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General Comment
EDF is the developper of MAGIC.
1st point
I reviewed quickly the draft of this FMG, and I am surprlsed to see that some MAGIC results are missing, for
example
in scenarios MCC, Fire Cable spreading room, corridor or annulus Most of the time for cable temperature or
heat fluxes.

In summary, more or less, when there is a CFAST result available, one may find a MAGIC one.
We sent the review of Dave Birkesalculation on april 2009.
Why MAGIC results are missing ?

2nd point
I would be gratefull if you put EDF in the acknowledgments paragraph (Laurent Gay and Eric Wizenne) for the
reviewing of SAIC calculations.

Regards
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