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(b) Prediction in 2015 (Illustrated by the author, data based on IEA (2016) [6])
Figure 1-1 Predicted Shares of Primary Energy Sources to 2040.
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Figure 1-2 “Hydrogen Transmutation Effect" Observed by M. L. E. Oliphant, P.
Harteck and Lord Rutherford (1934) [12].
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<l L, TUHEBIEE L WY BEIRICME O E, BALAD 208D 5, LIEN
R FRBICLERA CIADEREDER D 7201013 7 7 X~ ALY O & &7 5 Rl
NICHEE A LVOWRER ERXBETH 5 721F Th i, RENRKICDHMGED 72 0
D77 AT ECEZ - T HlHEORAN MBSk on, FlEkizx %)
2> & DA RIFZE KD b T 5 [15, 16],

E_oBEIX, MG FERICLEE R IME oMK TH L, FICT I X< ICE
Bt im 3 2 5 —BEI ONIC XA N — ZUIRRELE SRS I K B B VIR HRIC X 2 5
AMEZZIT5720I1C, ThoDAMICITA, 2> D& WVEMEESR &/ X iR IRREL
EET MBI OB SRR &R D, & HiC, HEEIFICE O TRRHEIE, 2o
ANF =4, PHEEROEE AT I vy PicBWTh, HELE I
% VERE % G 72 THGEM - EEM B OFIR RSB E LI BETH B, L OMEHIER
7ZEEMERE W@ Lich v BREGFEEIT OFERLICET . FE RIS A3k
JFeunTw3[17],

BEEOEEIL, KMAFKENOERIC) D S EEME OB o TH B, B

BREIIIE L VS EREY ZFELR L v, L2 LS 5T, KElaRE
Fric BT d ZHRKBLCHEME X X b & v o MY E 3FEEL. chd 2%
R BEBICLVEALIAD 2720 DI S B I L ICBETH 5, I HIT, Kld
WFOEMZHIC X VAL 34 BOMEL S ABEHEREY OEHTEICOVWTH, &
TR REH ﬁﬂénmi&%&mua

I LTz, SHBEmeGEZHEIeE LTCEMLT 2 IChVEETH S
m%%b&f PERREA LN TR D> 2HEUD FEAFENRFET 5, T NIL,
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R EICERL I N 7201cid, HREMOKRAIZD L XY | s
ZZRMERE T EIND BB ELRRTH S, ZRLIT [RFANTIY 28
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2.1 ANHEEEA

2.1.1 TXxJL¥—ZZRRHEA

NEDHIEK Foftio Btk e 2 0FELZ BICT 7L, =40 F—D AT
FIFE . 2T 2 EE A CHOMREICH 5, YN KE NLH - EEIICH]
AT 2228 ELAMEEFE - TL 27 FRXTHEEEZLNTEY, BT 100
JTAERTOEH 2 5 A K ORI OEH 2 F R X v 52[23], DR ABIZ, Bl
PR Z AL -V L ZHMWE LTHE 2R L, EHz ¥ —oFfH
FHBE LCBE L KEEZFIAT 2 2L T, 20AE0E 2R L8, X% RE
IHTE -,

212 BAHEEFOE

NEHIC BT 2 AV F—HIFICKE Rz 726 L7201 18 {Hid o ZbEE
DFIAL ., 2k 19 it oBR T FZORAEAKETH > 72, BRI O A
FE1IRZANF—ROBMHE T2 AN F -2 @I AL F -~ WL 5
ZERAREIC L7z, fed B LY OREIL, BBEIC X v AR L 2@z 4L ¥
—% [8ER] LW BMPOBEICEIRT 5 2L cEighE ¢, BRIC, 222MRIA W
HiE&D 7= 017l s 5 2 & ZR[EBIC L 7=,

RESCHERE, NEIZBEEB L2 5.1X105 g (= 5.1 GHDOAMICHYL 2 =41
F—%UTREZT->TED, TOBUEIZ2040 FFE TITIXI0PgIcES & FHlX
NTW3[6], TORMEIZZDHDIMKTELEEZLNTWER, Tt 21 HidicE
> Tk, BIHHELAEEOHE L OMICEGCIEDOHBABAGRAHFIEST 270 TH 5,

Figure 2-1 13 #HhICKEO— NH 7V FEHENHEEONE 2, Hthlicz oFE o
FHEFEMERLZKTH B,

2HENEZ B FE - PV R X B RAIDKDIELWFIF 1 125,000 FFHTLE & &
Z b Twb, 22. Burenhult, G., The first humans: human origins and history to
10,000 BC. Vol. 1. 1993: Harper San Francisco.
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Figure 2-1 Average Life Expectancy vs. Electricity Use per Capita [24].
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Figure 2-2 UN Human Development Index vs. Electricity Use per Capita [25].
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BreHadsclT, HEICEHT 2 NEHAEOEKMZ 0220 1 OHPATERLZD D
T®H %, Figure2-2 1%, R, HE B L OFiEO 3 oofllifico AT ICOWT,
Fiedsd—ED74 v (kX% HDI =0.9) KEZ T TORKICOVWTIE, &
FHEAFEREICEHboTWwE I EERLT NS,

Py, EEARBRERO WIS, ZRHERCEBEOE 2 Tt KL T
5LEZLDDTHER . LELAEYEL, TNLDRITIETSEOFEREDI-D X L7
2ENEMEE LT B ERPHIR FICRZLSEBIEET 2 L) HiRT- 5 FE LR
LTk, FEREEICE T2 AOoEINER % ¢ T AiuE, Exie v 2R
IANF —~DOFHEEIYHICE TRtz 2 3ENEEZLNS,

2.2 BHTBORRIEICTFRE

2.2.1 BBAHHDOIRIKR

— ISR LRI B E & ICE TR, 2017 FEREE TIZIE 100% 0 HET ICE A
BITERNTW3, —/f7. FE® B TITENME S RIEET, EA~DT
7%2@&WAD-ﬂﬁﬁ*ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ?%@ﬁﬁ%?%%oEAK&%2m3$%

I B B BRI i REA D OHEFHE[26] % Table 2-1 1IC/R

Table 2-1 Electricity Access in 2013 - Regional Aggregates [26].

Population e Urban Rural
. Electrification e L. e e
Reei without . electrification electrification
i
cgion electrici rate rate rate
v [96]
[million] [%] [%]
Developing countries 1,200 78% 92% 67%
Africa 635 43% 68% 26%
Sub-Saharan Africa 634 32% 59% 17%
Developing Asia 526 86% 96% 78%
China Vi 100% 100% 100%
[ndia 237 81% 96% 74%
Latin America 22 95% 98% 85%
Middle East 17 92% 98% 79%
;rggggn economies 1 100% 100% 100%
WORLD 1,201 83% 95% 70%
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Table 2-1 1. JCiEEA2 2 THE L THRE AT 100 JABRETH 5T,
YANFLMET 7Y A7 T CTREMANDTD 61E3400 T AGFET 27 L, HiZ L IicE

{ERICIERICRKRE RIS BIEET 2L 2R LTV 5,

2.2.2 BHHHDERER

2221 FEEFICH IS FFG

ZOR|O T, MRCIFENTHICEAL., LR EEZ EEICEVWTE L o7
B0 b L Br o 2 OB X BFRIFHICETLO2DH 5,

FetEETIE, BRI~ AE 7V 0ENFRECHETVHTER AR E>T0 S
Dﬂ TNE T BH, TANF - R EE O EMIMEEL, ZEokE L

S®BBAYoER B FHIENTE Y, BHICOWTH BEMICE Mg T, BREE
ﬁm&E@HMﬁmemfﬁE%ﬁ%ﬁ#5ﬁ%ﬁiinoo@5Dao%nr
H7z Y EEEICEWTIE, EREILREL AL F gz o 71 - k) - K
T RATADI v 7 ZA%BRT BEDRS >0 72— T, IEFELHICETF I FHED
EILE - €7 ) 7 LAEPEELTEY, Rbo THAERMRI AL X —DE AR
IO T 5, é%m:y;xu—yay%¢mﬂﬁﬁxﬁ—fy wHmick?
DHEIL S 2T LD L EXBOR T AL ED —T7, FEMTIEDC - 4 v
— ZLIC X Y ZBENEZEDK T AR E I ATV S

7. FEEDL {ITBWTE ﬁm%#ﬁmﬁéﬂt;& XY FeEEHMILH
izt R T X0 b, Hifr~—7 v P A =X Lo figGffikgic X - Tk
EINDE XD ICEREZE R, BHHGOHMBL L I3FEE - XBCE - NeHEDTHE
ZBLCENFEE~OSAZTHBLT 5 2 L 2E L. 1990 FRICHIMICB TR E
ST TH D, FRCEXEBEBFREZPMT 22T v NV P Y v 7 EIEL, Figure
2-3 127783 TSO (Transmission System Operator) /57 & ISO (Independent System
Operator) JTRAB—RIITH 3, BINTiE TSO HR %, KEIZ ISO HREZAL
T3, KETIEFHIC A ISO 122w T RTO (Regional Transmission Operator) &
IECY, PJM « MISO + SPP « ISO-NE 3@ N TWw5[29], 25 LAdiHGAA=X
LBADHIE, HGEBICHES < AL REIC H
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Figure 2-3 Illustration of TSO / ISO Unbundling (modified by the author from [28]).

2222 RS LEFICH TS FFFE

2.1.2 fifiic :Fo’b\“Cﬂ*éfzht/\i‘ﬁ@ UIN

SCHHBZ H Y. % < DFER BT —EA Loz A F—FHEE 725
BTG OIIRBZHICH S 2 e TFHEI N T 5, A THRER ZE W

T LIFLITEE - Aﬁﬁé%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ'ﬂ - FEEHICEN AT LR FEML TV,

Z OB b FEREE ChBWTE, il - TR TB S T RBE A D

JHARTIC FE BT O iR 2 IS EIT T 2 FHILEA T . SR JE T FEE
TR DRI X FE & ICBWTAEL S L TFHlEh TV 5[30],

—Ji T, 2TOFKER Ll#ﬂ%@xa—bf BNTSGZRESE 5 2 Lok
ZRTEF RN L ICHBEERIET RO, Figure 2-4 3BT RMOBED 120 GW
AT oFE - #isicEd AL IiconwT, NOZftiic, 7 27 e Aa[fg &1 RO 9
A X %REENcE VEZICXVi»rN-e A 77 L TH S, Figure 2-4 (a)lx, 2011
FICB VTN s OE &I AL 2, 12IE—FRICHERD TN WEN TS~
TR AL »RZREVERKRERL WS, L L7%&dS Figure 2-4 (b)izc b D
[ - HIEA, FEEEOFEIC LY, 2035 FFE TICREZBRA~NDT 72 ABIT LAY
W7 — 7 (Group 1), HHIEOENRMEZFE IS 7 v — 7 (Group 2). HEX
IR B IR Z A 5 X D1 b 7 v — 7 (Group 3)ICohiLd T & &R L
TWwb, Z2O9H, Group2 & LTHFHI NS 45-90 GW 0BG~ C
ZH, SEREOFHEROENICEH T L8 E k2 HHTS L oI,

Fli& ICB T B FAFEIIRIZE G L
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Figure 2-4 Histogram of Population against Accessible Electrical Grid Capacity
(Illustrated by the author [31], data based on [32, 33]).

2.2.2.3 55EF S BEES FEICH ) TEE L /=B THED M

2.2.2.1 fiE NI 2.2.2.2 ffiiC s Wb o b | SEEE & REE LETIEE T v A
7T LFAFENAT - EE DL K BIRAWICE 2 b DD, —JFitsnT, ZONITT
[FIRFICHETT L C W 2D EE T 5. 20t KARZ BRI O M A 7 F IR
DIKRFLDEN X TH 3,
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H2E E)
UNEP (EHERETFHE]) & WMO (T FL AR BEE) A3 1988 AR ICERI7 L 72 522 8 BY
T3 BRI SV (IPCO)IE, 5 RICHE 2 MEFDOARER T, “ANMENTH 25 20 H#
FILLLE 12 B & 71 72 i BEAE D SN 7 ZEA T o 7 AJGEMED #0 TE 0" [T] &
2013 FEICHE RO U 720 T LEZEBA S T 2 AMOEmE VIR L S h, 2015
AN I IR 7 iR B R ARG E T H B S U ES L L 720 %) 1€ 13
JeiteE - & EE R &M D3 ENCRE R ZHIR O KR ELE D H & 1T
TED, INEERT 27200 HABRLEICE O CHREERICEHBI LT3,
BITEIREN R A A DHIRIC B\ CEHE R &ZE 2 723 L ifF S L Tv 2 o A
ARE T AN F - NICHTIHEETH 5, ERICETIE, REICE T 2REA
W OB % ER T 5 iR %2 5, FIT(Feed-In-Tariff) fill & 72 & 7% REHR A i< 75 L .
EROBFENZAHDO D & CAHICHAERBIANLVF —DEABEALTH S, FE
B EEICE BT, ERORFENEZEHT 52 LT, HAERRBZ AL X i
NIRRT HREO SEREADRRATN T WS, Figure 2-5 IR OFAHET £
AF—WRCJREFHFEBED > = TICoWnT, 2012 FEEHE & 2040 478 % ks
%, Figure 2-5 7> 513, HAZFII L L7 OECD #EIic B\ CTRFE T DE AL
TRV CTHEMRI ALY —OKIEREA HAZN S 7. JE OECD #E i
FOTERETS c BEEI AL F -G OEANMED Z & AR5 AIN S,

22 ¢
c g o
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Figure 2-5 Comparison of Renewable and Nuclear Generation Shares in 2012 and
2040 (Ilustrated by the author [34], data based on [35]).
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23 BHRBMELEZOREN

2.3.1 BHRKEORME

BHXZOMAICEL, ZhzEA B LESICTEELZEIEBA Vv I 7 THD
BNRFELEE LTE R,

BHRME X, BRE—XE—ETHRINE EHDOL X T LE I, NEHEIC
B 2D TDOEIRMIT 1882 ., ThomasEdison =2 —F— 7 Hios—L 2+ Y
— M 6BDKNFEBRZHE L. 100,000 7 4 — F OELEMEZ LT Y + — A
1hnKﬁE?%1%0%hi%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂbk%mﬁﬁéﬂt&%i%ﬂfn%
[36], LURENRMIFHERASEICE W CTERICLT Y 2R, #1oid 1 >0HEEH
K1 DODOREBEHHPEFRINT WD DR, PHTCH—-DENRMDOD L ICHEDFR
BN NICTRERDP B SN GEHIN S AT L~ REL -,

AR, T8V RTLTH] (2013) [37]ics T, BHRKOREE LTUT
DTOEFETF TV

“HIL, LEEE B DPEFICITTDNE S ETH S, HELEEIL, FER -
HIERZ I L THHIFICTFESICE o, HE IS, - BEDET > X 74 T,
ABEDET] ZHE T S IIKIEE L D27 <\ - AfICHE 5 BT Z 5 ICH
BL, WF2Z&EZD S EAMIEHINL TNF > XEE 3L IHEIL 217874 5 74
2

e F S, 1 ODEN X T AICERE S L EEREIL, [ DR TR L T
Bl IS, RICHFHWPH S o7 ) TEEEEPN L 72 0 T8 &, - FRHDE
L&\ EDEEIIFLIRICRSS, - BREDFE TIIRH DI (FE) ICF

ol

So
e H NS, B R T LN GEIAATEE T # PR ICIX R TS Z LT E B
ELTIRGEZLZbDE L), HEINS BN EDIEEHEICHIK S S12D2 5 7%

v,
e BPYIS, BB R T LA DIIEER DAL, BEICHSREEIC X AT S
CETHS, HFPEHRICLE EHEZTRIC L T EITFAJGETH B,

SR, REAFEMREI ALY -0 AV —ROELICE b Rw, &
RN SN A T ) v FOERDEG LS EGZLTWELD0D, RZIWCHELE LT
/N E W,
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BN, KIE LA IS HEE IS RIGIE, EEEEE & D IS ICZE LTS,
@z%mmﬁf.mﬁfgﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁg Lk 5B SIREDRIGIBETD
S

e EGNIC, Bl X T A %fﬁ%?é%ﬁ@@ﬁ/ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@%)ﬁ5 EE b, —F
TFo NG| FEEEDNSHTH S, FE - M DRI 1T A
LRBIETD ), KA L7 ELIIR 17 TR 8 & & 2HEL T,
LIS, BB R TFAIRFNS, BED S R FAICH L R T AR L
CELESRTACDH S, HIFEDEH R TFAEFL Vo X FABHIES S &%
(. BEFIKY) ODOEEL > AT ANETEREL THODPLITIUILEL S %
LEDOXEICEWTHICE Lo b, hotlidhe B 2% { o2 % B
L7zv AT L0, BRI TH 5,

2.3.2 BARMKOLEMN

2321 BHREEEH

FERX» LA T, EHRMICBWTRDEE R & 1Z, WEORVWENBLERN
G I N L THELE - TRV, ZOFHBEMEICENT, ROEEL LR ZD
BENRFORBEETH 5,

BHRMICE TR L HEPFE ICFER AR TR ITIEZR S R\»w T L i3 2.3.1 ff

CBEVWTHRRONZE BV TH BN, ZD220DMICERNEL BE. ZHKICH
HIL T2 RERICIIAMPE 220 FERICEq. 2-1 1T THMLL THRIND

I PR E 2SN £ 72 1335, 22T M [sec] 3B ER. o [rad/s] 1A
HEEZRL, P [WlBXUP, [WRZNZNELXMATI AT —, BEWIH 7 —
Th b,

LIPS (Eq. 2-1)
dt 4

zhick v, %E %f@%ﬁﬁﬁﬂV—ﬁ%W%kﬁﬂV—iDﬁ?w%émﬁ
BNERHEEEIZ ER L, HoE&ICIE RT3,
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2322 BREHNEEHIE

Rt D ARHITH IS T 3720, FEEATORMML N & At IC—%s
ZRTIE 7 <, o TEHNRFFEBEEICH FICEZFHPBELTWE, LrLadb,

SR D SRR A T e S 7B AR IR A B B R G 2 B 720, BIIRM
JE R R —E RO T & BHOWEZEHT 2BRICECTBOTCEETH %,
—fle LT, BILEIE, 0.5%FE D FRBUEN T, FERKD» L D" BRwEbE”
DI DN D LHE L T 54[39],

Do, FBNSHIIE R E O ILHEAE 2 & OIS D W T, L W»iE
2T CTHIEIL T 5, Table 2-2 1, AEH L CKREICE T 2 F2ERHKD
JABEHH B EZ RS, 2 CKREoBEEIFKSEOBIEELE L TRE </
TV, TPEEKREOENZRMOBRRERDEVICLE2bDTH S, BIBLERMR

DEBEP/NIORE, FEEOHEI I HEL S A2 eZRMLTWEDTHEEF

A%

Table 2-2 Frequency Control Targets on Various Systems (Japan and North America)

[40].
Power System Value
Hokkaido * 0.3 Hz
Japan East System * 0.2Hz
Middle-West System * 0.2Hz
) East System * 0.018 Hz
North A >
(1\(]);:Rc)mer1ca West System * 0.0228 Hz
Texas (ERCOT) + 0.020 Hz

4IEPEG (2000) 1 X B FRAE TIE. BHRBEBEOZLICH LFICEEEZZ T LT
WS L LT, b RS %%@@@V@Wk 0. REINDFARLKRD
KEFDO MBI, AR « 5 « AT 2 EDHIENZZZENE T, A
rEESNR, HEEER  wA SRV O@EBERFINAZL U, W ECHE Y
[CREE, BT CND, 38, FLFAE B R T ) 2 A AR
2000, MITT: Tokyo.

ST E EKREICECTRMABBOEHREEEIRE SRR ZDIE, BHRHKZL
DbDDRIBENKELSEL 270 THS, RERBEBHNRMICECTIE, RfKic R
INTVEREROBEHERIKRESRD, ILICHFEDFEMED RiIAEN 3
Teic, —fRICTABBEINP/NE (725, o T, BEB/NEWENRFKIZE, H
PR DOZEENIRE . BHIZ XV REICK S,
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2.3.2.3 Bfa - FEREHIE

A D BT 238§ Y 70 4R B SIS DT Rl R & L fEh I B &
& o THEAX %R L7z b D23 Figure 2-6 TH 5,

Total Fluctuation

Load

-
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, (~hours)
Fluctuation
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~minutes
>~~~  ~_____~" Fluctuation ( )

Cyclic
Fluctuation

(~seconds)

Figure 2-6 Illustration of Typical Power System Load Behaviors [41].

Figure 2-6 1381 ZFE AR OEEICOWT, @H. *OLHEW O RERICHES
WCHRT Y ERGD - 7V VIl - A7)y 7D 3 DIl TiIRZ % Z
EZRLTWn5, FRMTIEINSFADORL 2 AFICOVWT, ZRNENRR D
7 7'n—F THE Fﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬂﬁéﬂ’é Lick Y, EHRFERBEEZ —E RO
DA T T B

YRAT Y P IFBRRREA O ZE R 2R > AMAE TH H ., BH O FERIZ
NA2 DAEERRKCRIETH 5, Y ATV FEITIIEFHOIENKE Wiz, ZH)H
EETHOHEEBEHNOFELITo TONIGHRAR W Z &A%, PORIHETICA
WABO T %7072 LT, ZRICH o CHRENTOEMEEZILET 5 2 & THIG
3%, ZN% ELD (Economic Load Dispatch) & FE33,

7V VB~ DR OARALETH 5, T DOAMAZBICH L
T, —RICHEML I N AT 2w, ENRRICERI LTV 3 &FE
Xf L CHIRFGEIE DT O A - WA ofEs T o it X o TG T 5,
% LFC (Load Frequency Control) & M- 35,

32



=i

2

i
%k\\
3

11

A2V I IEB~E oz R oOAMEEITh L, ZOAMEHD
b, FRICE O IEF IR R (< 30 sec FRED) 1. BT RM O FED AR —RE B EGT
BT X o CTINEI NG, ZNL YV EVETICOWTIE, FFEIRD, BIRHE
IS U CHEMICHE W2 EB X3 s ofiiangd, chnz s+ 7Y —(GF)
JERIE & I 32,

INHDORIGIC DT, Bl AMAB ORPER L. MhcZBoRE %2R T
TS E LTRL 72D DA Figure 2-7 TH 5,

A Sustained
Fluctuation

Amplitude of Load Fluctuation

Frindge
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Cyclic
Fluctuation LFC
\‘ \‘ \‘ »
0.5 1 20 60

Time [min]

Figure 2-7 Illustration of Frequency Control Measures [43].

2.3.2.4 BREEMIC K BEN

HﬁﬁW@#OS%&F%t B3 2 Lt I NI ENPHE S Z 81T 2.3.2.2
WKEWTIRR72, OIS HICHWERE £ CTILK L 72856, &2k
IN-FHAFRBEROPEIEZ D, ZNICX Y X SIS &M T 22 LT, A

ORI AT LOFHEIC X o T, FEED EAR T2 L ENRFICH T 2 HEEN S I
032574 — PNy Rtk b, 2L, EFE. REFELRGIC 4/»—&#
M o7z 8O B KAEA TEH Y . BR—EEEE 2w TSRS 5 Al
REtEp e S v 5, 42. Tabata, Y., Investigation into Load Charactenstzcs
of Stand-alone Equipment (Household Electric Appliances). F1 8 1 H A BIA = = —
2, 2000. 11(87): p. 11-12.
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27—V (BN EECEP 2552 H 5, i3, FRAFREFRILER T X
HIRSE I DR RHF R E o TH D, —MRICZ T E3%FE (IS 50 Hz K471
FOTIFE15 Hz BE) TH2 itk b, Figure 2-8 i3~L —> 7IickF 5 1996
FEDOEBEMFOBAKEBE R OEE 2R L2d 0 TH Y, BEEHICHRTZ . e
R E LD, REITHEFROPEEZRL T3

Fault

P 762 + 160 MW
50 ¥
!
- : (Subtotal 1,397MW)
L S —_—
T ! ¥ /
> | | YLKy,
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Figure 2-8 Utility Frequency Behavior of the Cascading Power System Failure in
Malaysia, 1996 [40].

Figure 2-8 22 b 13, BEAMIERICE > T2 o0&\ ELP Kb Lick Vi
RS 3.5 sec THI 1 HzK T L., ZDOEBICERD X 5 ICEFEIFE L T3
ZERRATHNSG, 7.0 sec HIfRICHE W TRIEEDE T AR WIChoTn5b Z
EDOIIATANF 7Y —EERIC X B ER B fTOL LT N b DD, &
FIITHY 12 sec th % TICEF 2,143 MW b O REHDBIE L. KBUEIEE~ & B2 o
T3,

DX RERIINT 2 2B NRKICECTHRI VELZFZ T TR, ESTIE,
L VR BE DL L RN FEEFOE AT X - T, KBREE~LFKET S
FARBCEBOBMMEA X LI Ao T b b E2Z LT WS, ULEOHE» S,
BENEMETIR, BHERMBERBEOEHICOWTSHRILICE L WEETE ¢
YT, BNRE~ELERELC2HEDH 2 BR~OEN ZHE~DZH
Hiz—BETIF2LE2ZLND,
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BElAGHE L W )V —F2 A4 LoRWIZ AL F —HfTOMEICH > Tix, HiC
FkottoB W EETFHIL, Z0XBEWMEELGT R4 v 2 A7z B, 2h
% FOE L 72 WF9EhA % % Ehi 2 A~ DI EOE ALK S v, FRICKRELA 13
ANAZDEFEDE % L2 DDA v 7 5CThHBBNIHE~DEBAZMK L 725
ffiicd b, ZOWFERFICH 7z > TTBE N RMICHTT 2 HEI AR R & 725,

ZZTCH2ETIE, HRICHT2ENTGOBREZRT L L bIc, ZORERD R
WL DS ZAIT o7z AHTAERIE. 21 HiICE > CThBENIIEFOE D Lo
WDICHEE INTEY, SBRFBEE EEICE W CH/NIBEOE N TS 2% < Hrid
2FYERLZ, £/, REMOZAU*EAT2EEAERLE L TCENRKOR
EEDBFIET 5 C L Mife TURI NI, FFIT 1996 FDO~ L — v TICE T 2 {FEFIK
PR E N2 Y . RFEEBEE ORI KBBEEICORn 01525720, BHRHK
AR R —E OREPHNICHEEF T 2 2 L35SRV BEEHI N EEZbN D,

D DHMRERIE. KGR BHRTOMNRES~DEANICH2Y, BHRHEOX
EWRZ OZAMOER L R REEA TR T 20 TH 5, BIRMEKED®
B lZ RBIRAEFEIC S D 9 2701, MG RE IS L TH OHEIZE
WbDTHD, HEFARIANF —DEZR 28 AIC K Y FERENRH1IS5HE I I
RLENT 2L THEINE Z &, I HICREROFHE T ZHD% K /MBI CTH
Llatrang Zrxliinid, MEERENIEIZOENRMEEE~DRE %
INRICHTZ IR b RVWEEZ LD,
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3.1 BEMEREFOBIE

Lmjl
\DI
T

3.1.1 BEEREMOE

1.1.4 i oA Y . EAESISIC X VAL 2 T ALF =3~ Y v LJFE IO

T ORFOEB T AL X —IC X VI NG, o TRAMARIGIC X 2 FE%
FEHFT 2720103, —RICKTOROEH = AL F—ZEICEIL, ZDEE T
FEA 7 NERITRHELD BT, BUCKEGREIICE WAL & 2R ER T
MElAIR, &2 5 0B ) B LEE, WNICHKEI AT LTH 5,

3111 BEEENT

MR X, alés 7 7 X~ %A A, Il T ick@lAE e % it 2 %E T
»Hb, G 77 X~ LIADHRITIZTRA L TEMER iAo R e BB LA
DIFHRD 2 HENPEET 5,

BUHEA LA AFRIZ, 77 X~ % 4EH O DT X 0 BRI &% B 1T A
MET 2 2 & CAARICEZFRET R 27 TH Y, FricEENICL—F—%2H v
5L —F -G OWENED LTS

AP CADTRIT, Bz A VICK WV RESI SRS EHCT T I X<-DHL
ADEATI TN TH D, Fric, WO 7 7 X<k iF 5 2 & % <7 D
TfkzE b —=Z 2R (F=F 2R icF 2 icsBTifErEATHE Y, o)
DIEKAEF I I HICBWIANVORETRDENICL s T A IR~ AR
oI ND, PA~278E, P—FRCH-oTEHBELZ e A XA a i
XOVREIND A XSG E, 77 X~hiciing 77 XA-EMICLVEL B
Ru A XSO AKIC X VIBRERS 2R T 5Ltk o TT I X% LAY
%[44], Zznicxf L~Y AABICIE, a A VAKREZIEEFICEEST 52 22 <, AL
MDD R T L T 5,

=

T A DB T ANF — R ERHEIC X ) EEERICA ST S MHD BE L)
DT 505, Kl BT lifb v,
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Figure 3-1 Comparison of Tokamak and Helical System [45].

WAE. b A~ 27 BUAIC X B EG = A X =R RERAIC oIS 2 2 L %
FIET 5 720 DGR A FBRIF 2 183% % ITER FHEAHA - EU- v 7 - KEH -
E - hE - 4 v Fo THBERG LY, 79V ROy - K= L - Ta2TV
LB WTHETHTH 5, ITERIZT 7 ViETELZER L. FAEICH W TITEFER
Bl G EZERs L iR I 5, ITER D58 X % Figure 3-2 183, ITER D E /¢
HZEicix 1) 500 MW OEA N 2ER T2 2 &, 2) EAREITICLE L 1 3
MAEBEM 2RI T 5L, 3) KMARENMOREELZ RIS 22 L 3E&EEN
[46]. ITER @ #axill OMCE %@ L TRl A FE T O ek Ic B & 75 5 TAE R A
DEBRBINE ZEAMFEIA TS,

Figure 3-2 ITER Tokamak and Plant Systems [47].

8 3751 1X ITER % International Thermonuclear Experimental Reactor D#ETH 3 &
HINTW/DTH S,
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3112 ZZ>7 vk

MREAIFICEH LiIAD b NG 79 X<=ic s wTHd L - o) o 4 v
F—l, BEAIFRECBEHINEZT 77y PCEOTRT AL F — A8 S 3
BYATLA~NERYHE NG,

Ty FREME T 7 A~ R B TORAIEICERE I, 7T A~ bRE
T2 B X CESAEZ RIS 22X 1m BiORBTH 2, KRS 77 X~=ic
BIFBFEIANF — DK 80% ITEpE P PEF OEB = A V¥ — & LTI T 5 25,
COEETYTIZ T I X~ EMEERZ¥T 77 v 7y POREETCRAT S, K
ER R E TSN O FTEEY BT 5 L dic, —H BT 7 vy PICEE S
VF ULk Eq 31l icfRESNIHIGERITILICXY, 797y FHICHY
F 7 LA NI FEEA D AR U 5 048],

°Li+n — 3T + ‘He + 4.8 MeV (Eq. 3-1)

INHD2 008 (PHEFIC X 2B ICKKIGIC L 2 ME) itk 77 v
Ty PCEOWTRELZAZGHMPERH T LIk Y, W1 TKEG = AL ¥
— BT AL F— & L CHIAARERTE & 7x 5 [48],

7o vy M. xS 2 EEM. FRES 2R ETEEM - MY Y L8E0E
Al WEIM 72 ST oW THR A RGBS BETIFE I LT b, ITER 1T 77 v 7 v b
DAEEEITI A= bE6 0T LN TEY, T K EHOKERERHE 77 v 7
v FEE (TBM. 7R N7 9 v 7y FEV2—A) 2EbiAR, B B LY
YT LI O RER % T 2 EHEET L T B,

3113 FEZXTA

77 vy PEEM X ODEY I BE, PRI £ 2 3R R R AR I
EIN, BEICHHINS, BRIGHERICEWTHHAPAETHE LEZ LN
REVAT LICEIHAZ - Vv HBEBAREK KR E - v REBHTRD 2 T HE
TE9 % [49],

SIH TT vy Mk, B LR LCokElofiic, MEIEZRBZ Y F T LA
DAL, WRITHPET DB & v 5 EEAKE % e R o,
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HAZ—EVvFREHFRNIE, 77 v 7y FMEEMOEE hEBG IR ZE L T~
v Lo BEER R R R L ICEEL, ZORICEX Y 2 - v E2EILAEEET-
Tt [MRE WA - R LRSS~ RET TR TH B, KV A 2 i fiRIC
TLA YA I NEEENS,

— DK/ FERE— e VvFHBEBHRE, 7oy FEHMIC XV EEI WL
FOWTRSAEZREI S, CORGIICIVZ—LVITEWTREL L2k, I
TR EKERIC B W TOKICRE LARFKERICHKT 27 Th 5, FricELAAE,
FEL—E v, EKBHECICHRKREY 7hr ORI NEROEMAF A 7% T v
FUPAINEMLE, KIvFvIfo0e, ZOMPELLEI LT I70TH

LB A 70 - AT A 7 VFEE, BT ICE T 2 KN FEENE IR 1 FE BT

BT 2HEBTROERTD 5,

3.1.2 ZRISREFMDEGLAR

RGBT OEER T e LT, BMlG 77 A<D 2 — it X > TRE
{3 F TEFEIR L VAR D 2 TTHAPBEE I T 5,

EHEEL Lk, ARG WIRERE T 2 2 L T, —E DI TRE L MET 5
HILTTETH 5, —/7- 8V AR & 3, BRE BOG % BOR ATk E S & 7288, ROG %
—WikIE X 3 2 & AR EELTETH B, S RGEERE L Clid, e
%(ﬁ+ﬁ~2ﬁﬁﬁﬁ)@ﬂwXL%%<bﬁ R UARIEHARTIC X 2 e )
KT 2EAGRTH O C L CHINEEZITI XL, BENFLEORKEZ WROMAZIT 5
~ 8 IR E NV REHLCRE 21T 5 TR D 2 TSR 2 T 5 [50],

3.1.3 ZREHREFMDREAR

Rl 132 ORISICHER L CIREET AL KRG EYMEFE B L 750w, o T
MElG BT OBREAMIT FIC 2 0l - EH - BEVUSICHKT 2D DTH 5,
CO,; HEHHEICEI L TI3/MIE 5 (2016) 1 X 2 H D [51]. KFA S (2000) 12 & % 3 D [52]
e EB% K OMRMBHFIEST 5, TNOOHFHC XL 2 &, KEEFREITICE T 5 714
7HA I NATD COHEHEIZ6 225 12 g/kWhTHB L InTEH, THIFHKRD
BAKFICE T 2 HEHE (5.7 g/kWh) Z2b$2ic ER2 b on, EIFEE (33.7
g/kWh) | FRXFE (270 g/kWh) %K% TE 3 %ETH % [53],
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3.1.4 EREREBEROLZEM

AL A FEEATIE, BOKIF & B 0 N ERE & & 3 a2 R B ICEE LR v,
INERLE 7 7 X<t B TIRFEE - EAORRRAZBEZ 256, £ 72 406MY)
DBALZEZSBGEREICHE T, RICICRELRACIADKRESHERFCE 2l kb0
WKRIGHBHEER T 2720 TH 5[54], X612, KEIERIGK THRICFICEWTHRET
2 HHIEEENC D W T b BT OBKIF & H L CAEE A KIRICK L . FEEFGEZ DL
TD R e T2 [10], LA LadbEaHENMCE L THkAL LT, 58
YOG EDE R P Y F v 2 I BEH L X 2 b & LCEEET 2, 200 Otk
YB3 AKIF I B\ TR E L 5 [FIER O 5 B PR BUREY L & bl U -G
INEWEEZLNTWEHDD[54], BALIAD LY o icfl.O o FEE B3 BETH
ZREICEVCIERFAKTH Y, BEERE R DR,

SICPER O AR EITERE A2 2856, EREECELCIHE EHE
ﬁﬁﬁ?<&m%ﬂﬁ%%$ﬁ(uxm)&Emomf%%ﬁ@%%ﬁ%éo:@
72O A RV b Y — RIS D SEERGRIN Y R 7 bt (PRA) %, BKIFIC
FPOTHREL CE 2R Ic o OKBMAREN ~OBHSREhE X
o T&TWn5

3.1.5 ZEIEFHEROZILEIETIE

Rl AR EIT—RICIRIT OBOKIF & T U CRIEBIC R 3 2 K PTE A E v & S h g,

NI GFEFTIC BTl 239Pu - 233U - B 7 v (HEU/LEU) &\ o 728
LRGSRk b w2 Th 5,

L2 L7255 —75C Goldston 5 (2009) [56] 1%, BEME&FEHT OHHMhic KR Y
JYRM VY LERRAT ST, KA FET R WG IC X o TEREK
F DR EgRIFENCAH Y 3 % 239Pu £7213 233U 28L& CE 3 LML T3, $7-,
Gsponer 5 (2008) [57]1%. G FRERHICEER M) F v L %2WMHT 5 2 & T,
7 — A PR AR ISR E B ORE ) R 7 BEET S LML w5, 2o
Lk, AR - B X2 ) T4 OWEICD X, MBS FEI O F o BT A #(E
TRETIEF AW ERRLTWND,
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32 BMAKETSY NEHLE 21—

HAEMALEEICEWT, St Eics I 3 RERKBEZHME LT, R DR
XM 7= 2 JRBUAER B DL LA FE 7 7 v F OB BRI ICE/ I LT\w 3,
AKEiClE, ZOREMNREKEFFICOVWTL 2 —%2 LT 5,

3.2.1 Demo-CREST

3.2.1.1 > X T7ALER5T

Demo-CREST i3l & F 8 o FIAKIE A HiY & L CEIHRFZEIICE W TR
AP E N RIAREFIFCH Y, BELHTA NI 4 v & LT (1) ITER THEW
AN ER DA EF NG 77 X ~v o T A =% [TERIZFE V> TEM S 13 LA
ITER D% - 5 & 1T L THD 513 T AR, HFHEFEN—X & L~
TE BN OEATHIINIE TIEMR DB AFETH S Z &7 (2) ITER THEFFES
FASHL T F XN T A — X DELRHITE T T XV IEE ISk E T TR D E R
1t & 5% SHBHERED I | PHZ LM OMEREIC X > T, BT DIFA P A FET
B, EHHHEDOE T DELDPAFETH S Z &7 (3) TEF S
D, ik - ElE DB F S L E T5 ZETD 3 HRARE I N TWw B [58], K
HA KT 4 vicfiEvs, Demo-CREST I3 ITER 2k 3 5 Q LA BHIE X 1172 B
THEBRPAREL 702 X 5 Y AT LG R E N T 5 [59, 60], Demo-CREST (35E
HOEIEAZHWE L ORI N TED, v A7 LHEHIHRBE 3.4 ICB TG
177 3,000MW, FEEiRES L) 960MW & 7z o T 5 [59],

3212 K5

Demo-CREST (% ITER Fll o EEHE#HEL CIEMRERE I %2155 & L 23 2k 2 5060
b, RFFET725m, TARZ P34 &L, +RICERORBLDOS % 16T OfE
o A AR 30% % #EtE e Lz M~ 2 BIELAIF©H % [61], Mk
B 3.4 iICH1F 5 QL 20, “FIgrhikrEEAH 2.7W/m?[59]TH 5,

Demo-CREST OBEEEGHICBE WTHEEMTH 2 D IF A Y THEICX Y 79 X
~EALADHREDH EXARONTWEHTHY, TOAEMKAY T 77 X~i#EHLIC X
2RIFAACIADERIE., 779 RX=T 4277 a VOBEOKT L & HIT, FFk
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DERFICEB T 250 EBREIZICENR LD TH S L ENn3b[61], Demo-CREST ®
W 1 S5 %] % Figure 3-3 1IR3,

TF Coil CS Coil Shield

Cryostat
PF Coil

Divertor
Maintenance Port

' Blanket
Maintenance Port anke

Figure 3-3 Cross-section Bird's-eye View of Demo-CREST [62].

3213 o> w AR5

Demo-CREST T ITER TBM IZ &3 2 TMAIR &2 I IC3% %17 5 Bleid b
77 vy b e LTHDED TBM & LTz 1T 5 KiGHl Be iéé{ﬁ%IJ/LizTiogi%
SHA 2 REREE & L 723%at 2 e E T 5 [59], Demo-CRESTO 77 v 7 v + &Y
2 — VORI RAULIC X o THIETFRIAZIE O 5ol & . PSR O RSP 1A
FEMo7fHTH B, 2NICKVFEEFTBR & LT 1.1 [63] %+ % &dtic, xv
7 F v 2 o FME 2 RiA T 5 [58],

3214 BEZXFLRE

H ¥ S (2006) [63]1%. Demo-CREST OH&E L A7 Llco\WwC., ITER TBM itk
J B EHEHIM S PWROINEAKBIEKT) D 2 1 & 72912, Demo-CREST D%
B AT LICH PWROFKEL AT LLHEHELUOD O I NE RT3,
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3.2.2 SlimCS

3.2.2.1 > X T7ARE

SUmCS &, " D HI 7% FEE D> & Bl SR E D HEZE, RANTIC 1B FIEE T
FRIETHEL 55 [FFBEEH 77> F ) BEEOHEZ [64]% HEEIC JAEA IZB W\
THESRGI S N FRFECch 2, BMBRTHY, R Lkt P IALV L4 K
AN (CS) DERAIC X W IF RO /NEAK b 7z 35t 2R e L, KERIE 5.5
m, 7AXZ FHiE 2.6 THE, EHERZHNE LTRFFINTEHY, v AT 4
AT I HIERAE 4.3 Ic BT H 1 2.95GW, A IGW TH % [64],

3.2.2.2 RE

SIimCS Fm~X—2 B X WEBMHEZ S D07 7 X< X o TRl EE 2 EK
TiXTEFio P Ao TH Y, PP HFEEANIE 3 MW/ m? LI hTw5
[64], SImCS @ 5i#iHE X% Figure 3-4 IC/R 3,

permanent blanket / shield

replaceable blanket
central solenoid

"

bio-shield 5 s 10 15
R (m)

Figure 3-4 Cross-section Bird's-eye View of SlimCS [65].
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3223 >0 v MRS

SimCS 77 v 7 v &t TIIKEGEH 2 7 Iy 7BE7T 7 v v F BERA IR T
Bh, BEME LTIE Be D502 & BTi OR7 A%, MK & LTl LisSiOs =
Tk G5, WGk F82H, HRERFSEMT(23-25MPa, 290-360 °C) TO/KnHI %
MELTE Y, WA - EAMoREE L, F-EEICHEAN % RKE L, %ET

IIREA R O~ T VRATE RV A E RS L T b, XEFHE TBR 1%
1.05[64],

3224 BEI TR

TR S (2010) [64]1%. "PWR(HHIKZEIZ 15MPa, 285-325 ©C) DAL RFETT &
2 ONBDT, FHFEDHEE > X T 4IF PWR IC75 6 o T FoEmic 357k 20k
®E. SimCS OFRE Y AT L2\ T Figure 3-5 Oikal 2R~ L T\ 5%,

MESEEL 9228

SEURER

aANE
ny

BEs-EY

o, MEBELIIC

54

D 757y bASRR - I_
|
J

v, AHKATC

CVCS ¢ b2 BR &

Figure 3-5 Electricity Generation System Design of SimCS [64].
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Figure 3-5 (X, SimCS OF&E > X7 4 & L THIESR - CVCS % fifi 2 7=z 7285V —
74 FRMIC LD UFARKEREZH 27 v F VI A AP EEINTCHNE T L%
ALTw3, AL, HITO PWR ORGHZIZIEX DL EHRAL DD TH %,

3.2.3 EUDEMO

3.2.3.1 X TARE

EU DEMO ¥, = —u v ¥icEi1F 5 ERLATO m&EFg & L T EUROfusion @ %
EESRREIVED DN TWRRIFECcH Y, FH MW oEXH e PV FvLoH
CREWEAEILET 2L 2HNE LT, REMER S CIIREHKGHIME L C
Wb oo, EUDEMO 2015 & L THRET I N T3 v 27 A5kEHE. 2 FFE 1
D3V ZGEBRIC B WA T 2 GW, BT 500 MW TH 3 [66],

3232 K5

EU DEMO ¢ L CTHEMRET I N Tw 2D 5 5, X FHICEHAAEE & X
NBT A2 M 2.6 DXETH 23 DEMO1 Tli, NbsSn#BsE a4 vickh 12T
PRAEL, FEERISMmO A ZEREEINTHLB[67],

3233 7520w FREf

EU DEMO iZBWTEHINE 77 v v Paxahice LTid, BE. ~V 7 4@
H=7r~xy FAHAX (HCPB) . ~V v 2mHl ) 77 48177 (HCLL) | /Ki&#
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Figure 3-6 Electricity Generation System Design of EU DEMO [68, 69].
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Figure 4-1 Typical Waveforms of a Relatively Fast Disruption (Modified from [75]).
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Figure 4-2 Plant Diagram of the Simulated Nuclear Fusion Power Plant [87, 88].

Table 4-1 Target Values of the Nuclear Fusion Power Plant System Parameters [87].

Parameter Target Value Unit

Operation Type Steady-State

Reactor Type Tokamak

Blanket Type Water-cooled Ceramic Breeder

Fusion Output 2,801 MW

Electrical Output 1,200 MW

Primary Coolant Water
In/out Temp. 286/325 ©C
Pressure 15.5 MPa

No. of Secondary Steam Loop 4
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Figure 4-3 Cross-section Diagram of the Blanket Model. [87, 92].
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Table 4-2 Parameters of the Blanket Model [87].

Parameter Value Unit
First Wall Material Tungsten

Structure Material F82H

Neutron Multiplier Be Pebble

Tritium Breeder Li, TiO; Pebble

First Wall Surface 768.2 m?
Neutron Wall Load 3.0 MW/m?
Surface Heat Flux 0.5 MW/m?
Tungsten Density [93] 19,250 kg/m?
Tungsten Specific Heat Capacity [93] 138 J/(kg K)
Tungsten Thermal Conductivity [93] 173 W/(m K)
F82H Density [94] 7,890 kg/m®
F82H Specific Heat Capacity [94] 660 J/(kg K)
F82H Thermal Conductivity [94] 32.5 W/(mK)
Be Density [93] 1,850 kg/m?®
Be Specific Heat Capacity [93] 1,925 J/(kg K)
Be Pebble Thermal Conductivity [95] 2.8 W/(mK)
Li,TiO3 Density [96] 3,430 kg/m?®
Li,TiOj; Specific Heat Capacity [96] 1,321 J/(kg K)
Li, TiO3 Pebble Thermal Conductivity [95] 1.2 W/(mK)
Pebble Packing Fraction 0.74

77V MICET BRI O W TIREBEBERA N, AS T ETIC X BN
Z . BREEERG IS BT IO W T BRI AN ET ML EIT o 72 RRE S Nz
TEEA M ICBE T IZZ N Z N 3.0 MW/ m2 B X 0 0.5 MW/ m? CTH 5, T
X B REINERG O BN D B IO TiE Tsuru 5 (2009)[97]1c X 25 E 2B L |
BT DUV T Takase ©(1998)[98] ik 25 %12 200 °C D[R] HIFE D (H~D
Bt e Lic, ZRICKOVRESNEZT T 7y FOFREN - JiEVE T V% Figure 4-4
(R,
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Figure 4-4 Nuclear Heating, Decay Heat and the Thermal Radiation of the Blanket
Model [87, 97-99].
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Figure 4-5 Modelica Model of the Blanket.
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Table 4-3 Parameters of the Primary Coolant Model.

Parameter Value Unit
Coolant Medium H,O
Coolant Pressure 15.5 MPa
Coolant Inlet/Outlet Temperature 286.0/325.2 ©°C
Coolant Flow Rate (per Loop) 4,099 kg/s
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Figure 4-6 Cross-section Diagram of U-tube Steam Generator Model [101, 102].

Table 4-4 Parameters of the U-tube Steam Generator Model [101, 102].

Parameter Value Unit
Number of U-tubes 6,000

Average Length of U-tubes 22.0 m
Diameter of U-tubes 20.0 mm

Wall Thickness of U-tubes 1.3 mm
U-tube Wall Material [103] INCONEL 690

U-tube Wall Density [103] 8,190 kg/m?®
U-tube Wall Specific Heat [103] 497 J/(kg K)
U-tube Wall Thermal conductivity [103] 17.3 W/(mK)
Heat Exchange Surface 8,290 m?

Heat Transfer Coefficient 6,000 W/(m?K)
Primary Coolant Volume 41.45 m?3
Secondary Coolant Volume - Nominal 42.10 m?®

Secondary Coolant Volume - Full 65.60 m?®
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Figure 4-7 Modelica Model of the U-tube Steam Generator [90].
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Table 4-5 Parameters of the Shell-and-Tube Heater Model.

Parameter Value Unit
Radius of the Shell 20 m
Length of the Shell 21.0 m
Radius of the Tubes 61.4 mm
Total Length of the Tubes 18.0 m

Wall Thickness of Tubes 1.0 mm
Number of Tubes 150

Tube Wall Material SUS 304

Tube Wall Density [104] 8,030 kg/m?®
Tube Wall Specific Heat [104] 500 J/(kg K)
Tube Wall Thermal conductivity [104] 16.3 W/(mK)

rrrrrrrrrrr

Figure 4-8 Modelica Model of the Shell-and-tube Heater [90].
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Table 4-6 Parameters of the Steam System Model.

Parameter Value Unit
Turbine: Coefficient of Stodola’s Law 0.0162 m?
Condenser: Prescribed Pressure 0.0054 MPa
Pump: Nominal Rotation Speed 1500 rpm
Pump: Nominal Flow Rates [0,0.5,1] m3/s
Pump: Nominal Heads [1500,800,100] m
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Figure 4-9 Modelica Model of the Nuclear Fusion Power Plant.
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Table 4-7 Parameters of the Feed Water Pump Controller.

Parameter Normal Response Fast Response
Process Variable: PV Void fraction at steam generator
Control Variable: CV Rotation of the feed water pump
Nominal Rotation 1,500 rpm 1,500 rpm
Proportional Gain, Kp -0.62 -1.65
Integral Time, Ti 310 sec 16 sec
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Figure 4-10 A Screenshot of Dymola Simulation and Modeling Environment.
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Figure 4-11 Steady-state Operating Conditions of the Primary/Secondary Coolant.
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Figure 4-12 Plant Behavior upon Disruption. (a) Primary Coolant Temperature (b)
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Figure 4-13 Water Level at Steam Generator upon Disruption (Normal Response).
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Figure 4-14 Water Level at Steam Generator upon Disruption (Fast Response).
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Table 4-8 Comparison of Coolant Operating Conditions: Fusion vs. PWR Plant.

. Tsuruga No.2
Parameter Nuclear Fusion 5

(PWR)[105]
Temp. — Reactor In 286.0 °C 289 °C
Primary Temp. — Reactor Out 325.2°C 3250C
Coolant Pressure 15.5 MPa 15.4 MPa
No. of Loops 4 4

452 FI3ARTA AT 7V aVvERERICE T 2RAMEREMERYFUA

L Lo —F., 442 i3y Ial—va v R3I7 9 XA~T4 277
voa VFEAER, KA FEIICE W CTIEAKIE X D@ I W IR E R TR R R
THILERINLTWS, KAy 7 ORS8O IcE Tt 144.7 i
ICARFEERICE O TIKDBFRE L, JOEEEZ FOMKZECH» D T 2725
F1T1E 202.0 sec IZBWT - RIGHIFI O BFHAEL TWnW 5,

TDZLIE, TIRSTART T a VRERCIZ T 7 v FBaERSET S
T, REOMGKEERET 2 L, ELICRANIEEEMT 24 v L2 —uy %
MO RETHZLEZMIREBLTNS, ST, A7 7 LFERD RAEM
DFEMBES G AT X > CTHRETH 2EIKIF & (38 7% 22858 TH 5 [82],

F2BrA4vEr—my sl L TiE. 1) PI9R~T 4 ATV a VRERERICIT—X
%ﬂﬁﬁvfu¥ﬁ%ﬁﬁmi%@%a?5~ﬁJDma%%%«@ﬁm%ﬂm&
RO EL IS L, 3) e ToRAKRLRENZ EF 25 2 Lic X ZRmHl%

66



FAE TIAXST A RT TV a vRERICE T 5 KGR EITES)

DEFHECL L BICRROMMARBE R L, 4) LBEXIGL X —E v
ARNZIPRBT B T L TER R EEEKIRIOX 2 EHA2H (84, 106], ik b
RAFERICBIT 2K ICEFEZGE, »Oo—RBEHRZWRICT 77 v F Ol
% RAIRAERF C & 2 A[REMEDS B 5

453 AEBAERBEAVIAL—YaYETIICHHIBSHDOEE

AEERMAFENET VI PWR OREY 27 L2 KAlGREITICRA T 2 2414
COWTFHliT 2 & e bic, 7T RX=T4 AT 7Y a VHAERICE T 2 ENKED
FRBYAT LEHEFMT 22 2HME LT3, - THIELRICO W T
I RFRDIEERE v 70 PIGIHO R ZEL THE Y, 77 X=DHIconTiET
TART AR T v avefllE LB ATy TRV OBEZRRL, 777y
F & F I DWW T L Inboard/Outboard DJE X DEWEZEEH T 372 &, % Dfii51k
BRINTWDE, KRG, RETREINLZHNICOWTARENARE LT 5
DIt DT A ERMTE -0, UTFORMICHR L CdEZ 22 RELET. 5
IR LMRVIMBETH DL LT R D,

452 fICBWTEZFII T I AT 4 A7 7 a vIERORIEY O LB % R
L. ffg<. BIES%D 75 v FERICOWTDIREZ{To7, L LAERb,
KBEICBOWCHRLEZEFATRIBRELAEZ 7 v MEMAZEEICERT 3 2 &8 H
Fed . o CRIRHRGItR Dl 7 7 7 v MBI W T O ICH W 2 I3 A +4r
Thd, 5H. Z—E VN NA N EREICLE LB ZEEE T VISGEINT % 44
EHH 5,

KETNICBWCR T IARDEBL LTCTIRART A AT TV avyDihzEE
L. 77 X~HN %Mz 2 —v e LTEEL 2, L2 LAad oA ENIC
B RAEIEOERII T I XA~T 4 AT 7 v a vUNCOEBEET 2L HE 25
Nz, Tho DRAFILFERDL  FBIROBEKIFICE T 2BFORERE H 212K
oiEMEAR NS L FHlENDE ., TTIRX~T 4 AT 7 v a v b ELA
FEBATICFE R R B2 LRI T 2 WREEAFIET 5, 2 b DBERICDOWT,
HROFAEBRBT DR IR BERGEDEETH 2D, ZNEDLTIXT 4 RT T
va v L AR A RECH 200 %Rt T 2 e B5BBEEEZ LR, 4
Ny by —FIC KB ) R7GHE L i ERORERICET B T T v P EE) 2 RET
TELXOREICCH 2y F YV ARECET VOIIREIT O BE LD 5,

67



BA4E TIXRT A AT T a VIRERICE T 3SR EFTEE

46 #EE

32HIC BT AHMARKET 7 v F 0FGL v 2 —i3, EHRKGHEA FERTIC
I PWR OREATLBZDOEFHEHTE 2L /A AaINTEY, BEVRATLIC
DWTOEMKIBRHFBIZ LA EHFEL AW e 2 R L7z, L L ad o Kilaic
FTF7X=DT 4 RT7 T v a VERPELET 27 8% ORIk OBJE & K% <
Rip 5720, G FREOFERICH FH7ZICHRE S R T L0 BARRE A ]
RTHDLLEZ LN,

Z ZTCARBEICB TR, FEROBKRAGFENORIE & LT DEFEE - AmHl &
1= 70 - FEEIES T 1,200 MW 230E L. Z OElE % BB 2GR
iy I 2L —v a vE7 L% Modelica 55 _EIC Thermopower version 2.1 7 4 7'
VML CHEELE, 20k, Ay Ialb—vavETAZHWS Z & T, PWR
DHEY AT LKA FEICHRAT 2 24 IO CFHiiT s & & bic, 77
R T A AT T a VHERICE T 2 REFTEE GG & iz,

FE L E HEILRF IC B W CIIMAFETORE Y A7 LICDWT PWR ICH1F
LRE AT LEHHEEOMAGEECOMHAMARETH S Z L xR L Te ZD—TF
T, PWROREY AT LA LG HENCTII T IAST 4 AT T v a v
At 144.7 Bic mfmmﬁiﬁ@@mﬁﬁiﬁézaﬁﬁ%ém Bl & BT

ICHENERTE LR RLTZ, THIC *ﬁrﬁ/\% EIE T IR~ T 4 AT
7'y a VRERICE TR HETH B Lo T b T,

EHW I OBMARERTDOY I a2l —va VETAIRSEYIO CREEI N D
DTHY ., HIROETFTVICHE W TIHEMTEZR Y F VA2 RO N5 & v ) FERF
ET2DDD, 2D X5 %ETFANRKMEF O EEHIEH OB LA 5 b BEAA X T
H5EDIEWMOTIET 3R E[107], KEFNIFSH, LB L 722 &S BT
REATH 2 & T, KA FERIFRR IR ERAERETH 2 LEZLND, I
AT, TIRRTART TV a Y BKMARENORKEL AT LICE 2 2 EK G
BRI L 7= D XAV CTTH B, N FILHER O E H KB HK R & 7 E
Frakafic oW T2 O # RETHERH 2 2 L 23R T 2D TH Y, SHOK
A G FEFTBREHE IS L TR b X2 B2 52 2 MATH 2 ELLND,

68



FAE TIAXST A RT TV a vRERICE T 5 KGR EITES)

REIE, WO BRE IS FFEEIC KD & FEH LI X 2 LU 0 RER k& /5
WK L 72NE & TN T\ 5%, [87] Shutaro Takeda, Shigeki Sakurai, Ryuta Kasada
and Satoshi Konishi, Plasma Control Requirements for Commercial Fusion Power
Plants: A Quantitative Scenario Analysis With a Dynamic Fusion Power Plant Model.
IEEE Transactions on Plasma Science, 2018. PP(99): p. 1-6.© 2018 IEEE. [88]
Shutaro Takeda, Shigeki Sakurai, Ryuta Kasada and Satoshi Konishi, Environmental
Life Cycle Assessment of High Temperature Nuclear Fission and Fusion Biomass
Gasification Plants. Proceedings of 2017 International Congress on Advances in

Nuclear Power Plants, 2017: p. 17582-17582.

69



WL 2 HE FE 1T 7> 2> B Rl FEFR P A D iRt

i
o1
1
il
&
;k;\

TEEICH DB
& A 9 DR ET

S (3
Llf“nﬂt ><1¢

il
(LLufl

5

7]

E&
Eliﬁ%k\

F

il
(L]

51 BA

5.1.1 BARBEANOSZSRMEICRET HEE

4 BB T BNFERITZ. 779 X~T 4 27 7Y a vRERICE W TKRA S
BT % B R b BN 3 2 B H Hi 72 1SR L 72 BUR o JE R HEIG 12 50
TRETI7RXYT A AT Ty avichkdT 3 d 02 E0RaFEIREICO VT 0.5 (1]
SR BENED T3 b DD[76], BIRENIAE S RIRICE 2 2 B DK
TICkoTiE, 2 T 1 oML CTRMICKE 2EILE b 72 b T A& FEEIT % 1k
DVZRLEVAREELRED 5 L SRR O,

& D X5 iz m REHM AR BEICEAT 272012 0BEALL
PR ROEVRETFHIL, ZOZEMICHEAT 2 7R~ L Z ORFERHIE DM
Y16 00E7R 0 v, 22HIICE T 2 00Tk BN RFEHBHE L S ALENL
B RO L EEIC D 2 HFIPBEL VLS A2 TFHILTEY, toT
TIRRT ART T v a VITh o b AR O LB, 5% ORG-S AN I
NLIERTFHEIN TR WEKRAFEL G5 2 2[R H 5, BUCKKREE FEFE T O
%%ﬁA«@&%%@%A@tb\:@%t&%ﬁmﬁbﬂﬁﬁﬁbﬁw&%#%

BWEREFEBL T EPEETHILILEEZOLND,

5.1.2 AEDOB®

RS FE BT OB AL THI S N 5 Rk D E R OB K O ITRAED Z L L
BARECHEAZETHIENTVS, AT, KEARE (FEFZET) L LT
REIN TV L REHMOHEED | HARICL o TKRELEL D, o TAETIR
RN A5 A WAE Y szﬁﬁA% %@W%@ﬁﬁ%&fﬁ%:a@%%%

BBARERICEB T A2ZEEERTI NI~ 2F - ~UAALFEONFICEWTEEAL 7n
FRICLVFZRZINZAEEMELR D 20, 77 X~T 4 A7 7 a vHUIDOER

70



BHE  ERHOBIEREIC DD B KA E FEE TR AR OB

T % A 2 E B 0 GE R RN & B L . B S FEE T O RERE S R~ DA
ICOWTRINT 2 L2EHNE T 5,

ZOHWD=», KETRETHMEOENMCTIEAR L, SBKE CFENZELT
20eEE, B X ORI ND LEMAREBEITOEADLE 2 b5 & EEO W % AlfE7x
ROMEHET 2L RBNRMICOEZOBBEREELFTMTE 22T L EMET 5,
Z D%, BEETNAEM S LT FERENRFOIRIL CHE - BEKICow T,
HIECEINEZT IS T 4 AT 7Y a YRAEROKESFREIER >+ ) Aok
D& KELGFEEITE AT D 5 BB E LT & v S Hi7z = ilfNIC 22 2 E =
WHEREET 5,

(€8

XA
ot

5.1.3 SGiTHRSE

5.1.3.1 BLRBELERSGET /L

BNRMOBEREEOFMEZHNE L2y Tar—vavETAL LTRBC
BEBOEERED Y 7 bV 2 THEET %, BAENICE W T 1970 FARLURE, &
ORI ABEF T CE 2 Y BN Y L 2L — a Y REREB CED
NAElF T 72[108], Y FEIZRHEREICY T8 BB 7 F I 2 v X758 w5 Z
LT, BRMSPEESLERNZ P ARICRITE 2 3HBIcE T 0.1 BRERE» B+
MR £ CORRITEIC B T 2 B RAMLREL OB ZATREL Lzy T 2L —
vavFETHB[109], Y BB BNt oL &, EROEN R
HicE T 24 OB L OIRSEIT S NIITESMEEE hTw 2, L LA
LRI, T LEEEMEDY 7 Py = TIZEMICHITI2EMAZHE LT3
7OREETH DD ODOFWEIK . R HW & 3 2 [k OIEEWE T R
DWW Z 3 5 @ IC I X e,

—HT, XV FMAEEEIT) L EHMNE LT, 9T T v EBET 54
b FTET %, Murakami & (2006) [110] 381 FEEFT 3 E N RACEE R ELICE 2 2
IO W TS % 72 %, Heffron-Philips & 7 v % 72 58 71 % 5 B 2 SEA
ETAEMEEL T3, Murakami S 3R I N T v EHGZREFHICX D, JE

I X B EA2FEIRICE W TIREIREY RN ETH 2 D, T e bR o FEEME
WATARETH B DI ONVTREHL TR, OB S, AFHmXICHBWTIlL,
[T RX=T 4 AT 7L a viThd b IRREY] | 1Ko Tz LTw 3,

71



HOE5E B

i

;k‘\

WL TE LI 2> 2> B Bl & FEFE T8 A O BET

NFHBICID Db INERMOLRENZEBEE IC L LT 2HMEER
L7z [ARRDER A X KE(2008)[111] . AVL(2009) [41] K DE LR ICH W T D
Bohnd, MEKoE+EHIE Murakami & (2006) D IZ /R & L7 5l 7 v % ¥
e, BHIRKORERCRNAEELG 2 2B cowT~47ur )y Fee
— bRy TG E Vo RREEBNRKICE T 2 BMN AR ERE2EEO E. BEH
C7bDTh D,

5132 BEEE T NDERHICEZ BEE

BilG 77 v P OBNRFE~DFECEL Td, BKHlA 77 X=0ib EIFEIC
B2 a4 VORI IC T 5 X< BT D320 B B R~ D RSB I oW CELED
RmINTE Y, HBOWMELFIET 5,

= (2005) [112] FELEICEWT, KA 2 EEEKEEZH R WEFICEs
WTALh BT FHRIRENC S 2 2 BT OWT Y #% v 72 e
ZEML TS, #iRiE. ITER 74 7 OKEAT LD LT Id, EEEEIECIGE
I B RMOMERIC X o TIEREIC D %00 S8R H 5 2 & ZmB L 72,
¥ 72, Lampasi & ENEA Offffe& 2Ll LzF— 20k, P A~ 2FoEH T Y
B OE S ARBICHE L T 3202 HEINICFHRE S 5 7 + v = 77IPSE DIXIT”
R CTH B, 2 OMHEITRILICEH W TIE 27th IEEE Symposium On Fusion
Engineering ICH W THKI L I, GUI CTHERICEIEIHEK 2 v X 7 L3
INO0H L LHBMEINTWB[113],

LALads, KXHERT 277 RX~F4 277> a v 0REHOENZK
NOFZEIZ OV TIFFERREZNSEBSI NLTEL T, o THEITHTRIC DOV TD
AFEHER R IC B W TR T E b o 72,

52 A&

5.2.1 BARMBELEETMET ILBEICHNSER

5.1.3.1 ffilc W TRy . MEOENREREWIMY 7 F 7 = 7 I3 7
2 EHE LTEY., KO 2 {EREBITORKE N RRICHB T 5 L5E
PEEFEM IS FH W 212 B 72 o TR R - IR R T, 2 olER AR W29,

]



HOE5E B

i

;k‘\

WL TE LI 2> 2> B Bl & FEFE T8 A O BET

UIchv, BEGEREN L 2 NHE A XN 2RO E I RAMIE 2 O FeiE A3 0 I
S>TELT, FROBNRFEEZEET 21CH72 0, Hl 2 1TEEE R0 BARR 22
MECERET S Lk, RENLRFREGEROKBER LICER2 DTl w, %
NEL D, XVIFANHEECEROENRFIC OV TEHD T — RO THEFER
IR 2T S S A XKOAREMZRAMRICER2EZLOND,

it o TARMIEIC B W TIE, FERDIEILVE SR8 % 5l © & 2 —fxth & Lk,
T HICIFEBERE O X 25l 72 TE N RHLEE M F LB BEL 25, £ TK
BT, COMRLOMEERHRZ T2, UTICED 3 BIEO LM, hRM:. 3
BOHE, B XU DM 2R T 25HiE T v 27z T L L L,

A D P L E R IS B 72 o Tld. BHREEE D 2 REWOIEE &

Lfﬁﬁ%%%?% LeT 5, TNEFFROBENMICEWTRICHIR L L < 72
2L TFRINE OIS TH 2720 C, ZOffBLic X Y iFlie T L DR
PN icEEEE oM EA K 5, EEERIC oW, 1 35000 > 2ar—v s
YD) B 72 0 EERR 10 WU A EEE 33,

ETNDOWREICH 2o Tk, SHOIRMEZHRT 20, NHFHEY 7ty =
7 CT» % Matlab/Simulink FicbBWTHRET 2L 53,

IEHEPEIC O BT, REHOMEZEFELZ) 77 L v Ry F I FICo0nT, Y
ORI EERT 22 L& L, mAREBEERAEICD W TCRAEL3% AN ZH
Bed 5,

5.2.2 Heffron-Philips ET/IVICE DK BARBELTEETHEET /L DEE

5221 B RBELEEHT T/ DEE

<

DT R 2 Wi 7 3720, BIRFE PR e DEH DR R Bt Cc % 28
W 22 E Al T T BT ISR T 2, RSl T i, BEIRE LT
FEE. KNFEE. W HFER, BEARBI ANV F -2 ERL L TEUE
NEMEREE L, 2 S ICKEMAERETOHNLNIC X 28ELZINA 2 2 & 2 EET
%, ARFHliE 7 N O % Figure 5-1 1233

H

73



H5% BHRFOBELERIC 00 3 A FEIRE AR o M

110

\
X

Thermal Plant Hydro Plant Nuclear Plant Renewables

System Frequency
Fluctuation

gwi

’

Load Fusion Power Plant
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Figure 5-2 A Screenshot of Matlab/Simulink Modeling and Simulation Environment.
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S

ap .
Ms «

Figure 5-3 Block Diagram of the Heffron-Philips Model [31].
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Table 5-1 Parameters of the Heffron-Philips Model.

Parameter Value
Utility Frequency 50 Hz
System Inertia, M 9.0
Damping Constant, D 2.2
Influence of Torque Angle, K 0.02

5223 BEEBFET/
5.2.2.3.1 KGFEEA. KFEEAT

Heffron-Philips €7 V& W72 8T D% < Tld, FRERBFRICO W T, Hijf
ftanzE=T1riHCTWE, L2LAarb, EFCLIFHEETVICE T,
Heffron-Philips & 7 MICHHAA LK FEERT. KI1FEEMET v & LT, Figure5-4
A TNIT Table 5-2 IR T EBHHF YiEO K NF 7 vy 78T T A[112] 28 L 72,
ERCBVWTESCHONL W RREOET AV EMAAL 2 2T, X ) FEBOFHKE
FOR2EIGEWY I al—vaveEMTIIL2HNE LT3,

LFC Signal
l 1/Ts U/_
Aw 100 1+Gs + 1 1 1 1 ATe
"% [ eTs [0 T ST s T s [ RO
T 1/Te L T
K
(a) Hydro Power Plant
LFC Signal
1/Ts L}_
Aw 1 1 1 1 ATe
—=O 72 :C}’ ArgBrainE i
T 1/Ts L T
+ 4
& 700 S
Gs <
1+T.S
(b) Thermal Power Plant

Figure 5-4 Block Diagram of the Power Plant Models [112].
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Table 5-2 Parameters of the Power Plant Models [112].

Thermal Plant Parameters Hydro Plant Parameters
5 Governor rate [%] 4.0 Rigid recovery rate [%] 4.0
K High-pressure power share 0.3 Pipe pressure simulation 20
[p.u.] [-]
i Supplementary Servo
T: | Speed relay time constant [sec] 0.2 4.0

time constant [sec]
. Main servo time

T, | CV servo time constant [sec] 0.2 7.0
constant [sec]

Main servo opening time

T; | CV servo opening time [sec] 5.0 10.0
[sec]
- High-pressure turbine time 0.25 Elastic restoring time 12.0
constant [sec] constant [sec]
Low-pressure turbine time Water pipe time
Ts 9.0 1.5
constant [sec] constant [sec]
Mai losing ti
Ts | CV servo closing time [sec] -0.001 A SEIVO COSIE HME - 0.001
[p.u.]
.. Main servo upper limit
U CV servo upper limit [p.u.] 1.05 1.02
[p.u.]
Mai 1 limit
L CV servo lower limit [p.u.] 0.0 am ser[vo o]vver o 0.0
p-u.

Speed relay lead time constant

G 0.0 Elastic restoring gain |-] 0.6
[sec]
M Generator 1nertia constant 8.0 Generator inertia 10.0
[sec] constant [sec]
5.2.2.3.2 [FFZEAT

ARG E TV CTIEINRENRFICHT ZEFNREHROEH T —FY) I v bE
B REL, YIal—vaviifflics 2B NEH ZENd DL LCEHES
FEhiE L 7214,

W ZoE» b, KiHliETvICBWTIX, R T HREMEE ICHIZRE - /INKIIF
BEHEOOT—FY) Iy FEEBETCEINTWE RT3 TE 5,
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52233 BEBBELTR/ILF— (XEBH - E7)

FEROBNRMICH T 2/ d KELARELERNDO 24, KBt - BOhFEEZE
A RTRET AV ¥ — ORI 72 ) P HARRE PRI O i i ~ D BT H %
FRC KIGY - BRI O T ¢ Qfalin 2 28, &)1 OBRE) T i1 %
WA I, I K DV ENRFOBEELERICKE B EL 525, THIEKE
S - JRASIFEEIICE T 10 AREOFRERZ b > TR E 2 A 13, TiHE
B BT coffier L <. BB PR oA ICERT 2720 TH B,

Mo TARIEICBWTIE, BAEABIAIAF -2 LT, THALF IR
72 WK - BRI FEPT & i L 72 € 7 L & #1721 Heffron-Philips & 7 /L ICHH &
AT, AR AL —FETAITAMICH L TCAHBREE L. KIEEE - B 153

BT 10 4rFIC BT 2 IHZEBICO W TR, AT D AMeDAS D2 5 4
DHfEET — X ECHEGF 2 EE L 72[117], #EHFEEIUTOMY T©dh %,

KRG« AT FHEDO M NEHNCOWTHEEI ZITOBRICERE L 22 DI IHITH 5,
AR ICHE ST, HRICHLERT =223 0[HINTEY, 2OMNEOKEMARE
FRoBEAD AT E AL L THAREZZEY, 2o KGN - BIFEEDOH T
ZE) e ARH L L CEHE L7, HENCHH S 2 WA EERTOHIOREEICH > T
IZ NEDO(2014) D& RH118]Ic Ko % | 2014 4EFF I BT 20 MW LA E D ERE
B %R0 KRHUEE ) FEEIT % 2 CHEGHICHL A A 721, HEGHICRIH 32 KIGEFe &
Ff DL DIETIC H 72 - Tldk. NEDO(2013) Difi#[119]icH &, —fkic 2 4 Y
— 7 — LR & B KRB KRG ERERT & . #HTERIC B 2 DEK G E R E D W
Ti R MR AOAA 72, FeEARIL IEA(2016)[6] % & 1C KHIBUK IS EFEE T 30%.

ﬁmk%t%)%m%aﬁmtto%n%n@%4xiﬁﬁ&k%t% BT 5 km

X 5km. SECEIKFSFEERT 15 km X 15km & R L, #EE2EMBL =7, KB

SORIGHE - B 132040 FFIC B W T D HAERRET AV F — 0K - A4 A REL - B ER
<W)%%%£b%&%ﬂéﬂf%b\k%%-@ﬁ@&%ﬁ%?%@uﬁ%@%
FRICEB T+ ZURIKETH S, 6. IEA, World Energy Outlook 2016.
2016, Paris: OECD.
0 JEB N ERHEE CTH 5 Lo I HAEICHE W TIX 2016 FRF A CRUICHFESZ
ITHED>TWB L X572, FLENBHEFHCHZAD RN EZRE, 2 ORE
RkicE T BRI HE @iﬁ@ﬁmkbf%ﬁWf%ék%x%ﬂé
”ﬁﬁ“ﬁ L0, TNODIREICOWTIFFRICKE L ELH5 2700 T L
I N7z, KHEELKIGEFRENT & o ﬁmﬁ%t@ﬂA%%%ﬁmé%t% Tdh,
K%ﬁ@ﬁﬁw@@ﬁﬁm@ﬁﬁiZS%umioto
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AAME 300 DFER D o TRE SN, MEREFETH 5 LES hi[120], Hqt
IR AN F 72 KRGl Vi iU B AT D S #— % Figure 5-5 ISR 97,

Large Scale PV Plant ¢
Distributed PV Site 0O
Wind Plant X

AC Connection

DC Connection

Middle-West

60 Hz | 50Hz

Figure 5-5 Assumed Location Sites of Renewable Power Sources.

AN FEICEIT2FEBRICOVWTIE, HREICEWTHNAHLNLT W3
Vestas 1D & — & > VESTAS V90 2.0 MW DB H 2 0 777 — £ [121] % 3 RBEI%K
TETMEL., AMeDAS iICk1F 2 10 srfJaET — 2 2 FERICEHL 72, #HEFHC
v 72 i —FE R B DBIE & FERR T FEHET — X & AR T Figure 5-6 ITRd, 71 v
M ZJASIE 21 m/s & LT3,

-------- VTE VESTAS V90” ——— This Model
— 1 ]
3
£ 0.75
E
o,
E 0.5
S
S 0.25
3
[~ W

0 T T
0o 3 10 13 20 21
Wind Speed [m/s]

Figure 5-6 Wind Turbine Model (VTE Vestas V90 2.0MW) [121].

79



%5 BIRGOEIELE I 22D B %Rl G FE T RTE A HK D RET

i

;k‘\

KIGHEFEICE T 2RERICOVTIE, U TOFEZHWTAMeDAS ICB 1T %

S H SR T — 2 2 FREEICEEL 72, 1B® 1T Yoshimitsu & (2009) D Fi
[mﬂ%ﬁﬁuﬁ\ﬁwmsﬂ@iﬁ T 10 [ H SR 2> 2K H ST & %2 HEGTH L 72,
Z Dk, Erbs 7 [123] %A T 2 2 & ©, @KHEEZHFE O 30°EM A ICE
JEIHEE~NL AL 72, &iZIC, MR TOMERHETEZ JISC8907 [124]1cHIl b ¥

HERICAHL 7.

10 Minutes Weather Data

‘l’ Case Coefficient
a a, a, a, a, a
Precipitation P>0
P ———> C(Casel -0.686 -0.087 0.394 1.487 -0.782  0.544
Case 2 -0.012 0015 0356 0523 -0.690 0.767
P=0 | Fh >0.9
or Case 3 -0.227  -0.044 0332 0850 -0.609 0.651
Hourly Sunshine Ratio I'h, ,>09
* it2
Fh *Fh =(F /2 + 2; F +F_/2)/6
Other

Figure 5-7 Solar Radiation Estimation Method (Modified by the Author, Presented
by Yoshimitsu et al. [122]).

ERoFFEIC X W #HEEFE Tz, 10 REIC BT 2 KGN I B FERTICES T B
FEH ST DA IE Figure 5-8 Dl Y TH 5, 10 RlIC BT 3 K EHBATICEH T 3
e DL OEHER A 1L 0.0178 p.u.. B FEET OLNL OEHER 21X 0.0083 p.u.
TH o7,

(=} (=}
= 40 >,
10
3 30 o
: :
9 20 3 5
o 1, o2
D] (D]
S S
o0 0
~0.05 0 0.05 -0.05 0 0.05
Wind Solar PV

Generation Deviation per 10 min [p.u.]

Figure 5-8 Generation Characteristics of Solar and Wind [34].

18 Yoshimitsu & (2009) D T3 60 23 H S EFE 2> 5 2K HE & % #i3H 4 2 @’C%
D0, FEHIZZOFEEZIGHL Figure 10 @8 Y 10 s HSTRERNICEH L 7285
b 3-10%DMAETLERHANE LI TE B L 2HERL 7=,
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5.2.24 LFC > X 74

REICCTHEE T 27 v Cld 900 BEREOY IaL—va vaEfdT sk
O, JEBEHE L U< 2.3.2.381ICR 3 Y BFEEIRO A3 F 7 Y —#HER(GF) T 2
Bt E BRI (LFC) I oW T b i 4 2 B3 H %, LFC =7 Ao WT, JHfr
MR ciREMlL I nNZETABH LN T 345, K€ 7 A CIEEE D LFC #
H2R[40] 2 B E 1S L 72 Figure 5-9 IORTET AR VB Z LT, XY EKRDE
NFAOIR 2 FF ISV 2 EfES %, & T Figure 5-9 [Tk, HHE
B85 D 2/3 KNFEBEFTIC, YD 1/3 ZAKNFEERICHLCHAITE 2L %2RL
Tw3,

/_ - LFC Signal
(To Hydro)
+10% £20%MW/min

9

100
foo \>
[p.u.]b Lol o1
10s + 1 S

/— > LFC Signal
(To Thermal)
+10% +5%MW/min

Figure 5-9 Block Diagram of the LFC Model [31].

5.2.2.5 EiEHEAT

FARICBT2MalE, 77 X~T 4 A7 7Y a VAR, MEGRERTIIE
B ORI S N 2 RBEWRH Z L 2B L7, fEo T, KiHlieTLIcE
W, BRARERII T I AT 4 27 7y a vEERKICZT v 7RO H D
RIIET7ry 7 LOBRL, FEERIILE 4 BOKMERETET LD
WY 1,200 MW & L 7=,

5226 BIFEEXTA

BLEBICOWTIEZ O e A% EFE T, Figure 5-10 IZnd 7 vy Z#KE L CE
NFRFKETNVEWEL -, 22T, BHRMOARMERICOWTIZ, BAEAEDOET
KLOEFICE T 2 10 43I EEHER 22 O FHIEIC BV THRER (2 R~ 5 1K) T
21.10 MW, 7% E23 ) KR (78~ 1 0B < 19.61 MW, B (14 H~17
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Ff) T 13.04 MW ¢ HranTEH[40]. A I 2L —v g VHREET SRR IC
BWTIIH EE CHLTHF/ NI WEHBEN, {EoTY I 2L —3 a VR
B CTIFAMEHZEHT 2 0L L, EF b2 iTbkd o7,

Renewables

LFC Unit Thermal Plant

Yy

1"

Hydro Plant

Nuclear Plant Fusion Plant

Figure 5-10 Block Diagram of the Power System Model [31].

5.2.3 BT Y K& OWBIC & 3 THEETILE SR

WS X N 72 BB R OB LE FE Rl 7 v 23, 5.2.1 filc BV CE D 72 HEE & i 72
THEIpICoE, BRI Y ke Y 7 7L v 2y F U A OFHlifERIC O W TR T
5 &T, BEEEZERL 7z,

Y7 7L v RIF Y FIconTli, Figure 5-11 1283828 h o ¥Rl & F % Pt
mxwf\H@m542mﬁ?@b%%ﬁ@%ﬂ%ﬁitt&@;5&x%v7%@
AR ZZE L T2, BHREOREKICOWTlt, Table 5.3 IRTHY 12GW &
56GW @ 2 oD% 4 X&HE L, i % EhE L 72,

@ l 20 km 100 km I @

Thermal Power Plant Nuclear Power Plant

=Tt

100 km |

Hydro Power Plant

Nuclear Fusion Power Plant

Figure 5-11 Reference Grid Configuration [112].
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Figure 5-12 Load Pattern of the Reference Scenario.

Table 5-3 Power System Configuration of two Reference Scenarios.

Scenario Thermal Hydro Nuclear
12 GW Scenario 7.1 GW 1.7 GW 3.32 GW
56 GW Scenario 32.4 GW 7.8 GW 12.6 GW

ZD220D) 77 L v AYFUAICONT, BRI Y B ICEFRIC L DEES
N7 B F OB L E E R € 7 0 D Z NENIC X o THHE & Lz iR IC Do w T
Figure 5-13 127”9, Figure 5-13 (3l ic Ryl 2 . #tdhic BB R HEBE 2 /R L Tk
D, V7 7LV AT FYFICENT, —~EIRELAALLENRFAREA 20~30 B
BRELFEEL Th 2T 2AR ST 5,

-0.02 56GW Reference Scenario

-0.04

—0.06k} 12GW Reference Scenario |

-0.08F

——— Simulation Result

[zH] uoneineq Aousnbaiy

—0.12F — — — Reference Result (Y-method)

_0-14 L L L L L L L
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Time [sec]

Figure 5-13 Comparison of Reference Scenario Results [31, 112].

83



v

%5 BIRGOEIELE I 22D B %Rl G FE T RTE A HK D RET

i

;k‘\

ARG SIS & - ) R OEIE E EERHiliE T L EHWE Y e o TR W
—H AR LT, BROZERIZ, 56GW ¥ F U A4 T-2.9%, 12GW T+1.4%TH - 7z,
ZhiE, BEFEE LT 3%UNDER & w5 Efxiz T b DTH b,

20, RENRGOEEZE LT T AL 1EHE00 v 12— a v b
D BRI 3WETH o7z, ZHE, HEEL LT/ 1EHE 10 B LA o R RF
e v HEZ 723D TH 5,

¥ 72, KFHiiE 7 134T Matlab/Simulink FickB W IR INTE ., EEM
V7 by 27 LU TIREREE - FEERICT 2 e ) T o0 THERTY
5LEZ 5,

PEXY, KEFAiF, 521 filchnTEDLERZMZ3b0 L HTcE, &
Al G FE BT O B HEE R EMIC S 2 BB 2R I3 2 b o L FEfi &
%

53 &R

5.3.1 BHRBEAREWL NICHER

Ao Hryix, B RFOBEZEEFE T v 2 v 5 2 & T, FEkolE/ia v
BHRFICHE T, BRIGRERICEVW T T IXATT 4 AT 7V a vBFEAEL LR
DE ) FHOEELEE~ D E LT 52 L TH B,

Z 2T, FEROIEIA BT R % TS L 7257l % FEfi 9 5 7z, Table 5-4 1T
N BN RS, 21 924,000 7 — RICOWTEMEREML 72, ARICBW TR

AR ITHEIL, A FEN 2R 72EB RO AR IR TS 5,

H

Table 5-4 Simulated Power System Compositions [34].

System Parameter Range Step
Fusion Power Plant Electrical Output, Py 300-1,500 MW 300 MW
Grid Size, Sgid 5-120 GW 5GW
Fraction of Thermal Generation, Fnermal 0-100% 5%
Fraction of Hydro Generation, Fiydro 0-100% 5%
Fraction of Nuclear Generation, Fouciear 0-100% 5%
Fraction of Renewable Generation, Frenewable 0-100% 5%
Renewable Output Fluctuation in the Last 10 min +26 - -20 c
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532 KRERMEFHETICR T Z2ENRBEREEE

TIRRT ART TV a vRERICET 2B RHEO MR 2 E5) 0w TR
T5720, REMZEFE LT, 924,000 7 —2H, 2040 FiTE T % v — 7 R
DRHAARESFH GULES +FHRESRH) ZBIL 72 Table 5-5 © 7 —2[125]%
Y EF%, Table 5-5 D7 —RICEF BT T X~vT 4 A7 7y a v REROE £
HDZE) T Figure 5-14 IR X L5 Y TH b, Figure 5-14 % Figure 5-13 & [FIERIC
TR IC IR %2 . e Ic B ) R E R L72bDTH 5,

Table 5-5 “Japan East System 2040”: Predicted East Japan Power System
Composition in 2040 [73].

System Parameter Value
Fusion Power Plant Electrical Output, Py 1,200 MW
Grid Size, Sgid 75 GW
Fraction of Thermal Generation, Fnermal 30%
Fraction of Hydro Generation, Fiydro 20%
Fraction of Nuclear Generation, Fouciear 20%
Fraction of Renewable Generation, Frenewable 30%
Renewable Output Fluctuation in the Last 10 min -

5 Stationary Dewatlon

L £ —1.0.024

c

je)

©

>

(O]

()

> -0.2 | §

2 < i Maximum Frequency Deviation

g ||/ |

o !

2 03f Mo .

L Sl “--0.305 East System 2040

0 8.6 30 60 a0 120 150
Time [sec]

Figure 5-14 Utility Frequency Behavior of Japan East System 2040 Case.

Figure 5-14 (377 X~F 4 27 7+ a v AR, —WRICENRHE LT 5~10
REPTRKECELADEE 2 RT L ERL TS, Table5.4 DB R —
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2BV TIE, RARBEBIRZ X7 7 A~T 4 277> a v 8.6 icHlRaIN%-
0.305Hz TH % Z & e AHN 5,

Z D%, KIFEEFT CICKIFEBITICE T, FLDICHNNF 7 ) —#iKic X
b, R LFC EiRic X Y REH IR LR T2 2 Lo, BHRFBEEIIET % 2
FEfET %, REMWIC, BHRKEBEEIT 120 BREERIR CEERE~ S PER L,
DA I E WA O oy 27 v TEBFEONLD EIFEFFOZ & L7 5%, Table
54 DENFRT — AICH T 5 EHFMAX-0.024 Hz TH 5,

53.3 BEFRIXRILT—DBEATICHITZERGEREEE

TIRRT ART TV a vREROBERFEEEO®EIL., BAERET AL X
— DB APEALBNFRFITERE D o7, KMEFKENHT 1,200 MW, &1 5%
i 90 GW I B1F 25 F T T, HAEMRI AL F—D0EAEIGZ 0%, 10%.
20% & ZAL X 272556 OB R RE D% E) % Figure 5-15 17" 3, Figure 5-15
IHEHRIC T I R~ T 4 R T T v a v REROK R & it E S R R R L
TWw3,

. - ——— =
-

Py = 1,200 MW, S, = 90 GW
Fnuclcar: 20 %9 thdro/ Fthcrmalz 05 i

Frequency Deviation [HZ]
)

-0.2 ¢ .
Renewable Fluctuation = -o
0 10 20 30 40 50
Time [sec]

Figure 5-15 Utility Frequency Behavior under the Effect of Renewable Power Sources
[34].

VASEHliE T AT 7T X~T 4 25 7 a VEEREAR 900 ol Hie LT
BY, Ny o7y TEEFEOND FFIZEREIN TR,
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Figure 5-15 3B RHE~DOHAERBEL A AL X — DB ABED IV, T I X~=T
4 RAT7 7y avROBNRM~DHEMIERT 5 LR LTWS, HAERRET A
NF—DOREHEP0%TH 256, MAGRENICBEVTTIRART A AT T v a
VHREE LG EThENRMEBEE &N 0.13 Hz BECTH -7, —/7 T,
HAEAR T AL F —28 20%DFEZH I BN RFICHE VT, RKBEIREURZ X
0.2 Hz $THRLTWwS, Zhid, HAERRET AN F —ITITARMEIEMEDS R0
IC. REHEEVERRITERDAFREHICH T 3 ICHEMET 35 (BE) T
NI PMET3%) 20THh 5,

IHIL, 7R T A A7 7Y a vRAER 0 SEICET 2 HEREZ ALY —D
TS QM NEE S | R OFE B 2 5 2 7=, Table 5-5 iCF1F 2 E/1 R
BIZDOWT, TR~ T 4 A7 7Y a AR 10 oficE T 2 BAEED AL F—
D FHHERHNEENCOWT, +26 ~ 20D HiPH CREE W %2 Ehi L 7245 R %
Figure 5-16 1C/~"$, Figure 5-16 (3##iilic 77 X~7 1 2 7 7' a v FEHZOKRY
%, MEHICE SRR R R L Tw B,

Frequency Deviation [HZz]

03F ! East System 2040 |7

0 10 20 30 40 50
Time [sec]

Figure 5-16 Utility Frequency Behavior under the Effect of Renewable Generation
Fluctuation in the Last 10 Minutes.

Figure 5-16 1% 10 437 AN O T a4 ATRE = 4 v ¥ — o 1 258 23 % 8 -0 1
CHEBENRMERD . BHRFRAEROFIICHEL 522 2L RRLTWV 5,
FAERRET 2 L ¥ — o 25 % 10 0B FHS TP LT w2 s, ld o720
BB T A EON T WD 0IC, 77X~ T 4 RAT7 7Y a v RERORKREEK
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RED LV KREL holz, FPHIECAZHAENGA, RAEREIRZ1Z 0.19 Hz <
B oTeH 265 DIV HFAE L TG, RBBEERA T 0.35 Hz % THiE X
N7z, Tt 10 57LAN O Pl A ERRE T 4 L ¥ — 0 ARZ ) L fth D A FHERE

BIROHNHERIC X 2052 E 7 b3, fEo TRICHAENREZ A L F— D 15
WY U725 G I XBE) T 25y 3 5720 TH 5,

JRFNFEFIZE—F Y Iy FEERZKEL TWEE2DICTIAYTART T
a3 VRAERICE W TS REH N BEEE T, (o CENRFERMOERICHFS L
v, o CRTFNFRBEMOKBEELKRECENRFIZE, 77XV T 4 RTT
va VREROBNRKEBEEOEBAKE L kot HEGFKEHTHI 1,200
MW, EREAERE 90 GW I T 254 FC. R IREROREEE G Z 0%,
20%. 40%. 60% & ZAt X & 7256 DB RHRBE DZEE) % Figure 5-17 IC/R 3,
Figure 5-17 I3flIc 77 X~7 4 A7 7'v a v REBR ORI % . HitlicE ) R4
AR L TW5,
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Figure 5-17 Utility Frequency Behavior under the Effect of Nuclear Power Plant
[34].

Figure 5-17 |&, FAERREZ AL ¥ — L[k, T+ NFERICBVTH, HEHE
DD BRE) T 1 OFIRICEED Y | BHRMIE B OWENIERT 5 L 2mL
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Figure 6-1 Cross-section Diagram of the Heat Storage-filled U-tube Steam
Generator.

Table 6-1 Design Parameters of the Heat Storage-filled U-tube Steam Generator.

Parameter Value Unit
Radius of Spherical Heat Storage 50 mm
Packing Fraction of Heat Storage 0.68

Heat Storage Material SUS304

SUS304 Density [104] 8,030 kg/m?®
SUS304 Specific Heat [104] 500 J/(kg K)
Mass of Heat Storage - AR =1m 844,100 kg

Mass of Heat Storage - AR = 2 m 2,071,900 kg
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Figure 6-3 Water Level at the Heat Storage-filled Steam Generator upon Disruption.

Figure 6-3 OfiRIE. FEWMEIE U FRAFBERDEANIC X o THAFAEAGAKAL
DEREEPRELMALN TS EEZRLT WS, Fric, RAREROEEE
2miksR L, HBEWM 2RI 5 2 & T, FUKDHERRIC B 1T 2 iK% 900 sec O[] 1]k
TERILRINTWVS, T, HFEMIE U PR ERLZEAT S Z LT,
TIRRT A RAT TV a VIAERCTE T S RIS 2 3 L 9 B < D REEF
BB CE AN RBEINEDDTH B,

FeB MG L 225G A ic BT 2w L — R EIMIEE I DT, Figure 6-4 I
~$, Figure 6-4 1% 4.4.2 fli Ak, QBT —XGEFMD 7S v 7y F AL/
HOEREZ, (DIt THREWNE %2R L TWwb, Figure 6-4 IZEWTH, KB
REBM T U FRRRAEBRDEANR L WA Z R T,
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Figure 6-4 Plant Behavior with the Heat Storage-filled Steam Generator. (a) Primary
Coolant Temperature (b) Electrical Output
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Figure 6-5 Frequency Behavior with and without Heat Storage.
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Figure 6-5 I1O/R I N7l 0 . EEWM TR QAR OEAIC X Y FEFE DMk osv]
et oGy, 779R~TART 7L a v OBNRMOBIEREE~DEEIT R
IMEE e, FEEBZEENTIZIEERRECREINTHE I ERRBINE, T
RGBT, fth D RBURLSEERT & A CoBiF A nREIc 2 5 2 L 2 BKT %,

6.2.5 EX

DLEX Y, EBWMAE U FRAAERIT. KAGREMCETFE 77 X~vT 4 R
7 7y a VHERO BN FKEAFEEA~ DR EDRN B TH L EZLND,

VBEREBMOBRRBICOVTIE, T4 AT T avcEs T3 77 X~fHiLb k
FECIBEET RIS 2, L, 77 XA~ b EFIc s 20588 15
SSUATTH 2EICIE, % ORFE M7 s % kbt ki X <. fRRER T 2
mU T TCREWEEZbN5,

—J5C, 15 BLUTTO 77 X~fHirb EFBED 2 wiGh, SR EMR I Y
77y TR B0 BTG PN S S 5 £ TEIR A Ak HIK 5
ZEREFT LW, BE, L D~—7 v bW 7 vy v 7o/ Mg
15 23N THY, ChiIBBIEHNRAZ L VYREROLD EITHBICHY S 5,
fito T, ZOEHEICIE, 900 sec FEBE ML TE AR L L C. LR PEFEIL 2 mA 4
HLThre&ZEzbNb,

6.3 BEBEREICK S

6.3.1 #HE

KX BIRET 2 MDD 5 —D2DFEIE, BEV AT 204 ICHsWT, &
FMICEBEBLEMT 2L T, T7I7X2T 4 A7 7 v a2 VIZhh bR
kb EBEAHEN2BELRNCA 7y b $2FETH 5, B, BEVRT LN
HIiC BT 2 AN FEME T, FEROMIIC X Y Kb B & iR Ic B ELL
BICX-oTHiTT 2L TRMZEMT2bDTH S, KAFEOMRZICONT
Figure 6-6 IZ7~ 3,
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Figure 6-6 Illustration of the Mitigation with Energy Storages.

Figure 6-6 [3HHlIC 77 X< T 4 R 7 7'v a v A% %2, ftihicE ] %
RL72bDTHY, Ik sTRTy TRIckbn-BAE 2 E8BEECLDY
e L TV BEkFEZRLTW 5,

6.3.2 &

BEEEL L TRHISEOEI » oL EE M E 2 IMBEMAEE L, —TTK
FiFE T VBRI e U CRRRLAFEE T 0 N - SN 2 b T, S I e &
TEZETEDHREFROLEZOLNDEY, fito T, AFEBEEOHKFHTO VT
X, ZOREGZHTL o TUTDOIT—RABEZOLND,

LEIHE ., AR EFTNOA v 4 MICEBEEZEHR L, XEHICE W T
ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ%?%7~26%5o:@%a\)77A4ﬁ/1@IMSQw%@m
FEM, o ICEIBEEBSEZ NS,

2H1H X, BHRKICTFOFEET I T vy v 77— REEDORIET 2 5E
DREBEXIZWVNCE VAT 27— Th b, Zoh, FEEEBOMBITIRMT 2
FERCL-o T ;AR T, LBt S 7 74 K4 — L ClRAVE
REREz b5,

3HIHIE. BREHM 2 2 EBEREES 2, 727V 75— aVIckViEHT 3
T—ATH b, 5. FHEEICEW T, FRKE - FEFT~OBEIEMOBE AN X
bl tFEZALNTWSE, — /T, BEELEICEWCIEAEHDHEOEADE
ERR O, R - BREZEEONGICEWT, TEHICE T 2EBLEEOEA

WHEHL, KETATHELECOEEZEEZ LT ARAVAICEET IHELRD S,
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6.3.3 FHEAE

AWFEICE T, LBl zZ 7 ey 7#MIck Y ET b L2 Bl 2hE%ES5
HECHELZENRRET VICER T 2, (LEEsEH S B R OEAX
% Figure 6-7 IC/"3, 22T, RETNVIIMPBICERBNIONT v AD A% GHET
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Figure 6-7 Illustration of the Power System Model with an Energy Storage.

AFFRICE O CTEIEBEBEICOWT, AL(2009)ic X 3E7 L [41] % Fic, 200
ms O —JENE FFOMME Ny 7 ) —& L T Figure 6-8 Ol ) £ T AL L 720 Eoupu
[MW] I3 EEBHEBEO RN % Eaonge [IMWh]IZFEBLEOAREZRL T3, K
ETAMICBOTHOE—JOENEER D 0.1022 sec 13 NAS Bilt 2 it L 72 b D TH
2, LHarLanb, %< oftrEi - MRERSFRREOINEEELZAELTE Y,
AERIC L o TRONRRIT, oEBEBEICL IR L L TCdbHmAER L L
DA[RECTH B LEZDLND,
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Figure 6-8 Block Diagram of the Energy Storage Model [31, 41].
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& L CHBELREEIC Figure 6-9 IO IF55 213 5, Figure 6-9 |3 ic REfE, ¢
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Figure 6-9 LFC Signal to the Energy Storage upon Disruption.
Ihbo7my 712w T, Figure 6-10 IC/R38 Y iz 175 T LT, HE
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Figure 6-10 Block Diagram of the Power System Model with an Energy Storage [31].

Table 6-2 Power System Configuration with an Energy Storage.

System Parameter Range Step
Fusion Power Plant Electrical Output, Py 100 -2,000 MW 100 MW
Grid Size, Sgid 5-100 GW 5GW
Grid Characteristic Factor, 1 0.05-0.6 0.05
Renewable Output Fluctuation in the Last 10 min -G -
Max. Output of Energy Storage, Eoupu 0-2,400 MW 5 MW
6.3.4 #ER
SREEEZMHAAATE N RICE O CRELS FE AT ORI #5 % BT 5
ZeT, EEEEICIIZVERNNEOFMAE LML 72, R, 77 X~vT74 X7
7va vRAER., BEhRRIcEw kb BRI 2O 2 LT BHREREK
BOREMNMICTHEG T2 LRI N, 20T, BREGEFHKERE L., 8
LEP DA VR X > TREI N,

—f§] & LT, Table 5-5 IZ/R & L7z %I B W THIT 1,200 MW DL LA FEEFTHS
TIRRTAAT T aviEzRI Lz KEL, 240-1,200 MW o 1 % Fio&E
WEPBENRFEICEAZ SN T R 5ADOENRHEREO%EE % Figure 6-11 1278
3, Figure 6-11 3MHIC 77 X~T 4 R 7 7' 3 v HAELRKEM, #5725
B AR L CTWd, D720, HEELEZMH A TR WETRMICE T 5 R
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Figure 6-11 Utility Frequency Behavior upon Disruption with an Energy Storage
Installed [129].
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BRI OEBEEYH LT, 77X T 4 A7 7v a VIThh 5 HNKHE
FIRF DB RAFEELEEEZ K ESWETEL L EZREBL TV D,
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PHH

BEEOEHICH 7z > Tk, BALOBNRH L., KEEFREFOHITIEL
SEEEBOB N ZHEYNOEIRTZ2 P EEL RS, 22T, 77T 4 &
va vIC ##5Wﬁ%ﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%OszuWKWbétbm%%&
SR DML T I o nT, 596,000 5 Y DRERKIC O WTEHE R EE L 72,

FU®IC, EGHBHREN Pou % 1,500 MW ICHEE L 72358 DFEHRICO W T,
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Figure 6-12 Required Battery Output, S-T Diagram (Pout = 1,200 MW).

Figure 6-12 1%, 7z ¢ 2R LERHE T OKMERKET~OHHTH->TH, L0 E
NFRAADY A XDI/NZT I E, B REMEOALEWEIETIZ L. RE R
NOEEEEPVBELRLZIEEZRL TS, M, ARICEWTEETCRIN
Eoupue = 0125 1F 2 FHISHIIL, BAIGFRENTOEANICDH 2 ) HFEBLEEDOMLED 7\
A RLTCnWELEFE R 5,

¥ 7z[FEkIC, 4 )E 13 Grid Characteristic Factor © % 0.05 ICHEE L 72356 O LEH
BEEHICOWT, MEGRETLN—ENRREREZ xy FHiE LT=XT7

o v T Figure 6-13 1T/ 3,
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Figure 6-13 Required Battery Output, Pout-Gsize (t = 0.05).

Figure 6-13 13, BARHABEN/ NS K R bicon, EEEREFOH 12K
LB oN, BEREEREORENIKELS AZILEZRLTVWSE, 2ThbD
EHRICOE, REICEWTCERNITONTZMA %,

0.3.5.2 BEEZETREHIFHET/L

2O LERIZ. FERICE T 2 MEFREITOEABMIEOIRICH YD, Atk
TREGZ2b0TH2, Lo Ladsamitd, ol X 2 BRI EEEIc ANT
baB4ARTEITH Y, ZDF T TG ICHABHER R, Hlx X, Fkiv7%
VAT LA— F~DOfEHEEEZ R BEAT A= 0L RICHEEBEER
BEFIRETE 2 AW cENE, FEH IR T WETAMFE OB TR R T
7ol 8ilrbLER D

22T, REBEICXVELNEBERICOWT, Eopu 2 EBZE. Swiew Pout, 1@
SEMAEMERE LC, EERONEEML 2, BIRRXOFEMC i, Rithd
(1974) D fEMEREUE(AIC) [130] 2 72, BIRHTRE R OME %2 Table 6-3 1TR 3,
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Table 6-3 Regression Results for Eouepu.

Model Type Variable AIC Adjusted R? p-value
Means model - 18459.8 - -
G . 18458.0 0.0011  0.049

mmpie iinear

P Sy 18018.0 0.1626 0
regr 10N

CBIESSIONS P 17393.8 0.3479 0
Multiple li
HHpTe meat Pow+ Serid + T 10987.3 0.95 0
regressions
Pout+ S rid + Pout * S yol
Multiple gl T B 7237.5 0.9889 0

+ Sgrid *T +1 * Pout

regressions with
Pout+ S T + Pout* S T +

interaction grid grid 7235.5 0.9889 0
Sgrid *T + T * Pout

Pou, Sgria, T DR TOMVAE O WT, EBAKM L AERIEOHBBEGIZED b
720 (ZNFI p il 0%, 0%** 0.049%) LA LAEARS., WFNROMZERYL ., HiK
TEHFAEEEEZRTTFHET AL IE bR o7, (ZNZ TR A R*MHE 0.35,
0.16, 0.00)

MIPEREX, FHETAORBEZE L QH LEXe, AIC 13 10987 £ T L.
FEFE A R2 1% 0.95 T kL7, &b, BERIFCRAEERAERMAZ S Z & T,
A& f1c AIC 7235.5, FH%% 4 R2 1 0.9889 # v EF L %2157, BoN-ET A
DRI I 5 X — & % Eq. 6-1 i T°IC Table 6-4 12773,

Eoutput [MW] = BO + BI Pout + BZ Sgrid + BS Pout * Sgrid + T* (B4 Pout + BS Sgrid) (Eq 6_1)

Table 6-4 Parameters of Eq. 6-1.

Po pr 2 Ps P Ps
-2.51E+00 5.06E-01  -1.34E-02 -1.65E-07 3.73E-02  1.24E-02
p-value  0.320 0.000%**  0.000**  0.002***  0.000***  0.000%*

AERFRICL>THRONE FHFERL, EEOv I a2 —va ViRo—H%
™ L7z D23 Figure 6-14 TH %, Figure 6-14 |3 S-t hic B L In 2 FEEEH 1 %
7ay bL7zbDTHY, HEFAICIZTFHEA Yy 2T, ¥ Iab—2a Vi
B%Fy b CfilL T3, Figure 6-14 2> 5 1%, Eq. 6-1 18 7= FHlE T L 23,
Ylalb—vaVviEREIIFFICICFHIL T2 2 LA ATN D,
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Figure 6-14 Simulation Results (Dot) vs. Prediction Model (Mesh).
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6.4 FEHIREEADORREICHNZEER

6.24 FIIC BV TRINAERIT, UFARSFEEGOEEZ 2m IR L, % D2
ICEBWM & 7% SUS304 BREWEHT 22T, 77X~ T 4 A7 7V a VRERC
BWTH 15 pEFELMECcE L L ER Lz, 72, 6.34 filckT 2RI,
BYNCH I ARGt S N A BEEBREEABENRRICERT 2L T, BRANICT 7 X~
TARAT TV a vOE RNk 2R LT,

L L7 T OREFIEERE IXARGRSCAH 72 1ICIRET 20 D ThH Y BfTEAN
DIETER T, BANTIAE ISR FE I 2 EBEIC D W TIEBA S 22T\, o TAREANIC
BT, b OEEE DK A FEEFT~DE AT 50> 5 BT IIE OV BRI
BRPiconwTEREIT,

6.4.1 BBEEEADFEIRME

6.4.1.1 FHiHIZEL 1

LEMIHE U FRKREROELEICH ), FMTWERELE 2 152 01k U FHER
FRABRONEEIEAL CHEST 2 TRTH 2, 20 TIEOHMFEERMIZEE T
IC BT B BLERIR IR T 2 D 0o, BIKIF RN 2K KA ERRELE TH I AT X
> TRECEE L HRBMIBROALRIEAERITNIGTE 5 X9 Kit T Th D [131].
BB EETH B EEZLND, 12770, U FRAFERIZFICEEET O
Wizl 272070 7= raliikvdkoohzdEETHL 00, EEMOR
EHERCOOTEMENY - MNP ES O 2BEI080ETH L LICHET S
DR BD 5,

ARG FE BRI~ D AR ZEE D FRIE T 220> B HA EBME T H % 23, —RicELRF A
MORBICEOCHBEL R0 R TRACEI L RS, ChEIKMAREICE
WTHIBIKIF L FIRE, AR ERIF LV DEOIEICKBEINS Z L25HH S L
TW3720TH5, —fHlE LTSImCSicHBWTHEE TN TV 3 RAFRAEROEX
% Figure 6-15 IZ/8 3, Figure 6-15 IZ 5\ T b RS F LR ITEE O RHE < IcixkE
INDZZEDPHEINTVE AR TE, BIAFRICERBEDRn—T., K
EHENCIE—EDRBBH 2 Z BB HLND,
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Figure 6-15 Plant Building Design of SlimCS [64].

PEo Ty KNI IR L - EBMFTIHE U FRAFER T, IR0 T
AREPERTZCH7-VEREICEALR/NBOREFTOALPEL A WWEEZ LI,
X o TREFR~DERBICH - > THEMPWERETZEVEEZOLNS,

6.4.1.2 #EFHIELIE

BEWTEIE U FRRBEROFNETNEZEE T 2720, AEHEOHELGEI R T
KD &, RRFERORB IS BiEa X My e BEW TH 2 SUS304 ot
K12 (2.129 $/kg. 2017 4 6 AiGffitg[132]) 2 A5 3 5 2 & TRHT 2, AXSEE
MMORAULICHE S Sl o 2 M Ic oW, B X MR 0.6 FEICHHIL
THIMT % & v ) BERAI133JIC RS WCHEZ{T-> 72, 22Tt s U FHRA
FAEmoILEa X e LT, Y 7+ =T San Onofre JRFIT B 1T 5 KA FEE
BT v 77 L (SGRP) ICHE L TR & N3R5 (2013) [134] icFe# o 3 H5#ic &
F 25 UFERRREROUEZSFTH % 27.97 M$/Unit % 7z,

REFTORBOME., FHMATHE U FARKEEROBE IR NI, 1S
REULICHE S BlhEa R M 28 53.15 M$, EEM oMkl a X 23441 MSEEIBE
7zo PEo THEERALZ 4NV — TROKEAFREITICE T 2 ERE 2 2 #5135
230.24 M$ & 72 3,
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INE. BEEZE 100 $oF -2 — L ~fRicEZ LN TV 3G HREFH 2D
EERBE L L CRAGA, BROLDICHEL 3R M- -oDa XL
LTRTARTEIHETHILEEZLND, flo TRIFMICH EBMEIZH 2 b D LFF
flisszLnTE 3B,

Mz T, BT BTV RFRIFICIRE I v 2 EREE THX 13, & b
2V 7R T B AR 72 T 9.0X 100 kg DEEXMLETH 3 LHE I TW
%(85], ZALIEEM T U FAR I E oM 2 5 SUS304 0B ETH % 8.28%x10°
kg (4 H&AGH LRIBETH 225, FHEW THX [TrhEESL — 7 L L TR Y
RS HETH Y B X MIERMTE U FAKFER LY KR Lk
22 EBTHENDG, o TREKRIREINTWIEELOKDOED2 L b, FEWM
FOHE U FRAIEERICIIRANEML LD 2 L EZ NS,

6.4.2 BEEBEEADOFEIRME

6.4.2.1 FHiHIZEL I+

1,200 MW D% Rl&F8E7T % Table 5-5 1 3\ TR & 1172 2040 4F 3 H A R % B
L-BHRKICEAT A ICREL 7t 2 EEEBICO VT Eq. 6-1 # FWCHEEHS
28, FETNXEHEBEEBOH—FRIF 635.6 MW - 1059 MWh & 723, 2T,
ORI NI ERN—REEZRETS I TERLI N T 3 HEEEE DM
JCE B L TR L 72 D2 Figure 6-16 TH %, Figure 6-16 |35 IC A& [Wh], #i
fc W] E e, HEMAIN TV I REELEORI» AL T LD 2D
DTH 5 (7272 L i II BP0 FBLE LR T)Y, 20 ke, Rk o T
A RETOBENMO - DICLELHFTINIEBEEOMERETH S 635.6 MW -
1059 MWh ZE QTR L TWw 3,

A K olg= 3L To# Y THh 5, EES: Electrical Energy Storage, PHS: Pumped
Hydro Storage. CAES: Compressed Air Energy Storage., SMES: Superconducting
Magnetic Energy Storage., KID: Kaiyo Inverse Dam.

118



I
(@)Y
il
S
=
o
&l

PR 1 7 2 3 ) AR 458 B U3 T 1 D W

Required EES Specifications
KID ////' /
10°MW [ Large CAES 7 / ///"/
: N &+ ! + 7
Low Speed [ PHS
= somw | Flywheels —
— /‘; —_— N
=] o
o b
=] i
o o
S 10%KW A
Flow Batteries
o HL sl Gags - -/ Nas Battery
1KW F
Super- Electrochemical Batteries
CapacIItors 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1kWh 10kWh 10%kWh 1MWh 10MWh 10°MWh 1GWh 10GWh 10°GWh

Storage Capacity [Wh]

Figure 6-16 Comparison of Capacity and Output of Electrical Energy Storages [135,
136].

Figure 6-16 1%, BEFEALIN T 2EFEEED 5 b, KEIGFRETICE T 5%
MARICZDEEHAWE Z &K D D IFHKIEEL CIC KFBEREZER T AL F
—MPEDAHTH D LR L T 32, §Eo TKREMGFEN OB ALE T RHIC
THINoOEBFBLENFERFEEITRZRECER INTWI5E. Tk lIRHE
FIRF DR EFM D720 DEBEE L LTHVWL ZLBARETH S, L LAEDRD,
INOORBBEEEBEBEZMHA T EENRMITL 2L, pOofERkoRAERET
TV F — DB AP A 72 FRARNC I\ TR EKFEFE S O RHUE T ax i (IR 12 7
Iz eBFHlIN, CNUZ2KMAERENO T 7 A~T 4 A7 7Y a v iao
2Dy 7Ty 7 LTHWS Z EoEBEMEIZEL R\v,

—J. REHBICBWTREMLIN TV AWK CIEH 2 b DD, NaS Eiths
VF a4t vBEE woz T RBMIT VOB T 2 L Xk ) KRB A]

2HNQ201)ICKE > TERIN, FEEFELITL > THIERED LN TWAHEEL v A
—ZZLKID)IZOWT S, EFLEINZGAICEBEMEEL LTHWE S 2 en
MBI NTW3, 137.  HGINEW¥, BES X 74E5L FBETLE(TFH 2014-
51970). 2014: HAREE A
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BECTHY., HAOICOWTH MBS U TS 2 2 L B3 A[RETH 5, FATIIC 13X
A AFEBATOMEMAEE & LR L 2251 MWh B0 “REthzd#x35 2 &
DT ARETH 5 L EZ LN TEHY[138]. o T KEM % W 72 F12EE o @ik
ICITBAT IR B 2 L FliT 2 2 & TE B,

6.4.2.2 IEFHIELIF

Bl FEEM OERICIE LT ICHEERE L L T RE A RET 2H5GI1C0 %,
TREME LT NaS Btz H W2 A HED Lo B R a X 2 lE T
%, NaS Bt 2 2 + 122w Tld Poonpun & (2008) @ 35 [139] 3l OFic
Oudalov & (2006) D% [140]i1Ic/R T 7= F3E & LT, Balance of Plant =2 X b |3
WL, BEH=Vax LT 1,758 $/kWh s zHv3 2 & CEET %, #EE.
635.6 MW — 105.9 MWh DR % 5 NaS B0 = % F 13 186.17 M$ & 3 X
N7z,

I 6412V B I NAE MM UF ARG EROER I X TH
%Zm%thD%Zﬂ&Fﬁwﬁ{T%D\%ofgﬁﬂ%momf%\&@é
FREMEROERE L L CREZGACEBERO - ICLEL R 3% 2T
ODARELTRFRCTELFHTHILE XD, Lo TEBKEIC X 2B,
RAENFERE 2O LT 2 L8k S,

6.5 #EE

H 5 HOMBIX, TIRX~T 4 AT 7Y a VISR T B RIEHRSIC 2 5 EE
A~ DEPYE I N Wi b, BMEGREMITEALBENRRICE T S
SRR W23 EBHRT. BAHKI SN AIREEZ R L T b, 5.4.3 fiofiE
M CldfEko HARICE T 2 AR ETEAI 2 bHFI TN 2 A[REEZ L TEH D,
REFNI P DA RETOBEANCE LA r b X 225220 TH 5 L
Ezibihb,

o TARETIE, F 5 ECHMINZEBENRM~OEFLELEN L, ZMARE
FIOBNRRZEE R EX 2 FHECOZ2FHEZIREL, 20U NICSE
B h A 2 IRET 2 EE L 72,
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=0

FHOFE %

FICIRET M TE IR, REC AT LANICARE RT3 2 & CHEIMERER
THEAEMT 2 TETH 2, COHND=D [EBMTE U FRAF %R O
BHFTEEML, CoFMMEEE 4 BRIV I —vavET AR
WCHHI L 720 AEERIE. EERIER 2 m &M ICE W THRUKSEERRIC B T 2k E
900 sec DEFEEEL . I R~=T 4 AT 7y a vRICBWTHRELME L2 L
N LTz 7. REMFEICO TR - RFEWMmH 2 o EHRERH 2 2 &%
i L7z,

BICRET BN TFERIKMARE Y AT LA CEBREBERERL, 77X~
TARTZTvavRickbn sz EXRNCENT 2 FETH 5, RFEDHW
P OoOWTIE S B THEREINAZETAZHOCIHE L, #5E Eq. 6-1 ICB W T
FFE N 2B AT OEBEE L EAT S L X Y FBEERA%E 0.2 Hz AP
AbNDZ LR LT, £z, AEBEEICOWTD FBRICHEAMNAY - FEFIFEE
M-I N TWB 2 &ML 72,

REINTZ 2 FHEZEL L S ARMANVIN TS 5, AECTEMI LD IIf5=E
FAMC X BZHEAETH 0, EEEOE AT 7234 5HC H 72 o TiE X 0 3l 2 Bt 23 a6
HWTHDLVIFEPET 200, MFiEL S ICZoFHEI O ICERESR
ANz ehb, TS OEMEEEICX ) KMEFREITOBEAFRET SIS K E L
KT R B2 L EZOLND,

REEICIE, HRFE OBRNE ICFFEEIc RO & | FEE 51 X 2 U o F&ROCHEk %
B L7-HNERPE TN TWw3, [31] Shutaro Takeda, Shigeki Sakurai, Yasushi
Yamamoto, Ryuta Kasada and Satoshi Konishi, Dynamic Simulation-Based Case Study
of Fusion on Small-Scale Electrical Grids. Fusion Science and Technology, 2017.
68(2): p. 341-345. This is an Accepted Manuscript of an article published by Taylor &
Francis in Fusion Science and Technology on 20 Mar 2017, available online:
http://www.tandfonline.com/10.13182/FST15-106 [129] Shutaro Takeda, Shigeki
Sakurai, Yasushi Yamamoto, Ryuta Kasada and Satoshi Konishi, Requirements for
DEMO from the Aspect of Mitigation of Adverse Effects on the Electrical Grid. Plasma
and Fusion Research, 2015. 10: p. 1205070-1205070.
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7.1 BA

7.1.1 ZREAEFEFT OIS A HRE

Wk, AR EHROEBABBAZRHL 31CH 7> TF—Kic, BEDFL Y FOD
KEANDHFRTONTE 2z, FFICSRINTE 2D IIEE LIck T 2 BKIF O
B~DEAML Y FTHY, T7I7XT A RT TV a viEOREEINEE O HIE
fll 0.5 FERAME[T6]7 L, I LEEARLCDONTA=ZRRFTERICIVED LN
TE7, TNODOEABIRZEFERIIARERNIC, BERCTH 2 KAEGRERONE
L. ZFDEANRTH BENHGOWITICONWT, #BEDI L OHEREEZKELTw3
A=A

L LA DARGRICHE T 2 ETHEF L, KAMARERICEI T I X~T 4 X
77 v a vRERICE T 2B RTOBERERE~DORE L 5 Fi T mdili 575
5ZL%RL. BADEDICIEFN AR FEPMLETHL L EZRLE, I HIC

BTG I TR R ICAER A ZFEHHICH . KRG REEA I 2 fPRE
NHiH I, BECBKFPIEAIN-BNTH L IER2EE A b L%
TR L 72o o TEEICET X NG FEFE AT O 5B 12 B35 2 3&am I 13,
BT I 7 Gmilic B0 b O3S BT 2 AlREED B 5 & & 2 b, FER O kXl

BHENOENHE~ DB O R EREBLETDH 5,

Lo TRMXICE VW THRRICHE 2 D13, RIIFRICE s THLLICR> 7T X
~T 4 AT T Y a VISR T 2 HIRHES O e, I NCBERIREE O b EER, Bk
DENTG~ DA BT EA OIS 7 2522 52 520 Th 5,

7.1.2 NREATHICK T EHRMEFEEMN

FRBENTGICE T 2EERETOERICH->Tld,. BELEZBBHITONWT
KELRD2O0D7 —ATOIRFERE 2 N5,

122



FHTE G FEER O HHBALTET T~ O R RS R

7.1.2.1 BEEMEE D

1 2HIZ. EKtasEE Wﬁ%%%uﬁof kWh &»7- 0 —EDHfliCEET 5 7
—ATHb, TNIF, ROXI) G EHICERING, 1) {EROENRMICE T S
R JTIE L ARk, MO RO CEN 2 REST 256, 2) EFCTIIEEN
JR I FEBEFICH L CEMBL 72 L 5. ZFHEFHEZHEH E (CID: Contract for
Difference) 55 O il B ARl & FE BT ICON L Gl & 123556,

1) 2onwTld, 5% RER CBWTIREBEBNAHREPEE R WER—ER
ﬁﬁ?%&%kan\:9motﬁbmszuw%m3m1%$7—xﬁﬁiﬁ
2AEEMED B B, T Hic, AlRfbEnZZEATHICELTD, NG 2R T 5
TG bFEET 5, 2) 1o Tld, FrcHEE2 b o Bhic X v KREIBER 2 ik 5
LR, FEFDOY R 2 EHT 2 HITEAINSE 7 —ZAAHA I, FBRICE W
TR - FER EEOVITICE VTR 2 A[RetERH 5, FFICKEGFEET
D XD BHHEIMDOBEANILCH 7> TIE, PO T 7 v MicowT, FELIHE A58 &
N3ZAEERIIEVwEEZ LN D,

RKr—2CBWTld, RKEIEREFTOBRFE IZFHREBEEM (Levelised Cost of
Electricity: LCOE) Tl 65, ElF[EK%2EE L - REHMOLCOE) X Eq. 7-11
BLCEHE I NS [141],

LCOE = (2 jcsemmm Co(1+1) + 2 icmmmm (Comi + Csrai + Cr)/(1+41))
/ 2 e (Pefi X 8760/ (1+1)) (Eq. 7-1)

Eq. 7-1 125\ T Cyld j FIC B 1T 2 B . Comi, Csrai, CrilZZ L Z L1 AEIC
BT 2 EEAERF X b, EWSM R b, BREla X P ERL w5, £/, P 3E
SHN. fwlZ i BT 2 EMEAAE, ri3#51L%2£3[141], B Eq.7-1 135%E
FID7A7F A NMCETEHBEBa A 2REECHRL, RERBMEICELL -
bOTHY, REEDZVORKEaR LFIRTE S,

b, BEEMSEVGEY 7 —2icBnTlid, HalA B ofRF M. LCOE &
B EAUitE D AIC X Vi E 35 Z L AAARETH B,
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7.1.2.2 BHIEE TS

22oHDEFE 2N 7 — 2, HMAFEE?, HR{LEI BN MW T
HGAN =X LD L THERZTDLDRIE R LRI —RATH D%,
HEfLENHHICBWTREREF Z. KELZENZHEAL LThiGzd
FHE IR b R, BRI NAEN TS IS LEl & 55 R %
I‘Zé‘%%f:@bl;‘lfﬁbi%ﬁ%ﬁ&7~—7“/FX%:XA%%%LT:BD\ IS RS
50— %R L7z b D2 Figure 7-1 TH 5 [28],

Month - Years 1 Month 1 Hour Supply
Y Y Y
Capacity Market Energy Market Balancing Market
« Facility Certification + Real Time Market « Capacity Deficit, < Thour
+ Capacity Auction + Day Ahead Market + Emergency Response, <15min
+ Capacity Forwards « Forwards Market « Frequency Regulation, <5 min

Figure 7-1 Illustration of Deregulated Electricity Market Mechanisms [28].

Figure 7-1 3, HEEDPREFEZTICH LY, EFREEL CORFEIC X > TH
FHINBRRA i ~D AN ZBE U TNAZRILERH LI L 2R LTS, K
—ARE e G TR TREORTH ~ 1 FEERTICH T 2 AfLz@ L., BEL EX LT
% (Energy Market) 1B \W\WC Wh &7 ) o Hfliciied 25 TcH 5, LaL
S, FHEHVTEET 5 XV ETNICHREREZ A= (Capacity Market) 125\ T
W H7- ) OHiffie LTAMLL, FEFERICLE R R P RZETWICHEL A =X
LBFET 2 b % v, I 6ic, AMICHKRTE CBRETE 23ER & H v TEHK
BOLRENEIT)O V- AETEHT 5T v 7 ) —¥%— vt 215 (Balancing Market)

BRI B WL, BHETNY - BTG sEH I, REEEELEN TS %
L’C/J\JL‘E%% BHETRHLR TN RS RWIREZIE L CHB{LE TS &
LTw3, BsREMcET 3 HLicoWTEwmLETE Y, /heoHBfbic X 25

ZonTlARmICELTE#ERL RV, (BRGICX2BRICHEBEEL LT

LEINDr— AL, )

HREBELBOY—T v MCBT2RAZERBEMN T w21 (27— 8) b5

i, TG ENE R VEEI 2RO T TG HFET 5,
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b% K OHBTHGICHERET 2, Tvy 7 ) —¥—ERfiGIcE» LB ED &
WERIZ SRV T BRI NG E LS b, RTigIIRETDO W/s ©

RRNZBHSILLCWELEZLZLITARETH B,

X O REFEHTIIHHLCENTGICBWT, RETIHEHTL VI T Y
FAERETE - T AAF 10 ATV vy i E v 28 ETIS A U TRA
BRI~ 2 A XFT 28R OHBEBERCHOLEREL S, 2oz ik, BETH
IRET 28BSO Wh H72 ) Offifid B 63, W Offifil, X 5 icid W/s Dffiiffiic
DWTHEET IHELH 2 L EZERT 5,

HHLI W EofiGicswTBICEHERXLIIZ DT —2AD b L THELIT
2Tk, KGR ETNS TFNERIGENIN LEXZ2D0PHATH 2, o
T, ZO7 —RICHT WM 225, KAAERETOARY O FER TGl 2 & L
TwdltEZLND,

7.1.3 AEDBK

ARBETIE, KX CINFE TR CELTTIXA~T 4 A7 7y a VICERT 201
REfAHINGE NS 2 DRRHZEE O MEEEZZR L 72 L. FERICBWTERICR S LFE X
bz HHEALEN TG ICE T 2 KA R BT OFFEIC O W TERBNICHIT 21T .
ROHTIC XV FEROKEEFEN OE I TG~ 0B A IO & Hi7- 7 A
EREMA. X0 REFEICEE 728 ARG 2R 3 2 & CRRG F& T ORI & B
MrzEmwsl LHWES 2, 22 CRMAFREENTO/RFNE L IRMARERE LT
IHEFHEKOIIE AT oD, IhiREltT s L idtta~DKz v by
—IANF—HOTHFEEICHE I AN REARECER2 0THY, thaD
AR ERAMT 2L ICHBELIDOTH D,

7.1.4 FEITHIR

BRlGREDOFEBHRAMICOWTIE 70 FR X Y BAICHIES /I NTE 2, FFicH)
O BEHE R & L T Sheffield & (1986)[142], Delene & (1988)[143]ic & - CH
FINT b Ao e RE L ERFENAMTETH S Generomak model

(Generic Magnetic Fusion Reactor model) 73% %, Generomak model |34 R D E%
SR D LI I N P A IR T La—-FTHY, BHETATH D D
DD, BRGSO EL 77 v P TeaTKMAEFRBEIT 2D 2 X + Ofiflr z nl
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BEL L 7=[144], =51, Generomak ETF L% L ICHAROBIKIFFRE D R %
BROALFERE IS~ AT L a— KD Yoshida & (1994)[145]. Hiwatari &
(2003)[146]iIc X o TR I LTV 3

o O EICED W E A FERT D LCOE O EICBI L Tix% < oFlH 2
TEL, —fl& L CTRA S (2002) 12 2 41% 0.051 225 0.068 $/kWh &AL T3
[147], Zhix, T EICHCTIREAK (0.062 $/kWh) LEBED a2 FTH Y,
KHBREE (0.181 $/kWh) %z K& < Flalo 7= %< & % [148],

L2 L7e2s b, SEATHISEIC 10 2 B/l & F6 56 Al O 48 i el B 13 42 ¢ 8 76 LA
(LCOE) #5332 b0 ThH H. HHLENHHD A 7 = X & % FfgIc AN 7§25
WREIIHED & 2 AFEE N T WA,

7.2 Ak

721 BB PIMMEHBETIL

el DFR A & [EE B M 2 CE L 22 RS (B1S LCOE % v 72883
WRE) IRk B NG ICET 2B L LTI HaThwAlEEELEH 2, {to T
AREICEWTIE, ARLEINZZENTHEREL - ETZOoETMEEFEMRL, <
Nz TRKMARETORFERAE LTS, C 2 cHBLEN TS X, 2.2.21
filicildoimy . FEREE» LR T, ENHITE - AT ML, 1%
WU CENERIET 2RAEIRL TV 5,

ZZ T, KEICHEITS RTO TH 2 PIMBIco&ETK~—T v b T—2%&RiceT L
k% EfE$ 25 2 & Cffi% PIM i 7 v 28T 2, /HREL T PIM Z:&ERL 7=
33 PIM el 7 — A i 2 A L., »poJid~—7 v b F—2ERFL T
27-wic, HHLHGOMERNRE LTHLTWEEEZLN520TH 3,

BRYANZTH e ma—=T == - AV =T FMD 3B SR L
7= Interconnection TH Y. BHIEETIET I v =TI - X—=L=FM - 7> v+ vD.C.
aHir, ND2300 T ANZEHN—L T3,
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fiiZz PIM fiE 7 vicB Tl PIM BCfET 5~v—F v P XA =X LD 5 b,
BHETS () T2 4 L, BTG, G LR, A v N7 v 2RE, T
KT vy 7)== R0 T ELTH %,

7211 BHHFHLTET/L
721.1.1 FIHTE - VTN 1T LTFEET/L

PIM ik 3 & 1#EIT (Energy Market) 1 IxFTH T (Day-Ahead Market)
&V Tz A LY (Real-time Balancing Market) @ 2 A F/ET 5, BiHTE;
X, MIHE ClcHFEEFTICL VRSN AL 77— - FEAMNICESZFTEINE
1 R B DO RFMAG ICHE D W T, EhoRF 2T MG TcH 2, —THIVTALEA
LB E VT, EFRMICEOE 550 0 L ICFMitg B35 H I h, RT3
B - ZENH & EFH{OESICO E 1R CIRFERFEIT I NS [151],

PJM Tl {Mit% 13X Locational Marginal Prices (LMPs) & FE(E3 % X = X LI
o S L ICREI NG, T, BHiA (node) ITE W TEEBEMRICEMS A
L7256, BMEMZHE I L OB OHGligIc KT+ 2 A =X LTH 5,
CDAH=ZALITEY, BHREO =D FWHEEI X OERZEMNT 5 2 LIt
Vv T4 70T, dGEEICH-D CXBEMBEMEIMEE 2 ATEE & L Tw 2 [151],

AW CREEE T 2 (i 9 L PIM i€ 7 v <l BHEITSHICE T 2 78%E it & L
T, PIM ick1F 3% 2011 £ 1 A5 2015 4 12 AX TO5FE5H5DE LMP 7 — X
[152] 4 L TR L 720 7272 L. BRIGRERICO Wzt z fEE 3. PIM
HIGEHIcE T 2 INEFY (node=1,PJMnode) iCBF 3% LMP #~—%7 v k57—
fELCHBEREML 72, B L7ZE LMP =209 b, 2015 FickF 3 ) 7
X A LAk % Figure 7-2 ()12, BT H i85k 7 fit% % Figure 7-2 (b) IC/R 37,
Figure 7-2 123\ Cld z Bl (5 & 77D IS5 Ic 51 2 Bifiits (MWh & 72 b il
) e b, —Frdl 7 flitg LB % 1 REZATRLAEDbDTH 2,

o ficEE AT E L CA RN Y (Capacity Market) | 4 @l1y 15 5 g 35

(Financial Transmission Rights) 2SFET %28, KfiGE T LVICEWTIIEE L 7«
WZ b & L7, 149. PIM Manual 06: Financial Transmission Rights, Revision: 19.
2017, PJM: Audubon, 150. P/JM Manual 18: PIM Capacity Market, Revision: 38. 2017,
PJM: Audubon.

127



F/TE G FEEN O BB TS~ O R

PJM Real Time Market Price (2015)

Mean: 33.3380 $/MWh
400 Median: 26.5800 $/MWh Max: 433.7300 $/MWh

Energy Price [$/MWh]

Min: -229.9800 $/MWh

24

g 12

Hour

(a) Real Time Market

PJM Day Ahead Market Price (2015)

500
Mean: 33.9420 $/MWh

400 | Median: 29.0000 $/MWh
300

Max: 398.8900 $/MWh

Energy Price [$/MWh]
o
S

Min: 0.0000 $/MWh

(b) Day Ahead Market

Figure 7-2 PJM LMP Historical Data of Energy Market (PJM Node), 2015 [152].
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Figure 7-2 13V 7V 2 4 Lifisgic 3513 2 BIiiA& (2T H 5 & b U R LRI 70 fiE
BE 0%, pOBHMBSADHEE > T BB L BEHET 52 L 2R L
Twd, F2VHEME - hRECHZGETD, V724 LG EATHT S X Y &
IS DMK

KeEFTADH &, FIHTBERICY TAEA4 LTBICE T 24EH 7= ) KGR E
Fro5e BN Eq. 7-2 12 X Vet % 4T - 72, I WG E i IR A& FERT O
TG ~DSZ AT L o TR L B WREZRE X, HiichigfilgicREREZFEL L&
BEITENAL LTS,

Energy Revenue [$/year] = 20w LMP Data X W (Eq. 7-2)

W : iX i feFE & [MWh]
7.2.1.12 FLELRKSIET/L

PIM ICFET 2 BNEIT G IIHTHTS & )V T A2 4 oo A Th Y, IO
ELRGITSHEEFEEL R, LA LAa2 b, PIM ikem 7 — Vg ch 5 —7J7 T,
PIM SN 2 FeEHEH L/NCHEE D5 2 & [0 TR IS NS [ 225 % #f 5 2
LERPIT R, ZOHAICEWTY, REREF IR EEL2EETSICH L,
TN HEEE DR B NANS 2 OMAST 2, ENHAGI0ED - &I, THE
LEHIC B 1T 2 fillitg & HiGflits & o A=R %2 24Tl z N FREFET 5 2 & T,
SR, Bl LEEI 23073 5 [153, 1564], i LEG]IZ 2 HRoZKITh .,
BaENIh i, NEINZAIET — 2 IFIZIEFEELR VY, L2rLAarb, ==
—3 =7 - == VX ARG PIM 5 D eW#gins 5% < B L TH .
WY e iAo b & Tt @Y RFGEEO b & T LHMNAG]ICk T 5 E 2
Ffies & Z o B S JePIELE | FTIC 351 % $aIMA% (338 5w 203 % [155],

P> TR ZIL PIM 7 v Cld, LEL coRMHANcoEEYF I AL L
THEAE 12 A 31 HICEHE 1ERD O RIIEE L eERN 2 SMED D & PIM
Western Hub Real-Time Peak Calendar-Month 2.5 MW Futures (Code: JM)ilfi IXic
PJM Off-Peak Calendar-Month LMP Futures (Code: JP) D 2 $4fHic &1F % 2010 42>
5 20144E 12 A 30 HiZ B % #fi% EODData 1: 2> 5 Htf$[156, 157] 42 £ & T,
N Sl LA [ filiks & 9% . Figure 7-3 AN Table 7-1 15 b L7z R 27K
ER
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——- Off Peak Hour Price

— 2011
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25
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Month

Figure 7-3 Year-Forward PJM Electricity Price Trends [156, 157].

Table 7-1 Year-Forward PJM Electricity Forward Prices [$/MWh] [156, 157].

Month  Hours 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Peak 57.78 47.03 451 51.55 55.9

Jan Off-Peak 46.38 37.51 35.85 39.1 46.0
| Peak 53.88 4521 42.59 46.6 56.49
Off-Peak 44.96 36.6 34.22 37.01 43.92

v Peak 4852 41.35 4112 4353 45.78
Off-Peak 37.88 32.66 31.15 33.95 35.75

Apr Peak 4742 413 40.9 4155 41.81
Off-Peak 37.88 32.66 29.08 30.98 30.0

My P 47.45 41.46 41.88 42.29 41.98
Off-Peak 34.56 32.01 28.4 28.8 28.26

Peak 51.09 46.36 44.8 4552 44.78

Jun Off-Peak 35.22 32.06 28.74 28.78 27.71
Tl Peak 61.29 53.55 55.1 59.34 60.5
' Off-Peak 39.59 34.41 31.05 31.67 31.35
ug, Pk 61.29 53.55 51.45 52.65 50.78
Off-Peak 39.59 34.41 30.63 31.17 29.81

sep. Pek 49.59 43.95 4317 4143 39.94
Off-Peak 34.81 32.09 28.75 28.79 27.85

o Peak 45.85 40.18 41.02 38.03 375
Off-Peak 34.25 31.68 29.38 29.16 27.15

Noy | Peak 47.0 40.38 41.08 39.9 37.93
Off-Peak 36.75 32.31 315 31.08 29.09

Dee. Peak 52.25 44.38 4253 423 42.03
Off-Peak 42.25 36.06 33.12 33.2 32.84
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Figure 7-3 Wi NC Table 7-1 13 1 225 12 H £ Cco&eMisic 351F 3 Peak Hours
i T Off-Peak Hours OB J1lig 2 $/MWh & L TR L7720 DTH B, T T Peak
Hours [T HIE2D&EHD 8 - 23 iR LEFEINTH Y, Off-Peak Hour & 1% N
LSS D Il % 15377

RETNICE T DMEFRENTOTEBINAIZ Eq.7-31ICX W itHEEI NS, BB, C

CHE VT HGENME IIREAEFREE R OS A X > TERIL L 2 WROE 23S E 2 1L
TWw5,

Energy Revenue [$/year] = 2o NYMEX:JO Data X Wi (Eq. 7-3)

Wi : 5 inFE & [MWh]

7.2.1.2 17>/Z 2 I EE

FERBERLEEBRORBERDEZREY [ v AT v REMY, HHALBEN TS ICE W

TIE—EULEDA VNG VRGDEIITHNLTIEA v ANT VARSI 5 <~F
NT ADBRELNE OB TH 5,

PIM CIIZEBHFIFH £ 1.5%UNDEE. 4 v N7 v 2RE L LCRERNCY 7
MEA LTHSICE T3 LMP S EH S S, Alb, AR ICOWTiR~—7 v MIC
BFPOTRELRIN, FEORFAT 4 IFELRV, L2 LA L, ZBHHEH
+1.5%% il L7256, LMP %~ — X ICHifaifids £ 7z 13 B HUig 23 51 i G
AN, 4V NFYRREIC_F LT 4 OEEL D B [158],

22T, PIM itk T3 LMP %~N— 2 & L 7= FEERDOHFEMIRE O P E J5 i 13 EME T
HB720, REFACIHERT F L F—F(2007)ic X 238 [159] %2 Hic 5L 2 17
v, Equ7-4 BT hEziHET 5,

Imbalance Fee [$/year] = Y howr max(Real Time LMP X 2.23, 100) X (Wc - Wsg)
(Eq. 7-4)

We: FHEISE 8 [MWh], Wes: 2685 56 [MWh]

27 9% |3, National Holiday 72 &€ ® b 7= KH IZIEH ICBSDH & 38 H Off-Peak
LLTRb 3, KETATIEINEZREL B\,
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Ty ) —H—vRLiZ, BHEAKOERDO AT v 2 2HE L, MR E
—EWROI— RO L THL, BHNZDOLDODOHAE (F 74~ ) —F—ER)
ERET A EWRAE VT, fiBI (T 7Y —) =X EMEN TV 5[160],

TV I Y —H—ERDIRMED o, PIM I ZBRE) T FHETY - R
W5 R EEBOTGA =X L BFTTFTobNTnE, Ty —F—v b3
AH=ZRLFIEFICEMETH Y, X 51 FERC Order 7558DF4rIC X - T, flilg D
RET—EEMEI AL T D, AT, KT vy 7Y —H—CRIFE: A H=
AL EAFIvIICHELCw Lo Tch by, BHED Y X7 LZFEMHIC
ETMET B2 LF, FERICBT2ENEMOBRICHFLG T 2D TRV EEZE R
b5,

fEo T, AREFFEICHB W TIE, F(2013)1C X Y Eiti X Nz #EEH[160] 2 X — =2 7
vy 7Y —H%—vxaRxt+% Eq 7-5 & LCKIRICE S L 72 LT, RMCP
(Regulation Market Clearing Price / JEJEEGHEEH M) %2 2 $/MWh 2> 5 200 $/MWh
FOBbE e, BREMIEFEMT 2L LT 5, 22012 F BT 2 ERMNEF
¥ RMCP = 20.35 $/MWh[160]0o x5 X % 10 546 1/10 f5F codificd 3, <
DX S RIECEACEEM A EMT 5Dk, SHBILAh3HAENEIALEY—D
EAC XY FRBGHETIGOTRENRIEICHL 2 & Fllgns T, EXHBE
CHREERREFE M O Foc X 0 s RiEicfior 2z & Pl i, di5ics g 2 Hif
DB D FHDEHE L 72D TH B, Hif{ft D7z, Millage 1D\ TIEHIC 30% % K
ET D,

Ancillary Service Cost [$/year] = 2hour RMCP X Wypue X 30% (Eq. 7-5)

RMCP: Regulation Market Clearing Price [$/MWh], Woupu : P I EKGEETT [MW]

8754 KR A =Ny T Y =S LTIt XD SOl 2T © & B EIEAT
i 72 2011 4£ FERCGEI = 4+ v ¥ —HHIZ B 2) FH oA,
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7.2.2 ZEBEREMERSFUA

7.2.2.1 EF>F VT

& FREITIC O W T, REmic BT 2amax i £ 2. Table 7-2 i INIC Table
T-31R S F VA ZRREST 5, EHITEFHEIRE L, B4EOMEL T 2 X Hn
HJ71% 1,200 MW, 241177 2,801 MW &35, EBLAZEBNICOWTIE, YV TAX
A ity - fiHTE - RIPENEG oz nZh cikGE L 2 5E& 2 iR+ %, 77X
T A4 AT T ayDHEEICOWTIE, 0.001 - 0.00001 times/hour @ #ji[H &5y
WaEfT2Y, 7I79XT4 A7 7 avRERCETZ 77 A~fHirb EIFE
TORERRIZ 10 HE & ES 5,

T/, BNEHR~DOBEACH T o CEBEMEBEELSLECTH 5 L {KE L. East
System2040 DES R EIE L 72 L. V2 MEEL LT1) HHRELEZEAL
72354, 2) FTNIC NaS BihZ3E L7284, 3) BalHE 27 v 70 —9—
AR E CANTTEL 25603 v F U Ao TR FEiEd 5,

Table 7-2 Fusion Power Plant Operation Scenarios.

System Parameter Value
Operation Mode Steady-state
Electricity Output (sending-end) 1,200 GW

— Major Radius 7.728 m

— Minor Radius 2.208 m

— Beta Value 4.274

— Fusion Output 2,801 MW
Frequency of Plasma Disruption

0.001 - 0.00001 hour!
(and other interruptions) our

Service Time before Plasma Restart 10 days

61 days (Nov. & Dec.)

Scheduled Maintenance (incl. replacements)
/ 2 years

Real-time or Day-
. . M k
Bidding Market ahead or Year-Forward

Y ZnEB X F 84 EEDS 0.0084 [0 EICHYS T AHETH B,
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Table 7-3 Required Mitigation Device Specifications.

System Parameter Value
Power System East System 2040
— Grid Size 75 GW
— Grid Characteristic Factor 0.692
1) Required Heat Storage Extra Radius 2 m each
— Heat Storage Material 2,071,900 kg/Unit
2) Required NaS Battery Output 635.6 MW
— NaS Battery Capacity 105.9 MWh
3) Required Ancillary Service Output 635.6 MW
— Duration 15 min

7222 ZIEII A

7.2.2.2.1 EHEFEATIX

b A REI O MM NI A vy TFFry Z2ax biconTii, BFHHcEnT
BRI N7V AT L a—FThs FUSAC[146]iIc X v 3B %2 g3 230, B5 7
HEFER % Table 7-4 IR,

30 FUSAC 12 80 FEfRIC Bl E 72> A7 L2 — FTH % Generomak 1ICHE:D Z gk o
APERBELCTHY, BHOMET L TERBELEABD o T3 L IC/E
TORMENRD B, BHE, RHAERIANIIEAT - Rk O, BB TS R AR -
HIEoIT X o TRHro B2 Y ANz RFEL NS> 27 L3 — F OGS ED
b Tk Y, Table 7-4 DFEFRIT OV TIIFRNICED THFHIZLETH 5 L& L
biLb, 142.Sheffield, ]., et al., Cost assessment of a generic magnetic fusion reactor.
Fusion Technology, 1986. 9(2): p. 199-249, 143. Delene, J., et al., Generomak:
Fusion physics, engineering and costing model. 1988, Oak Ridge National Lab.:
Tennessee. 144. Goto, T., 2. Find the Design Point of Fusion Reactors. Journal of
Plasma Fusion Research, 2016. 92(8): p. 558-592, 161. Hiwatari, R., 1
Overview of Fusion Reactor Conceptual Design Supported by Design Tools. Ibid.: p.
585-587.
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Table 7-4 Estimated Nuclear Fusion Power Plant Cost.

(a) Construction Cost

Cost
Direct Construction Cost 2,968 M$
Fusion Island (1,677 M$)
Balance of Plant (918 M$)
Indirect Construction Cost 148 M$
Others 312 M$
Total Construction Cost 3,428 M$

(b) Operation and Maintenance Cost

Cost
O&M Cost (incl. replacement) 236 M$/year
Fuel Cost 0.22 M$/year
Total O&M Cost 236.22 M$/year

72222 BEGTE U FRGELEZEII A

SEMFIHE U FRAREROEZ T X M ITOoWTIT6.4.1.2HIIC B T 3 B %2 F]H
L - RSFEHEIC O W TIIERD ARSI AR & FF & ARE LIEMmas 3w d
DeF 3, Table7-51C 6.4.1.2ffilcks 2 RELHET 3,

Table 7-5 Estimated Heat Storage-filled Steam Generator Cost.

Cost
Construction Cost (Increment) 53.15 M$/Unit
SUS 304 Material Cost 4.41 M$/Unit
Total Construction Cost (Increment) 57.56 M$/Unit
7.2.2.2.3 NaS &t X~
FEFTNICKIET 2 NaSBEOEH a2 X M 2O WTIE6.4.2.2HiiIcE 1) 33 E % F

H3 3, EEF'EEJ Eilis - (RSPEHTEICOWTIZ 10 $/kW &4 3, Zhichnz. NaS &l
13 4,500 [MDOFMES A 7 LT I0%DHREERED E I NS Z0[162]. —HEH A 27
NDOFIEN AT N ZARABICHB VT 2 FiC 1 M oE S c, ff4 T NaS
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Bithd 2 e R s 2L LIRET S, o7z NaS BEith D HEHK R 2 Table
7-6 IZ~T,

Table 7-6 Estimated NaS Battery Cost.

Cost
Total Construction Cost 186.17 M$
Total O&M Cost (incl. replacement) 94.15 M$/year

7.2.3 BEEAEFE

AKWFZEIC B WTIE, 7.2.1 i, 722 filckEWTHELZETAD D & KES T
B2 40 EMAHLBENTIS CER I N GAD T4 79 4 73 x PRI
ZilH T 5,

Bl AFEHTOTRENA - 4 v T Vv 2RSHEORREICH 7z o Tl KAlGFHE
FRREDRA IV - PORETTIRYT 4 AT 7 v a VICERKT 2 AR %
TP RELFEELLE 25, b, FltkoThB ARG OBMITERR 2,
% ZCAWIZETIE, 2011 4EA 5 2015 EEETOZNEFNDEICOE, £V FHL T
HBICTCTIR~T 4 AT 7 v a v &EHFEXHE 25,000 1(25,000 £5) DRE % Fhi L.
71 125,000 [7](125,000 4E43) DAL OFI)IC X Y EIAFKEFOFHF ¥ v a7 0
—%ZEIE T 5, Fg1EIT 1.7%% e L, @& I 40 FREoVFEF vy v a 7o —
% NPV (BifE3Eflfifl: Net Present Value) ICfiE 3222 C, 54 7% 4 71T
OftEE AT 5,

7.3 #&ER

731 ZATYA7IILARX K

REMFITEH T 5, KELEFEERT IS RAIEEE O R NI fRSFEHE G %
L) KB TATH AR FTable7-7 DY TH o 7=, BEEGRETA

3USRNT AT BOE NERR G S HRE JICA) 0 @ 2 [HhsEE L L/ — W Seth /& E 4 F -
JSEHE (T v 24 VENE) | ICB T Bl 163. ISR R Pk 29 4 10 A
16 H LI BHTER Z 77 5 FFI128/) . 2017, JICA: Tokyo.
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RE S L 72 3BFIEEB D 54 79 4 7 va 2 b li, EEMFEE U ZRARFRERCA
&It 0.6%. NaS &Eith TARIKLL 23.3% TH - 7=,

10,000 | — .
= Life Time: 40 years; Discout Rate: 1.7%
= 7,500 - .
@

S
o 5000} Cost in comparison to the fusion plant: .
o
. 23.3%
% 2,500 | .
5 0.6% ! 0%

0

Fusion Plant Heat Storage Nas Battery Outsource

Mitigation Device

Figure 7-4 Comparison of the Life Cycle Cost of Mitigation Devices vs. the Nuclear
Fusion Plant.

Table 7-7 Life Cycle Cost of the Nuclear Fusion Plant and Mitigation Devices.

Life Cycle Cost
(Construction + O&M)

Nuclear Fusion Power Plant 10,072.13 M$
Heat Storage-filled SG 57.56 M$
Mitigation Device NaS Battery 2,344.57 M$
External Ancillary Service 0 M$

7.3.2 FEEBEIA
FERICOWTIE, MMGREFSREL 22BN Z2 1) Y TAx4 LHiTRER
BLZEGA. 2) Ml caBREL25E. 3) 1 EHoERMANEYcai
FHELBELEGEO3IFICOT K EITo/, T I7RXYT 4 AT 7V avoisg
BHE % 0.00001 [El/hour LARGE L 725 AIC BT 2 e BEINA DK% Figure 7-5
Iy PG IS BEYE R A D ARG S % Table 7-8 12783,
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Disruption Frequency: 0.00001 hour-!

-

380

In comparison to Year Forward:
360 | -

6.15% -5.75%

340

Energy Market Revenue
[M$/year]

320

Real Time Day Ahead Year Forward
Bidding Market

Figure 7-5 Average Energy Market Revenues (Disruption Frequency =
0.00001/hour).

Table 7-8 Energy Market Revenues (Disruption Frequency = 0.00001/hour).

Energy Market Revenue

Real Time 348.43 = 59.27 M$/year

Bidding Market Day Ahead 349.93 = 60.75 M$/year
Year Forward 371.27 = 23.78 M$/year

ZORERIE. TIRXT 4 AT T v a VHEHER IRV EEICE VLT, EEI
AR L
RURELEY > HiHWYE > V7424408

DIELZEZLEZRLTCNS, 7277 L, T77RAT A AT 7 a VHEECH»S
RESITFE RO W TIE, D 7T41fiICEBNTHwL %,

733 AVINT VRS

A VNG VAREICONT D, 5EEE Y T4 LY - §iHTY - REAMANZ
KITITo T ADENENICOVWTEAEZTo 7, A VATV XEHBEII T I X
NTART T avARET IR - KEEIC X > CTRAEZ DD, 10,000 [0]DFRFT
BT B FME I Table 7-9 DY TH o7z, THiE, TITXT A AT TV a vy

138



FHTE G FEER O HHBALTET T~ O R RS R

FAEL-5E. 10 HEoFREEIRIC X 28BS A2, Table 7-9 IR I N5
OS2 BMTHEEONE Z L2 EKT 3,

Table 7-9 Average Imbalance Payment per Plasma Disruption.

Ave. Imbalance Payment

Real Time 0.0887 M$/Disruption
Bidding Market ~ Day Ahead 1.6926 M$/Disruption
Year Forward 50.080 M$/Disruption

734 Py U—HY—-ERPNX

FEEPTNIC NaS Bith % 3%E L 72355 BRI IC (X NaS Bt 2 L 72\ LK
EL. SNZHWTT v o7 ) =% — b ARGy — v 2 21t 32
CWCEY, Ty o) —H—vRANAZBEZEBARETH B, HIT, FEEITHIC
B E 2 REE T, 7I9X~F4 25 7> a v RER RIS 2 b Tl
NEFRET 256, FAARRCIEZ NS U 2R TGICSHA S T & itk b,

PAEZHIREL 7213 LT ETALLREI N, FJA 747 vTDT v
7 ) — 4 — & AL o HfEN IR HER 2 O S E A R % Table 7-10 1R 37, AR
L L. RMCP = 20.35 $/MWh, 75 X~<F4 25 7+ a V4 0.0001 [[/4Fic s
FEEEZRL TS, (EBRNA, ABRZIWERT, )

fERIE, NaSEHAZEA L 254, 2 O@EHIC X b 30 M$/year fiitc D ULA 2 FA
B, WL T IR T 4 2T 7Y a v ORERERGIN IRV S, M
Y= R L BN 2 BEIEFEINT <L X% 3,000 $/FRETH
5Z¢ZRLTWS,

Table 7-10 Average Ancillary Service Revenue (RMCP = 20.35 $/MWh, Disruption
Frequency = 0.0001/hour).

Ancillary Market Revenue
Heat Storage-filled SG 0 M$/year

Mitigation Device NaS Battery 30.0170£3.0334 M$/year
External Ancillary Service - 0.0025 +=0.0027M$/year
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7.3.5 BREAEMERE

Rtzic, 7.3.1 fin o 7.34 fiicEs ORI MR BER R 2 2 TR D A A RAEH)
BEREFRERD 74 794 7 (40 FH) icB1F 25 NPV 2K L7z, 2T,
NPV 377 X~=T 4 A7 7> avoliE, BAT3ENEEOHE, Ehfi5ics
% RMCP, Wi NCTREZITI HEHD 4 RUCKREGEELXT 5, {to TARRICE
WTlE, 79R~74 277> a vHEE (0.001 — 0.00001 times/hour) ifi I¥iC
RMCP (2 - 200 $/MWh) IOV TRESITZEML. Thd 237 X —XE0E
fi e LC x il - y BICHU > 72 E© NPV % z @ilcfER % FEfE3 % < & <, A E%
. B, HHAEIO®E S 3@V L, BBl GREITORFE? & S HFF I nzz &
ERLTND

Figure 7-6 ICEBWM 7HE U TSR AR A EA L 727 — X, Figure 7-7 i€ NaS &
% FTNICE A L 727 — A, Figure 7-8 I JERBGRRE T )1 % SN0t 52> IE L
o7 — ADFERE ZNENRT,
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(c) Year Forward Contract

Figure 7-6 NPV of Nuclear Fusion Power Plant with Heat Storage.

141



HTE

Bl FEFERT O B LS 5~ D e i I E ARG

10
8 1

Net Present Value
[Billion USD]

| Nas Battery - Real Time |

S ’\\/o.ooom
20 0.0001

2 0.001

RMCP [$/MWh] Disruption Frequency [/hour]

(a) Real Time Market

| NaS Battery - Day Ahead ‘

10
8
6
4 |
2
0 4
-2
-4 |
-6
-8

Net Present Value
[Billion USD]

0 >\/o.oooo1
20 0.0001

2 0.001

RMCP [$/MWh] Disruption Frequency [/hour]

(b) Day Ahead Market

10 ‘ NaS Battery - Year Forward ‘

Net Present Value
[Billion USD]

\

\\//0.00001
20 0.0001

2 0.001

RMCP [$/MWh] Disruption Frequency [/hour]

(c) Year Forward Contract

Figure 7-7 NPV of Nuclear Fusion Power Plant with NaS Battery.
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Figure 7-8 NPV of Nuclear Fusion Power Plant with Outsourced Regulation Service.
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Figure 7-9 Comparison of NPVs of Nuclear Fusion Power Plant with NaS Battery.
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Figure 7-10 Optimal Energy Market Domains.
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