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— = -[ Introduction: Electric Propulsion & the MET ]— = — — - -[ Objectives ]- — -

EP - High specific impulse (Ig,) [1]: Microwave Electrothermal Thruster [2-4] Design and Study METs

* Lower propellant mass — In(M,,) « ISp . Q'— Elvfl»lfid * Simple and cheap technology — resonant chamber; ’

* Higher Av missions - Av & Ip * Electrodeless discharge — plasma isolated from walls:
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