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7. verify, validate and evolve models - ENR ATEP team effort

* establish orbit database with marker information given by neoclassical codes [26, Brochard FEC23]

e set up cartesian grid in CoM space, construct 2D splines in each sub-space, establish cubic 3D spline ' . ' '
* benchmark with DAEPS - calculates fluxes explicitly based on separation of radial and parallel mode structures [9]

| * benchmark with full HAGIS model [21]
e compare to 1D beam-plasma system [22]
e tracers dynamics studied with Lagrangian Coherent Structures: relevant structures
* benchmark with XHMGC/HYMAGYC calculations, featuring advanced features for transport analysis: Hamiltonian
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