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ABSTRACT TF structural analysis

The European roadmap to the realisation of fusion energy has identified a e Structural calculations were carried out to assess potential failure of
the TF coils.

e Stress linearization used to assess the failure points (Pm<Sm;
Pm+Pb<1.55m; Sm= 667 MPa for the Inner leg; Sm=500 MPa for the
outer leg).

number of technological and scientific challenges towards the development
of a DEMO reactor. Mission 2 ‘Heat-exhaust systems’ includes the
investigation of alternative divertor configurations such as the Double Null,
Snowflake, X and Super-X divertors as a reliable solution for the power
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11 independent coils while for the XD and the SF a redundant segmentation

of the central solenoid has been imposed to increase the flat top flux swing.
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