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	Agata Chomiczewska (ACA)
	IPPLM
	member

	Alberto Loarte (ALE)
	ITER Org
	participant (observer)

	Ali Benmoussa (ABA)
	EC
	participant (observer)

	Anatoli Popov (APV)
	ISSP-UL
	participant (observer)

	Carlo Sozzi (CSI)
	ENEA
	participant

	Carlos Silva (CSA)
	IST
	member

	Christel Fenzi (CFI)
	CEA
	member (co-chair)

	Christian Linsmeier (CLR) 
	FZJ
	member

	David Tskhakaya (DTA) 
	IPP.CR
	participant 

	Elena De La Luna (ELA)
	CIEMAT
	participant 

	Emmanuelle Tsitrone (ETE)
	CEA
	particpant

	Frank Jenko (FJO)
	MPG
	participant

	Gloria Falchetto (GFO) – partially substituting Xavier Litaudon
	CEA
	participant

	Gregorio Vlad (GVD)
	ENEA
	member 

	Igor Garkusha (IGA)
	KIPT
	member

	Jonathan Graves (JGS)
	EPFL
	participant (observer)

	Kristel Crombe (KCE)
	LPP-ERM-KMS
	member

	M.J. Pueschel (MPL) 
	DIFFER
	member

	Marcin Jakubowski (MJI)
	MPG
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	Markus Airila (MAA)
	VTT
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	Mihaela Ionescu-Bujor (MIR)
	KIT
	participant 

	Nicola Vianello (NVO)
	ENEA
	participant

	Primoz Pelicon (PPN)
	JSI
	member

	Pär Strand (PSD)
	VR
	participant 

	Robert Wolf (RWF)
	MPG
	member

	Sebastijan Brezinsek (SBK)
	FZJ
	participant

	Susana Clement Lorenzo (SCL)
	F4E
	participant (observer)

	Teddy Craciunescu (TCU)
	IAP
	participant (2025)

	William Morris (WMS)
	UKAEA
	participant (observer)

	Xavier Litaudon (XLN)
	CEA
	participant

	Yannis Kominis (YKS)
	NCSRD
	member
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	Gianfranco Federici (GFI)
	member (co-chair)

	Botond Meszaros (BMS)
	secretary

	David Douai (DDI)
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	Denis Kalupin (DKN)
	participant

	Duarte Borba (DBO)
	participant

	Emilia Genangeli (EGI)
	participant

	Fabio Vinagre (FVE)
	participant

	Joao Figueiredo (JFO)
	participant

	Marco Wischmeier (MWR) 
	participant

	Volker Naulin (VNN)
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MINUTES

	Items
	Documents IDM/ Actions id.

	1. Introduction from EUROfusion Programme Manager (GFI)

It was emphasized that objectives and required resources must be better clarified next year. It was commented that the ETASC-SB last week went well.
To the questions of how can we reliably establish a team for JT-60SA it was answered that it was answered that a panel was established with EUROfusion, F4E and QST to discuss how to reliably operate JT-60SA.
RWF queried the origins of budget underspending. GFI and EGI noted that the lack of a reporting system makes a definitive analysis difficult, but most significant underspending occurs in big technology projects.
GFI mentioned that there’s the need for a realistic, long-term Roadmap with ITER an important part of it. The roadmap needs to be attractive for scientists and industry. The roadmap must also include the stellarator line. Process next year to populate a resource loaded roadmap.
RWF the industry has two levels of interest, wanting public funds and later on bringing their own resources.
CLR noted that while significant resources are available for fusion in the next framework programme, no new machines are currently planned. GFI if there are suggestions to increase the visibility to the outside they are welcome. CLR suggested each one should do this in their own countries. 
EGI stated it was decided not to present a partial view of the outcome of the calls for participation.


	

	2. Review of action status (JFO)

No actions


	

	3. PSD overview presentation (MWR)

Nothing added to the presentation.


	Presentation in INDICO


	4. PSD WP presentations (incl. PCR): Status summary of 2024 and changes/status for 2025 compared to AWP (CSI, ETE, MJI, NVO, SBK)

WPTE:
CFI asked about the scientific impact of the projects that lost EUROfusion funding. ETO explained these were low-priority enhancement projects.
ALE noted that ITER implementing agreements and ITER-EUROfusion work are flexible but should be formalized.

WPSA:
No questions or comments

WPW7X:
Upgrades include more ports and more ECRH power per port 
CSI asked if gyrotrons are CW. RWF clarified they should be CW, but there are limitations on the power supplies

WPPWIE:
GFI and ALE suggested that 10% of activities are under contracts and 90% should be under an ITER implementing agreement with work officially recorded via reports and papers.


	Presentations in INDICO



	5. DSD overview presentation (DKN)

SBK questioned if ENR is beneficial; DKN replied that several topics are propagating to the main programme. GFI noted ICF is still in ENR and is the largest project in that set; it will have its own Work Package in FP10 and hopefully STAC can have an expert on the field. In FP10 there will be a ICF WP. GFI also recommended bringing MCF expertise to the ICF field.


	Presentation in INDICO



	6. DSD WP presentation ( incl. Project Change Requests) (DKN)

ALE noted ITER is working on various TSVVs, namely on pulse simulation, on which there were discussions with Simon Pinches, FJO and XLN. XLN suggested that a ITER representative should join the ETASC-SB. ALE noted software is free but not the training. SBK asked if PIs, the users, have an input on ACH evaluations; DKN confirmed there was extensive contact with the community back in 2024 while setting up the call. MJL noted there are some colleagues with significant contact with the ACHs but it might be difficult to make sure that in a survey they are covered.
MJL asked if after Pitagora we will still work with CINECA. RKE replied that the critical point is that EUROfusion is a based on a cofund action and that we’re looking for Beneficiaries to support this work. MJL enquired about the data facility DKN replied that there is a facility in Potsdam that is in the process of linking with CINECA.

	

	7. General Discussion

MWR stated that a PCR for the DTT Research Plan is not required for 1 Jan 2026. GFI emphasized that once constructed DTT will have an important role. EGI noted that exceptionally mission budgets will not be transferred from 2025 to 2026. MWR underlined that we need to identify which elements of the DTT research plan are EUROfusion priorities. As an example ITER will not do FOAK control and DTT should do it. MWR warned that we should avoid that colleagues that developed the research plan review it. GFI advised that STAC should be involved.
GFI stressed there’s overall a lot of work done. But the question is if progress is being made and that we need to challenge the community so that priorities are addressed. If the Commission asks for something new to be done, will we be able to do it. MJL mentioned that in the US dedicated workshops provide information to DOE. GFI asked if there’s a top down decision how to proceed. CLR stated that companies shouldn’t be seen as competitors and that we need to see how to integrate them. It was underlined that we’ve work for a lot of time so now there’s a lot of knowledge. GFI explained that the principle of cofunding makes difficult to go quicker. MWR stated that research oriented activities and education go hand in hand. RWF warned that only a few start ups are doing something serious at the moment. For instance there’s SPARC which anyway has on HTS a very limited objective. But they got the funds for this. Start ups can tackle very specific problems but won’t build a power plant. We need to look more at TRLs. Remote handling TRL is very low for example and to build a powerplant we need to face this. GFI stated that SPARC will not reach Q=10 and if it does ITER will reach ignition, if the same assumptions are made. MWR asked if ITER can reach TRL 7. In TE TRL 4 is the maximum. ITER would go much faster to DT if we were at TRL 6. Maybe with BEST we can go to TRL 5. For instance on small ELMs there’s still a lot of work to do. CLR mentioned that we’re using steel 100 years old and that we need steel research. XLN said that in the private world there are two sets of companies some trying to integrate a FOAK and other providing services. GFI said that everyone with more than 72g of Tritium will need to go for a licensing process. EUROfusion will focus on exploitation of devices. It was asked if there the people in the programme are enough. MJL stated that startups generate attention and this can benefit EUROfusion. GFI commented that he thinks the companies will need 2 or 3 generations of machines. MFI underlined that the best people are in the national labs.


	Presentation in INDICO

	8. Work Package Plans for 2026-27 (including review of calls for participation) (ETO, NVO, MJI)

WPTE
XLN asked what’s the vision of the involvement in BEST now after the Research Plan is finalized. MWR answered that the priorities need to be define by the GA which will need to be win-win opportunities. 

W7-X
GFI stated there’s no burning plasma stellarator and asked if ITER will provide some input. MJI replied that in part yes. GFI stated there are two start ups very aggressive on this field and that there’s a need for a dialogue. MJI commented that we’re open to speaking with these companies but the resources that exist are very limited and in fact they are not enough to define a stellarator roadmap. MWR said that this WP is indeed underfunded. GFI stated that he needs to understand the gaps. MJL asked if we can learn something from the US or Japan to broaden the design space? MJI said that in the US there’re only small stellarators and there are experiments at LHD. RWF noted there’s a strong international collaboration. But there’s more happening experimentally in W7-X than in the US. Regarding configurations there’s focus in Quasi Isodynamic with Quasi-Isometric not seeming to be a good solution. MJI pointed that we don’t have a DEMO Central Team for stellarators RWF invited EUROfusion to do more. But GFI said he doesn’t understand the steps in a stellarator roadmap. RWF  said tritium breeding and materials are not different from tokamaks. GFI stated there’s the need to define a strategy. 
 

	Presentation in INDICO

	9. E-TASC SB: Perspectives and recommendations (FJO)

CSI asked about the scope and whether new tools are being developed while commenting that the goals are quite ambitious. FJO commented that the TSVVs are separated but the effort should be considered as one. We want to produce knowledge and tools that benefit the entire community. CFI expressed the need for interaction with TE and TM. FJO replied that in fact in TSVV the VV stands for Validation and Verification. This step sometimes is underestimated but can be a resource intensive activity. FJO clarified that digital twins are of specific fusion systems, not of universal model for everything which might never exist.


	

	10. Work Package Plans for 2026-27 (including review of calls for participation) (XLO, CSI, SBK)

WPTM: 
SBK stated that this transition was unfortunate and that there’s space for improvement.
XLN said there’s the wish to work collectively with validation being a key pillar and that there’s the need to find way to work together. 
MJL asked do you have immediate plans of collaboration with international partners and the private sector. XLN replied that there’s the need to find points of common interest. An example is the case for synthetic diagnostics. CSA asked if there are funds involved. XLN answered that there are not.  MWR clarified that we’re not working with Next Step Fusion. But XLN added that they’re working with ASCOT and other codes. 

WPSA:
One person per diagnostic to support the first year operation but scientific exploitation is not under WPSA responsibility.

Discussion:
EGI stated that all financial information needs to be in the IMS system by 15 November. GFI commented there’s two weeks to finalize the numbers and that these are still tentative resources. Dialogue with the research units will be discussed outside this meeting and then communicated. 
ETO asked if it’s feasible to start working on IMS from the beginning of 2026. GFI replied that this can start as early as possible. 
CFI mentioned that SBK indicated some difficulties. MWR stated that one of those is in the interaction with the TSVVs. GFI said that in view of the budget cuts something needs to be dropped.  
CSI stated that to support enhancements with help from F4E, given the budget of WPSA, means EUROfusion loses grip in JT-60SA. GFI asked what is the role of JT-60SA and that a fundamental part of FP10 will be the preparation of participation in international devices. XLN added that in 2018 a document on this was put together and can be recovered. GFI commented that the first priority is to identify the representative of Europe in Naka. MWR mentioned that there’s the need to define roles and this is the responsibility of the working group.



	

	11. Discussion on agenda items for the next Project Board meeting

Nothing to add.


	

	12. AOB and Closing - Next meeting date

Nothing to add.


	




Next meeting(s): 	16-17 March 2026 FSD PB#07 (in person in Garching) 


Zoom Chat 

William Morris (UKAEA) Yesterday, 14:40
In general it might help stakeholders if we bring out very visibly the enduring and transferrable value and impact from the work as well as the (very nice) results. In some cases this will be via resulting improvements to the models (a future design may well be based on a theory-based model and simulations using it). Disagreements between theory and experiments are often a good way? (tungsten screening example?). In others take up by e.g ITER team might be what's wanted.

loartea 9:28
I am at the STAC meeting and cannot talk now. I have one question. Why have not you included it a deliverable on validation of W source and SOL + pedestal transport ?
Thank you

loartea 9:56
In my opinion for W-7X effort should be put in getting Ti in regimes that are relevant to a reactor (i.e. where central fueling is not essential to get it).

William Morris (UKAEA) 10:02
Stellarator grant deliverables: admirable goals, good to limit number. Is the range of validity described? Language might be read as complete validation, yet probably/certainly more work will be needed later (and will be requested in next grant?), models will be extended, perhaps significantly (e.g. full orbit). I.e. care about impression taken by reader of the words.

Robert Wolf 10:18
@Alberto: Although we use pellets for producing density peaking, the pellets (due to limited speed) do not really fuel centrally. Instead, an inward pinch takes care of that. We are therefore convinced that you can understand stellarator transport only if particle and energy transport are studied in combination, which actually is done in recent simulations. But it is true, that we have to understand this to find out whether the pellet scenarios really scale to a power plant.


loartea 10:36
This open source policy is essential to ensure that efforts are not duplicated and synergies are maximized

loartea 11:27
I think what is important that software is open source

Frank Jenko 11:28
@Alberto: This is part of the EUROfusion Standard Software idea. We will continue to „push“ the community in this direction…

loartea 11:28
yes, but they do not want to make their side open source. we talked to them and this is not a fair two-way interchange
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