical.

are shown on the top. Case B) (right) shows the same kind of burst with the same background
heat load, but arriving during the integration of the camera. A comparison between Al) and
A2) shows the difference in the inferred surface temperature of the first affected frame. The
second line shows the heat load obtained by THEODOR on the synthetically measured signals.
The dashed line represents the underlying ground truth. The discrete heat load density is
presented as a constant contribution between the samples, which is the typical interpretation
of the results. The most common case is an underestimation of the heat input during the
first interval as shown in case A). This is compensated by an overestimation of the heat load
density in the next intervals. When the measured surface temperature appears to rise quickly,
the inferred heat load density in the interval leading to this measurement is overestimating
the heat input of the burst — case B).

In the second case the additional energy is removed during the next intervals, thereby under-
estimating the background. When the burst has just the right timing, the burst heat input is
captured correctly in the first THEODOR iteration, without significant over or underestima-
tion of the following heat loads.

The burst in case B) arrives from (180.90 — 180.91) ms while the integration is performed
during (180.90 — 181.00) ms. In this case, the camera sees the sharp increase and decrease of
the temperature. The shorter the integration time of the camera, the larger the deduced peak
temperature can be.

The over-/undershoot and the the following under-/overestimation in the heat load are in-
dependent of the background heat load. The integrated heat load of THEODOR, from the
start of the burst to some frames after it minus the known background gives a good estimate
of the heat input of the burst. However, typically there is no known, constant background
to subtract. The deterministic THEODOR has the property of estimating the integral heat
influx reliably, over several frames. This is used in practice to estimate the integrated heat
input of intermittent events like ELM’s instead of using the peak heat load density [Eic+11].

This example shows, that fast events cannot be reliably analysed using the deterministic
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Figure 9.2.: Two examples for the reconstruction using THEODOR. Case A (left) is for a
burst arriving just after the last non-affected frame has finished recording. Case
B (right) is for a burst arriving right before the integration of the camera. The
top row shows the surface temperatures from the reference and as inferred. The
bottom row shows the inferred heat load from THEODOR.

approach behind THEODOR and similar tools. The only possibility to infer the heat input,
is to separate the burst from the background and ask for the separate contributions. When

the arrival time of the burst is not well known, it has to be inferred from the IR data as well.

Figure 9.3 shows the reconstruction using Bayesian THEODOR (BayTh), which distinguishes
between a constant background and the short pulse. The time is relative to the start of the
analysis and corresponds to case A) in figure 9.4, with an offset of 20.1 ms. The areas used
for the IR signal are marked green. In the used parameter sample the additional burst-heat-
load is distributed over about 180 us, being distributed over two of the time discrete solver

intervals.

Figure 9.4 shows on the left the histogram for the burst energy Ep obtained using a Markov
Chain. The ground truth is 1kJ/m?, with which the inference result is compatible. On the
right the underlying two dimensional posterior distribution for the burst heat load versus
the burst duration is shown. The burst energy is the product of heat load and duration.
The two dimensional histogram includes a line indicating the obtained mean constant energy
together with the 20 confidence lines as dashed lines. The ground truth is a burst heat load
of 100 MW m~2 with a duration of 10ps. The analysis indicates a shorter burst duration,

117



9. Results for fast events

»
IR integration / \_\
O 91 /o
~ ,I \h
g 90 ] \\
e j
E J ~——
g 89 i -
5 I
= 1
& 88 .
._._._._.—-4-—-0-—-0--—0—‘—0—<—o—
1
E 6 b--o
=
<
—4
3
g2
T
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 20 25 30

Relative time / ms

Figure 9.3.: Details for burst analysis. Top: The surface temperature, with dashed line show-
ing the linear interpolation used for the measurement. Bottom: surface heat flux

density applied during the discrete steps.

which is considered to be an artefact of the used numerical solving schemes. The burst
duration is underestimated, but the energy input is well described and within two standard
deviations to the ground truth. The time step for the numerical solver was a tenth of the
measurement interval, using ten-times oversampling of the HDE solver. The integration of
the diagnostic uses linear interpolation. The burst heat load is applied according to the same

weighting scheme. This method was used to prevent a change in the precision of the solver

with changing time steps.
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Figure 9.4.: Comparison of the histograms showing the distribution of the burst energy
Eg(left) and its factors burst heat load versus burst duration (right).

9.2. Measurements

This section provides the first application of the method, tested in the section before, to

experimental data.

A small set of burst events were evaluated from AUG discharge §35732, and one of them is
presented here. The sample rate of the IR camera was 1.5kHz, corresponding to a sample
distance of 0.66 ms. Figure 9.5(a) shows a comparison of the surface heat flux density evolving
in time. The abscissa represents the time, thy ordinate the target location. The colour scale
is limited to an upper value of 10 MW m~2, which caps the burst contribution, but resolves
the behaviour of the background. The top image shows the result using the standard BayTh
analysis, setting the heat load constant between data samples. The bottom image shows the
result when using the burst analysis. The burst-heat-load is presented as wide as the other
heat loads, but is actually shorter, with the background being shown before and after the
burst. Figure 9.5(b) shows the same event as figure 9.5(a), but as 1D profile in time evaluated
at the strike line. In the THEODOR evaluation the heat flux after the burst drops below
zero, which is prevented in BayTh via the prior enforcing non-negativity. The heat load being
smaller before the burst indicates that the constant background value before and after the
burst might be not a good model. Still, the difference indicates the expected underestimation
of the following heat loads, without using another model for the burst. The heat flux density
for the sample with the burst analysis presents the sum of the background plus the burst.
The energy density of the burst is about 18.2MWm™2 - 100 s ~ 1.8kJ/m?. This is small
compared to ELM’s at ASDEX Upgrade with about 30 kJ/m? [Eic+17].

While the initial expectation of the burst duration was about 100 ps, more recent analysis

indicates a burst duration of about 500 ps. This however is still less than the time between
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the two samples. The analysis of the presented burst indicates a duration of about 100 ps.
Given the results of the synthetic test cases, this is expected to be a lower boundary, though
it is resolved by the numerical scheme. However, the heat input — in terms of energy density

— is expected to be reliable.
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(a) Comparison between heat load trace without (b) Comparison of the heat load density without
(top) and with (bottom) burst analysis. (blue) and with (green) burst analysis from
BayTh at strike line.

Figure 9.5.: Comparison of the standard BayTh evaluation and BayTh with the burst analysis
method. The heat flux density of the burst refers to the effective heat flux with
burst.

Figure 9.6 shows the posterior for a scan of the start time of the burst. For events with
durations on the order of 100 ps the arrival time analysis seems reliable within 50 ps. For start
time beyond 0.3 ms the burst extends until after the measurement and the influence of the
burst heat load on the posterior decreases. This typically results in an exponential increase of
the negative log-posterior, in this case reaching values beyond 10° for the arrival tenth of ps
before the first affected measurement. This is in parts due to the constant background model,

which describes the three measurements together with the burst.
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Figure 9.6.: Example for the negative log posterior from a scan of the start time of the burst,
relative to the end time of the last unaffected measurement.

9.3. Summary and outlook

The presented analysis allows to infer the event duration — given a reasonable model of the time
behaviour — peak heat load and the resulting energy transferred to the wall. Even the arrival
time can be estimated solely from IR data. However, additional data from other diagnostics
would improve the inferred arrival time, which in turn also benefits the uncertainty of the
other parameters.

Also for other events like ELM’s, which show an exponential decay in time, this method can
provide a better evaluation of the transferred energy. Typical studies determine the decay
time based on a few profiles obtained from the classic THEODOR. The decay time in JET
is reported to be in the range (262 — 528)ps [Eic+11]. The time-behaviour of ELM’s is
reasonably well known, but the energy is typically determined via the time integral during
one decay time, for which no uncertainty estimation is available. An approach like the one
presented here would allow a better quantification of the uncertainty of the event parameters.
A higher time resolution of the solver can improve the results. However, a trade-off between
precision and calculation time has to be found. The choice depends mainly on the time scale
of the fast events and the sample rate of the diagnostic. A potential improvement would be

to include the uncertainty of the solving scheme in the likelihood.

121



9. Results for fast events

122



10. Results from the 2D extension

10.1. 2D adaptive kernel and heat load profiles

This section is based on the publication [NT19].

The results of three approaches for inference with the 3D heat diffusion equation (HDE) solver
as forward model are presented. The approaches are to compute the maximum a posterior
(MAP) using singular value decomposition (SVD) and stochastic trace estimation (STE), and
Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC). The figures in 10.2 show the results for the same data
for comparison. The properties of how to the adaptive kernel (AK) model extension to 2D is

discussed.

For this comparison, a static reference 2D test heat load is applied to obtain synthetic IR
data. Figure 10.1(a) shows the reference profile with 20 x 20 pixels, to which a dense set of
kernels — one for every pixel — will be applied. Starting with a tile at equilibrium at 80 °C,

the resulting synthetic data including noise after 50 ms are shown in figure 10.1(b).
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(a) Reference 2D heat load pattern, ap- (b) Synthetic measurement after 5 steps
plied in time. with 10 ms length.

Figure 10.1.: a) Reference heat flux pattern. Peak: along x-axis a Cauchy distribution with
width of 5pixel, along y-axis a Gaussian with width of 6pixel. Peak set to
1MW m~2. The bottom right corner is overwritten by a plateau of 0.5 MW m~2.
b) Resulting IR data— in counts — after 50 ms exposure to the heat flux pattern
shown in a).
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10. Results from the 2D extension

10.1.1. MCMC

Classic Metropolis Hastings Monte Carlo provides the reference results for the distributions
of the amplitudes and kernel widths. For 1200 parameters the integration is still feasible, see
section 10.1.4. Figure 10.2(a) shows the inferred heat flux pattern in the top left. In the top
right is the spatial amplitude distribution. In the bottom left and right are the distributions
of the kernel width along the horizontal axis — 0, — and the vertical axis — 0. At the edges

of the step function the kernel widths are lowest, reflecting the sharp transition.

10.1.2. Singular value decomposition — SVD

To evaluate the Gaussian approximation for the kernel widths — see section 6.1.2 — the SVD
is used, which is available as a robust algorithm. Run time scales typically with O(n?3), which
is feasible for small systems of around 100 kernels — resulting in a 100 x 100 matrix — with
calculation times on the millisecond scale. For the shown test system with 20 x 20 kernels, the
SVD for the 400 x 400 matrix takes about 100 ms. The kernel widths are lower at the edges of
the step in the bottom right than for the MC result. As the kernel width acts as regularisation
and the resulting heat flux pattern is virtually identical, the Gaussian approximation for the
kernel widths is justified. This provides the additional benefit of a speedup from about 10 hours
to about 10 min per frame.

The total memory demand including automatic differentiation is 5.0 GB and the time per func-
tion call including gradient evaluation is (1600 — 2000) ms. Without the gradient information,
the values are 70 MB and 100 ms.

By increasing the image resolution by a factor of 2 — leading to 40 x 40 pixels and kernels —
the computation time without gradients increases to 13s and the overall memory demand is
730 MB. With gradients, the memory demand exceeds 120 GB, which is the upper limit on

the computer system used.

10.1.3. Stochastic trace estimation — STE

For larger matrices the SVD becomes too expensive in terms of time and memory consumption.
An alternative is to sample the matrix with test-vectors, in order to estimate logarithm of the
determinant (log-det). This is known as STE and explained in section 5.4.2.

The resulting distributions are shown in figure 10.2(c), which come close to the results of the
SVD. The downside is, that the number of test-vectors and the order of the expansion has to
be set a-priori for the optimisation procedure. For the shown example the expansion order is
10 and 50 test-vectors have been used.

Using automatic differentiation, the total memory demand is 4.7 GB and the time per function
call is about 2000 ms. Without the gradient information the values are 70 MB and 100 ms.

The computation time and memory demand scale linear with both, the number of test-vectors
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10.1. 2D adaptive kernel and heat load profiles

and expansion order.

For larger systems the memory demand and computation time can be controlled by the order
of the expansion and number of test vectors used. In a case with 40 x 40 pixels and kernels —
overall 4801 parameters — the time raises to 10s and the memory to 730 MB without gradients.
Including gradients, the computation time increases to 20s for 10 vectors and 10 expansion
orders, the memory demand is about 200 MB per test vector and expansion order. Intermittent
evaluation of the gradients is possible to free the memory, as the results are independent. For

20 vectors and expansion order 10, the memory demand is just above 100 GB.

Remark 1

For large matrices, the matrix-matrix product BB turns out to be memory consuming in the
adjoint formulation. More memory-efficient implementations become necessary for increasing
matrix sizes beyond 1000 x 1000 — here about 20 GB are reserved for the matrix multiplication.
An improvement could be, to run the optimisation on a subset of the parameters and obtain
only the corresponding gradients. When memory consumption prevents the use of automatic
differentiation, finite difference can used instead. The performance difference was not invest-
igated so far.

In addition to the SVD and STE, a conjugate gradient method was tested as well. However,
due to the iterative nature the determination of the gradients mostly fails. In addition, al-
though the precision of the result can be controlled, jumps in the log-det for slight changes of
the kernel matrix prohibit the use in an optimisation routine. This fact limits the alternatives

to the SVD for large matrices — to the authors knowledge — to the STE approach.

Remark 2

For the IR system it seems natural to place a kernel for every pixel. This however is probably
not needed for most of the cases, especially when the profile has some known decay lengths.
An example is the heat flux which may vary fast — on a few pixels basis — along the poloidal
orientation, but slow along the toroidal orientation. For application to large data sets the

number of kernels needed should be investigated beforehand to reduce the problem size.

10.1.4. Computation time

For the shown example with 1200 parameters the number of function calls from a standard
parameter distribution — constant values for hidden image and kernel widths, initial likelihood
about 3.4-10% for 400 data points — is on the order of some thousands. On the example shown,
the bottle neck is the evaluation of the log determinant, independent of the method used —
with some seconds for the full evaluation. The time needed for the optimisation is therefore

on the order of (5 — 60) min per frame. When the starting point in parameter space is close
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Figure 10.2.: Comparison between the three approaches. Structure of subplots: top left — Heat
Flux Pattern. Top right — amplitudes of each kernel. Bottom left — kernel width

126 along x-axis. Bottom right — kernel width along y-axis.



10.2. Comparing adaptive kernel and adaptive diffusion

to the MAP solution, this time can drop to about 1 min. This is typically the case for similar
consecutive frames, where the last MAP solution is used as new starting point.

An alternative is to use MCMC to explore the parameter space. This circumvents the calcu-
lations of the log-det all together. The run-time of the forward model for a reasonable system
size is on the order of 1s — without the need to compute the kernel matrix explicitly and
taking the system response into account. However, for 20 x 20 kernels we already have to deal
with 1200 parameter. Using 1000 sweeps — each representing a sequential scan through the
parameters — and 10 bins leads to about 10%-10%- 10 = 107 function evaluations. Assuming a
run-time of 1s per call, this sums up to 116 days of computation. For the shown example, the
forward model evaluation took about 2.5 ms, which corresponds to about 7h of total sampling
time.

On this scale minimisation seems to be the only feasible way, although the log-det calculation
becomes cumbersome. Alternatively Hamiltonian Monte Carlo can make use of the gradient
information, which speeds up the process significantly. However, the comparison presented

here is based on results from classic MCMC.

10.2. Comparing adaptive kernel and adaptive diffusion

In two dimensions the evaluation time for the AK grows significantly as outlined in the model-
ling section 6.1.5. As alternative it is proposed to use the diffusion operator for regularisation
of the hidden image. Given a small test case — where the AK including the determinant can
be evaluated with gradient information — a comparison is made and presented.
The forward model in this section is a simple linear operator: a Gaussian smoothing kernel
with ¢ = 5 pixel. As before, a 20 x 20 grid is used.
Figure 10.3 shows the ground truth on the left, which is defined via a Gaussian of width
= 3 pixel along the y-axis and a Cauchy of width s = 3 pixel along the x-axis. The peak
is normalised to 1000 counts. In the bottom right corner this distribution is overwritten by
a flat plane of height 500. The middle image in the figure is the result from applying the
smoothing operator, which is treating the surrounding to be equal to zero, hence the losses at
the end of the step. In the right image is the final image used as data for the inference, with
Gaussian noise according to the counts.
Figure 10.4 shows a comparison between the results of the adaptive kernel (top) and the
adaptive diffusion (bottom). The left part shows the model for the quantity of interest, again
overlaid the lines for the profiles. The middle and right graphs show the profiles along the x-
and the y-axis, colours as in figure 10.3. The light colour is for the ground truth. The profiles
are similarly resolved, the ringing at the step being the largest difference. The overshoot at
the step is smaller for the AD than for the AK, as the model is better suited for such features.
By construction the AD model allows two separate constant levels next to each other, by

setting only the conductivities along the interface to low values. Though the specific level
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Figure 10.3.: Ground truth (left), which is to be restored after applying a smoothing operator
(middle) and adding normal distributed noise (right).

shown for the AD model is above the ground truth, the neighbouring profiles are at a lower
level. Due to the forward operator they are anti-correlated, so that this model still agrees
well with the measurement. The adaptive diffusion shows a flattening at the boundary of the
domain, which is due to the reflecting boundary condition. A steeper behaviour would require
a lower conductivity in the boundary area, to prevent a sort of piling up. Depending on the
problem at hand, the boundary conditions can be chosen adequately, or be inferred.

Figure 10.5 shows another comparison for the adaptive kernel (top) and adaptive diffusion
(bottom) results. In the left column the deviation from the reference is shown, which is
clearly strongest around the step. The corresponding regularisation parameters (kernel width
o and conductivity k) are shown in the middle for the x-axis and in the right for the y-axis.
Interestingly, the kernel widths are getting sharper in the top left, where the peak of the
Gaussian is located along the x-axis. In contrast, the diffusive kernels are getting smoother in
this area. The DK deviate slightly stronger from the ground truth — c.f. figure 10.3 bottom
right — than the AK for this peak — in the top right.

Note: While the AK are defined via the widths of the kernel, the conductivity sets the
regularisation for the AD, which is here associated with single cells. For the solver this
quantity is of interest at the interfaces between cells. It is suggested to use the conductivity
of the interface as parameters, but for comparison to the AK model this was changed. The
parameter refers to the cells, with the interface values being defined as the harmonic mean
of the two adjacent cell conductivities for the relevant direction, see equation (6.51). Just
like the kernel widths reach their lowest values at the step in the profile, the conductivities
approach zero there as well. This allows for a steep step, as the areas are basically decoupled
for zero conductivity. This case corresponds to a pixel-wise model, locally.

The performance is significantly better for the adaptive diffusion (AD) model, as a few steps

of the implicit solver use less operations than evaluating the 2D kernel function for all kernels
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Figure 10.4.: Top: adaptive kernel results. Bottom adaptive diffusion results. Left: MAP
solution from diffusive kernel model. Middle and right: cross-sections as shown
in 10.3

on potentially every cell. The evaluation time for the 20 x 20 cells dense fields is 0.01 ms for
the AD model compared to 1ms for the AK model, this is two orders of magnitude difference.
Optimisation potentially can improve the performance of these models, but by construction
the finite difference diffusion solver is much more efficient in higher dimensions.

Downside of the adaptive diffusion model is, that a Markov Chain — or similar methods — have
to be used, as the Hessian is not obtained easily for the Gaussian approximation. On the one
hand, for more complex forward models the evaluation of the adaptive diffusion or adaptive
kernel model can become negligible. On the other hand, for strongly non-linear models the
Gaussian approximation might become insufficient, so that an MC routine has to be used

anyway.
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Figure 10.5.: Top: adaptive kernel results, Bottom adaptive diffusion results. Left: Difference
to ground truth. Middle: Regularisation parameter along the x-axis. Right:
Regularisation parameter along the y-axis.

10.3. Conclusion and outlook

Inferring two-dimensional scalar fields in the scope of ill-posed problems can become numer-
ically prohibitive expensive. When a spatially resolved regularisation is desired, the adaptive
kernel model provides model selection via Gaussian approximation, which is efficient for small
fields. For larger fields and non-linear forward models, adaptive diffusion can become an
interesting alternative.

Both of these models can facilitate an adaptive resolution, in order to reduce the parameter
count. Linear interpolation of the hidden image and regularisation parameters could be used

to start with an under-resolved model and later refined where needed.
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11. Summary and Outlook

This chapter presents a short summary of the work this thesis is based on and the conclusions

drawn. An outlook with some ideas for further studies is given at the end.

11.1. Summary

An analysis of the inverse problem of inferring heat loads to surfaces from surface temperat-
ure information is presented. Commonly used finite difference solving schemes for the forward
model are compared and the final choice is justified with the available data quality in mind.
For the statistical analysis of long time traces of data for this time-dependent problem a trun-

cation method is presented, allowing to analyse the data sequentially.

The adaptive kernel (AK) model is used to represent the heat load profiles — the quantity of
interest. It allows spatially varying regularisation, being especially suited for a scenario with
dynamic signal-to-noise ratios of the data. In one dimension — validated by using synthetic
data — it is shown that the adaptive kernel model provides as much regularisation as is ap-
propriate for inferring heat loads profiles. The inferred credibility range is reliable for narrow

features as well as for a flat background.

The inference is performed using either optimisation routines to find the maximum a posterior
(MAP) solution or Monte Carlo routines. To select the best kernel widths for the MAP, the
logarithmic matrix determinant is needed. As an alternative to the singular value decompos-
ition (SVD) to determine the ideal kernel widths distribution a stochastic trace estimation
(STE) is presented and tested. STE allows to determine the MAP solution for larger model
profiles. However, beyond 400 kernels with the SVD or 1500 kernels with the STE the memory
demand using automatic differentiation is at about 100 GB, limiting the applicability.

An extension of the AK model to two dimensions is introduced and applied to synthetic
data. Although the implementation of the expansion was successful, it is considered too time
demanding for the routine analysis of thousands of profiles.

As alternative model with adaptive regularisation the adaptive diffusion (AD) model is in-
troduced and a comparison to the AK model is made. In two or more dimensions the cost
of evaluating the AD model is significantly lower. However, as the precision matrix cannot
be obtained efficiently and not processed for large problems, time consuming Monte Carlo

methods have to be used for the inference. The estimated regularisation is comparable to the
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AK model.

A new approach to resolve events shorter than the sample interval of the diagnostic is presen-
ted and tested. By using a set of three consecutive data profiles the short event can be

distinguished from the background heat flux density profile.

11.2. Conclusion

For analysis tools like THEODOR, the uncertainty of the measurement typically dominates
the analysis of experimental data. Instead of spending resources for optimising the numerical
integration of a PDE, a statistical analysis with sufficiently precise tools — like the underlying
finite difference solver — pushes the analysis to a new quantitative level. Using adaptive kernel
in conjunction with automatic differentiation for model selection gives good computational
performance and access to uncertainty estimation.

This can be used to determine the position of contributions in heat load profiles, which are at
the level of the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). An example is strike line splitting in presence to

external magnetic perturbation.

The AK model is a potent multi-resolution approach for 1D and 2D profiles, revealing struc-
tures supported by the data while preventing over-fitting. For 1D profiles the determination of
the MAP solution to the non-linear, time-dependent problem is fast enough to treat thousands
of profiles in a reasonable time. About one minute on a single core machine per index, includ-
ing the estimation of the confidence interval, allows to treat a thousand profiles sequentially
withing a day. Longer traces can be split, analysed in parallel, and finally merged, to keep
the wall time at about one day. The obtained confidence intervals allow better interpretation
of weak contributions, like from strike line splitting. This can be the basis for further invest-
igation into the effects of external magnetic perturbation onto the scrape-off-layer (SOL) and
e.g. the shielding properties of the plasma. This is also important for the understanding of

transport processes in the plasma.

For fast events — being shorter than the sample interval of the diagnostic — integrated quant-
ities can be estimated with the statistical approach. The inference of the energy density of
short events was solely based on infrared (IR)-data in this thesis. As the intensity and dura-
tion of the events are anti-correlated, they cannot be well resolved with this approach. Also
the arrival time is not estimated easily. However, including further diagnostics can provide
additional information, thereby provide narrower boundaries for the parameter. Deterministic
tools like THEODOR are not able to resolve these fast events at all. After such a fast event,
several profiles are affected and biased towards lower or higher heat flux densities. However,
the integrated energy density is reasonably estimated, if all affected profiles are taken into
account. It is considered problematic to use THEODOR in scenarios, where the heat load

cannot be reasonably approximated as constant in between samples.
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For a higher number of dimensions, the optimisation with gradient information is limited by
the computation time and memory consumption of the gradients, as large matrices have to be
processed. The SVD as bottleneck can be replaced by stochastic trace estimation, but larger
images beyond 100 x 100 cells are presently still out of scope. Here other schemes would
be needed to treat the linearised problem. The alternative is to use numerical integration,
which does not require computations on large matrices. In contrast to the classic Metropolis
Hastings Monte Carlo approach — based on a random walk — Hamiltonian MC reduces the
auto-correlation time — in terms of samples and computation time — significantly. Hamiltonian

MC is an efficient exploration tool, especially in combination with automatic differentiation.

11.3. OQOutlook

Methods for heat flux determination using Bayesian inference are available as a result of this
thesis and first applications have been presented. However, not every question regarding di-
vertor heat loads was answered. This section is supposed to illustrate some ideas of further

options.

The combination of BayTh with a plasma models for the SOL is expected to improve the
understanding of external magnetic perturbation. The plasma response can be determined

from the heat load profile, for which a quantitative evaluation is now available.

Next steps include the use of an IR-system, which measures a spectrum instead of a single
wave-length range. This allows to disentangle contributions like Bremsstrahlung from Planck-
radiation. This method does not only increase the reliability of the system, but it also yields

more information for other inference tasks.

In the case of fast events, additional data obtained from other diagnostics will allow to de-
termine more parameters, like pulse duration and intensity, with greater precision. The model
however should be refined and tailored for the specific case, as at the moment a constant back-

ground from the sample interval before to after the burst is assumed.

For a faster camera system the single heat flux profiles will be correlated stronger with each
other, unless there are fast events happening. The effective noise in heat load scales with the
square root of the sample frequency. Model selection would allow to select between a model
for the heat load in time, which is smooth and allows for a high heat load resolution, and a
model resolving fast events, at the expense of certainty in the heat load amplitude. As with
increasing frame rate the interaction of neighbouring pixels decreases, simpler models for a
single profile can be used. A possible formulation would be a form free description of a single
profile, with the heat load in time being coupled. Here AK or adaptive diffusion can be used

for model selection.

The use of more prior information can be investigated. For example the upstream profile of
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the heat load can be used as standard model for the hidden image of the AK model.
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A. Probabilities

A.1. Example for working with probabilities

For readers not familiar with the handling of probability distributions, here a few expressions

for the two data and two parameter expression are shown:

plq', ¢ d" d*) = p(q",¢* | d',d®) - p(d") - p(d®)

= p( )-p(q")

=p(d",d* | ¢',¢*)-p(¢* | ¢") - p(q")

=p(d' | d°,¢",¢*) - p(d® | ¢".¢%) - p(* | ¢") - p(q")
d* | d' q",q%)  pl q")
&’ | d',q",¢*) - p(d"

= p( p(d | ¢ q®) - p(d® | q') - pl
= p( p(d' | ¢") - pd® | ¢") - p(dh)

In the first line the independence of the data is used: p(d' | d?) = p(d'). A joint distribution
for independent quantities can be split, because the conditional expression can be dropped:
p(d',d* | ¢',¢*) =p(d" | &,¢",¢*) - p(d® | ¢',¢°)
=p(d® | d',¢",¢*) - p(d" | ¢',¢°)
=p(d" | ¢'.¢°) - p(d® | ¢',¢%)

The interpretation of the other expressions is left to the curious reader, who wants to under-

stand the manipulation of probabilities.
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B. Python Code Reference

B.1. Reference heat load

The profile has 150 pixel on a equidistant rid with 0.5mm resolution, in the range (—15 —
60) mm. The sample rate is 1 kHz with a total of 5000 profiles. The time dependent parameters

for profile k — corresponding to time ¢t = k- 1 ms — are

go = (1+0.5 sin(k-le—1)) MWm > (B.1)
Ag =5-(3+1.0-cos(k-0.04)) mm (B.2)
S =5-(1+0.5-sin(k/5000)) mm (B.3)
so=5-(1+2.0-cos(k-0.015)) mm (B.4)
qa = (0.3 4 0.1 - cos(k - 0.035)) MW m 2 (B.5)

The first 100 profiles are scaled linearly with their index k/100 — starting with k& = 0.

ELM like structures are position at indices 300, 800, 1000, 1500, 2000 and 2500. They are
additive for the above L-Mode like heat load. The parameters are a length of 5 ms with 1 ms
of onset. The Amplitude is 2MW m~2.

Note: a factor of 5 is included for the spatial components A\, and S, because the values are
specified as upstream values. The flux expansion is typically a factor of 5 in AUG. For example
Ag"? = 2mm at the outer mid-plane corresponds to a mapped value )\‘qﬁv =5-2mm = 10 mm.
The following code is used to create the reference heat load profile described in section 8.1,

including the Eich-model from equation 2.21:
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B. Python Code Reference

Listing B.1: Code to create the reference heat load.

import numpy as np
from numpy import sin, cos, exp

from scipy.special import erfc

def Eichmodel(p, pos):
# parameters p: [q0, lambda_q, S, sO0, ¢BG]
z =p[2]/2.0/p[1]
return (0.5%p[0]xexp(z+xz—(pos—p[3])/p[1l]) =
erfc(z—(pos—p[3])/p[2]) + p[4])

def get_testsetup ():
Nt = 5000 # number of profiles in time
Nl = 150 # pixzel in the profile
time = np.linspace (0, 1le—3«Nt, Nt) # Ims resolution
location = np.linspace(—15,60, Nl)xle—3
data = np.zeros ([NI,Nt])
for i in xrange(0, Nt):
data[:,i] = Eichmodel ([1e6+5e5sin(ixle—1), # ¢0
5%(3e—3+le—3%cos(ixde—2)), # lamgq
5%(le—3+0.5e—3xsin (ix1./Nt)), # S
5%(le—3+2e—3*cos(i*x15e—3)xx2), # s0
2.0e5 + 1lebx(1.0 + cos(i*35e—3))], #¢-BG
location)
# linear ramp—up at the beginning
data[:, i] %= np.linspace(0, 1, 100+1)
# indices for ELM’s
tELM = [300, 800, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500]
def gauss(location , amp, sigma):
x = np.arange(location.size) — location.size x .5
return amp * np.exp( —.5x (x/sigma)**2 )
ELMlength = 5
ELMonset = 1
ELMamp = 2e6
for i in tELM:
for j in xrange(ELMonset):
data[:,i+j] += gauss(location
ELMamp#np . exp ((1.%j —1.*ELMonset)/.5) ,
location .size x.2)
for j in xrange(ELMlength):
data [: , i+ELMonset+j ] += gauss(location ,
ELMamp#np.exp(—1.xj /1.),
location . size *.2)
# return dictionary

return {’data’: data, ’time’: time, ’location’: location}
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