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Awareness and Initial Attitudes

« Awareness: Fusion energy is not widely known, with 72% of respondents . e
. _ . . either support nor
indicating little or no knowledge. oppose/undecided; 32

« Initial Attitudes: Most respondents were initially neutral or undecided about 0
fusion energy before receiving detailed information.

25

Feelings and Beliefs associated with fusion energy

 After receiving general information about fusion, respondents reported 20
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largely neutral to positive feelings toward it, showing interest and optimism. S SRR

« Fusion energy is perceived as having beneficial environmental and w0
socioeconomic impacts.
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« Nearly half of the respondents express a positive view on fusion in these

dimensions.
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« The perceived safety on public health was the one with the highest perceived
negativity
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 Positive Attitude: 45% see fusion as a promising future energy source.
« Neutral/Undecided: 46% suggest continued research but prioritize other 629% 63% 64%
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« Negative Attitude: 9% believe fusion power is unnecessary and advocate for
investing in other alternatives.
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Acceptance and Support:
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« Development Acceptance: 59% find fusion energy development acceptable.

« Support for Expansion: 54% support expanding fusion energy in their own
country.
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« Demographic Influence: Higher support among older individuals, men, and
those with higher education. 20%

Country-Specific Differences e

- The UK, Finland, and Poland showed the highest levels of both acceptance
and support.

« Most countries are clustered in the moderate-to-high range of acceptance N
and support for fusion energy. @Q\@ &
S
 Austria presents the lowest levels of both acceptance and support. S
Effects of Information about Fusion CONCLUSION

« After receiving information about fusion (both general and about the specific
consequences of developing fusion), there was a noticeable shift away from
ambivalence and opposition to fusion and a growth in moderate support.

This communication highlights low to moderate public awareness and understanding of fusion energy in Europe.
Although initial attitudes are neutral, providing information positively impacts perception. The majority of
respondents across Europe see fusion as a good, acceptable, and potentially viable energy source with strong
environmental and societal benefits. While concerns about safety, cost, and feasibility persist, a willingness to
explore fusion energy is evident. Respondents prefer a collaborative approach between the public and private
sectors, placing high trust in scientists and environmental NGOs as key information sources. Notably, public

« While various ways of framing the information (climate change etc.) show
slightly different impact, the information and reflection led to a generally
more positive stance.

This work has been carried out within the framework of the acceptance and support vary across countries, with some demonstrating higher enthusiasm than others. As fusion
EUROfusion Consortium, funded by the European Union via the . . . . . ; 5 fo .
Euratom Research and Training Programme (Grant Agreement No technology matures, targeted public engagement strategies aligned with national contexts will be crucial in fostering
voitezane — ELRO s e s Calnlsee e irsaied 2 eterer informed decision-making about fusion's role in Europe's energy future.
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