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1. Purpose

This analysis is prepared by the Mined Geologic Disposal System (MGDS) Waste Package
Operations of the Civilian Radioactive Waste Management System Management & Operating
(CRWMS M&O) contractor to provide input to the design of a waste package (WP) for the
disposal of US Department of Energy spent nuclear fuel (DOE SNF) from the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology (MIT) and Ozak Ridge Research (ORR) reactors. This SNF is currently
stored at the Savannah River Site (SRS). The specific objectwes are to determine the
gcochcnncal conditions under which: .

1) the criticality control material which has been suggested for this design will remain in
the degraded waste package after the corrosion/dissolution of its initial form (so that it
can be effective in preventing criticality), and

2) the fissile uraniuvm will be carried out of the degraded waste package by infiltrating
water (so that internal criticality is no longer possible, but the possibility of external
criticality may be enhanced).

The results will be used to determine the nominal chemical composition for the criticality
evaluations of the waste package design, and to suggest the range of parametric variations for

~additional evaluations. These chemical compositions (and consequent criticality evaluations) are
determined for time periods up to 100,000 years for the following reasons: (1) It is considered
likely that.the USNRC will require demonstration of criticality control for longer than 10,000
years, in keeping with the 1 million years time horizon recently recommended by the National
Academy of Science to the Environmental Protection Agency for performance assessment related
to a nuclear repository (Ref. 5.59), and (2) The chemistry calculations showed that by 100,000
years the material of interest (which depended on the case being considered) had largely been
removed from the waste package or reached a steady state.

Both boron (B) and gadolinium (Gd) were considered as WP internal criticality control materials
for this analysis. The results of this analysis will be used to assure that the type and amount of
criticality control material used in the waste package design will prevent criticality.

Since the differences between the MIT fuel and the ORR fuel are not expected to be significant
(see Section 7.2.3 and Assumption 4.3.7), and since the MIT fuel has 2 much higher enrichment,
and will generally be miore reactive with respect to criticcality, the analyses of this documcnt are
focused primarily on the MIT fuel.
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For reference purposes, the following should be noted:

¢ The MIT fuel having an enrichment of 93.5% (*U) is classified as highly enriched uranium =~
(HEU) and the ORR fuel having an enrichment of 20% is classified as medium.enriched
uranium (MEU).

¢  The reference conditions for the chemistry calculations will involve the codisposal of HLW
(high level waste from reprocessing of spent fuel) glass in the same waste package with the
DOE SNF. . . .
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2. Quality Assurance

The Quality Assurance (QA) program applies to this analysis. The work reported in this- :
document is part of the waste package design analyses that will eventually support the License
Application Design phase. This activity, when appropriately confirmed, can affect the proper
functioning of the MGDS waste package. The Classification of Permanent Items QAP-2-3
evaluation entitled Classification of the Preliminary MGDS Repository Design (Ref. 5.1) has
identified the waste package as an MGDS item important to safety, waste isolation, and physical
protection of materials (TBV-228; Ref. 5.1). The Waste Package Operations responsible manager
has evaluated this activity in accordance with QAP-2-0, Conduct of Activities. The Engineering
Development (Ref. 5.3) activity evaluation has determined that work performed for this analysis
is subject to Quality Assurance Requirements and Description (Ref. 5.2) requirements. As
specified in NLP-3-18, Documentation of QA Controls on Drawings, Specifications, Design
Analyses, and Technical Documents, this activity is subject to QA controls.

All design inputs which are identified in this analysis are for the preliminary stage of the design
process; some or all of these design inputs will require subsequent confirmation (or superseding
inputs) as the waste package design proceeds. Consequently, the use of any data from this
analysis for input into documents supporting construction, fabrication, or procurement is required
to be controlled and tracked as TBV or TBD in accordance with NLP-3-15, To Be Verified (T. BV)
and To Be Determined (TBD) Monitoring System, or other appropriate procedures.
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3. Method

The method used for this analysis involves the following steps:

« Basic EQ6 (software package, Section 6.1) capability for tracing the progress of reactions
with evolution of the chemistry, including the estimation of the concentrations remaining in
solution and the composition of the precipitated solids. (EQ3 is used fo set up EQ6
calculations; it does not simulate reaction progress.)

+ Evaluation of available data on the xingc of dissolution rates for the materials involved, to
be used as material/species input for each time step.

¢  “Pseudo flow-through™ mode in which:

1)  Water is added continuously to the waste package and builds up in the waste
package over a sequence of time steps (typically 15 to 18 steps per sequence, except
for the initial sequence which is in the range 200 to 600 steps, with the times for the
individual EQ6 timesteps determined automatically by the program and ranging
from 0.01seconds to 1000 days). The time per sequence, including the initial
sequence, is kept constant and is determined from the selected drip rate, e.g., 1
mm/yr, and the percentage of added water selected, usually 10%.

2)  Simulation of the flushing action of rcmdving the water added during one EQ6
sequence and adjusting the amount of water and solutes accordingly to use as input
~ to the next EQ6 sequence. ' '

¢ Determination of fissile concentrations in solution as a function of time (from the output of
EQS6 sequences over times up to 140,000 yrs) and calculation of the amount of fissile
material released from the waste package as a function of time (which thereby reduces the
chance of criticality within the waste package).

¢ Determination of concentrations of neutron absorbers, such as Gd, in solution as & function
of time (from the output of EQ6 sequences over times up to 140,000 yrs) and calculation of
the amount of neutron absorbers retained within the waste package as a function of time.

Further detail on the specific methods employed for each step is available in Section 7 of this
analysis.
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4. Design Inputs

All design inputs arc for preliminary design; these design inputs will require subsequcnt
qualification (or superseding inputs) before this analysis can bc uscd to support procurement,
fabrication, or construction activities, unless otherwise noted.

4.1 Design Parameters
This section presents the design parameters used in the analysis.
4.1.1 Waste Package and Waste Form Materials and Performance Parameters

This section provides a brief overview of the chemical characteristics of different waste
packages. The emphasis is on the chemical composition and reactivity, rather than on the
physical configurations within different waste packages, although the configurations were used
for volume calculations to determine the overall chemistries and for calculations of surface areas
for use in the rate equation in the EQ6 program.

4.1.1.1 DOE SNF Canister

The preliminary design (TBV) for the DOE SNF canister is taken from Refs. 5.38 and 5.55. The
canister is composed of stainless steel XM-19 forming a right circular cylinder which contains a
stainless steel 316L basket. DOE-owned SNF is to be loaded into the basket. The dimensions
for the DOE SNF canister are 439.3 mm for the outer diameter with a 15 mm wall thickness.
The length of the canister is defined for this analysis as the length of four stacked fuel assemblics
plus tolerances plus between-layer (axial) separator plate thicknesses as required. The DOE SNF
canister designs contain 16 MIT or 10 ORR DOE SNF fue] basket locations in four layers.
Stainless steel/boron alloy is used to separate each layer from the adjacent layer within the
canister (Ref. 5.48). In the MIT SNF canister, a stainless steel/boron alloy is also used in the
basket between each asscmbly Table 4.1.1.1-1 provides a summary of the total amount of
material in the MIT DOE SNF canister. Further detail on the individual MIT assemblies is
provided below in Section 4.1.1.2.
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Table 4.1.1.1-1. MIT SNF Material Quantmcs
Mass per
Material DOE SNEF canister (g)
- U-235 ' 32912
U-234 352
U-238 1936
Al 414000

4.1.1.2 SNF Characteristics

The details of the MIT fuel assembly were obtained from the MIT fuel Appendix A data and the
MIT plate/assembly drawings (R3F-3-2, R3F-1-4) provided by SRS (Ref. 5.4) (TBV). The MIT
fuel assembly is constructed from a collection of 15 flat plates tilted at a sixty degree angle so
that the resulting assembly has a parallelogram cross-section instead of the more common square
oor hexagon shape. The MIT fuel length values used in these analyses are shorter than the original
as-built length of the MIT assembly because the top and bottom ends of the assembly, which do
not contain uranium materials, have been removed by cutting. The fuel plates consist of an
aluminum cladding over an aluminum/uranium alloy. The maximum fuel mass for the MIT
assemblies is 514.25 grams of U-235 with an enrichment of 93.5 weight percent and one weight
percent of U-234 (Assumption 4.3.3). The amount of aluminum present in the U-Al, alloy is

. 30.5 weight percent. Multiplying these per/assembly numbers by the number of assemblies per
canister, 64, gives the corresponding values in Table 4.1.1.1-1.

Fuel Plates

The fiat plates are 2.552 +0.000, -0.002 inches wide, and 23 inches long. All 15 plates are the
same size and have a finned cladding surface with a thickness of 0.080 +0.003 inches and a fin
height of 0.010 £ 0.002 inches. The fuel alloy is 0.030 +0.000, -0.002 mchcs thick, 2.177
+0.000, -0.1875 inches wide, and 22.375 +0.375 inches long.

Fuel Element

The aluminum outer shroud which encloses the 15 fuel plates on 4 sides is an equal sided
parallelogram structure with a 2.405 inch outside dimension perpendicular to the parallelogram
sides (not along the parallogram edges) having two 0.044 inch thick walls parallel with the fuel
plates and two 0.188 inch thick comb plates into which the fuel plates fit. The length (after
cutting) is 23. 368 inches. The fuel plates are evenly spaced within this thomboid and angled 60
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degrees off the comb plate. Drawing R3F-1-4 (Ref. 5.4)) shows a fuel platc ccntcr-to—ccntcr .
spacing of 0.158 inches, which is the spacmg of the notches on the comb plates. .

Fuel Degradation Rate

- The rate of corrosion of aluminum under the conditions of interest is not to be well known; but it
is assumed that jt be fast compared to other rates of corrosion of materials in the waste package
(Assumption 4.3.28). Evidence of the range of uncertainty is given by the following examples:
(1) Corrosion tests reported in Ref. 5.5 on aluminum clad spent-fuel showed penetration of the
aluminum cladding in 45 days; (2) Ref. 5.6 shows a graph of the corrosion rate of Al versus %
nitric acid. At 0% acid the rate is 1 mm/yr. For MIT fuel, the height of the “ribs” in the cladding
is 0.01 in, or 0.254 mm. Thickness between bottom of rib and the fuel is 0.015 in., or 0.381 mm.
At a corrosion rate of 1 mm/yr this thickness would be penetrated in 139 days, or about 3 times
as long as the case reported by Howell (Ref. 5.5). Therefore, a corrosion rate of 1 mm/yr was
initially used for this analysis. Because complete degradation of the fuel in only a few days
appeared unrealistically rapid, the rate was adjusted for subsequent simulations to result in
complete degradation of the fuel in about 10 years.

4.1.1.3 HLW Canister ar_ld Contents

As mentioned in Section 1, the chemistry calculations of this document reflect configurations in
which the DOE SNF is co-disposed with HLW glass. The reference container for the HLW glass
is the Savannah River pour canister.- This is a cylindrical stainléss steel Type 304L can with an
‘approximate 610 mm outer diameter, 2 9.525 mm wall thickness (Ref 5.7, pp. 3.3-4) (TBV),
and a nominal length of 3 m. The canister inside volume is 0.736 m® and the glass weight is
1682 kg (Ref. 5.7, pp. 3.3-6). High Level Waste (HLW) glass (Ref. 5.7, pp. 3.3-1) is poured into
the canisters until 85% of the volume is filled. The nominal dimensions of the pour canister arc
used for these analyses.

Whereas the geochemical code EQ6 has been used for modeling the degradation of this glass
(Ref. 5.8), attempts to combine this approach with the additional complexity required for an
entire waste package have not succeeded. This appears to be caused by numerical difficulties in
handling such a large computational problem. Instead, a conservative value (see Table 4.1.1.3-3)
was chosen for the corrosion rate for the glasses, based on the initial rate of corrosion. Another -
reason for choosing initial rates is that some observations have shown, after a period of weeks to
years during which the rate slows, a subsequent increase to rates resembling the initial value

(Ref. 5.9 and 5.10). Whereas efforts have been made to design glasses that will not be subject to
this eventual rate increase, it does not appear possible to guarantee that the rate will not increase



Waste Package Operations Design Analysis
Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste
Package with HLW Canisters .

Document Identifier: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00

Page 12 of 90

over the course of decades or centuries. Therefore, for this report, high conservative rates have
generally been selected. A non-conservative slow glass dissolution rate was also used in a few _
cases. (Scec Table 4.1.1.3-3 and references cited therein.) Composition data for these glasses are
presented in Tables 4.1.1.3-1 and 4.1.1.3-2. Reaction rates for the WP metal and glass materials

are presented in Table 4.1.1.3-3.

Table 4.1.1.3-1. Composition of HLW (Ref. 5.11, Attachment I, pp. 34, 3-9)
Component | Weight % Mol. Wt g-Atoms, g-Atoms, 2nd g-Atoms,
1st element 2nd element element oxygen
Ag| 500e-02] 1.080402
AI203|  396e400] 1.02:402]  7.77e-02 1.17¢-01
B203| 1.03¢+01] 696e+01]  2.95¢-01 4.43¢-01
BaSO4|  1.40c-01] 233e+02]  6.00e-04 6.00-04 ] 2.40c-03
Ce3(PO4)2|  7.00e-02] 3.10c402]  6.77¢-04 4.51¢-04 P 1.81e-03
Ca0| 8.50c-01} 5.61e401 1.52¢-02 - 1.52¢-02
CaSO4]  8.00e-02] 1.36e402]  5.88.-04 5.88¢-04 3 2.35¢-03
"Cr203]  1.20e-01] 1.52¢402]  1.58.-03 i 2.37¢-03
Cs20*
CuO]  1.90c-01] 795c+01]  2.39-03 2.39¢-03
Fe203|  7.04c400| 1.60c+02]  8.82¢-02 1.32¢-01
FeO] - 3.12¢400]  7.19¢401]  4.34c-02 4.34¢-02
K20] 3.58¢400] 9.42:+01]  7.60c-02 3.80¢-02
Li20] 3.16e400] 299¢+01]  2.12¢-00 1.06¢-01
MgO] 1.36e400] 4.03¢+01]  3.37¢-02 3.37¢-02
MoO| 2.00e+00] 7.09¢+01]  2.82c-02 2.82¢02
Na20] 1.10e+01] 620e401]  3.55:-01 1.77¢-01
Na2SO4]  3.60c-01] 1.42¢402]  5.07¢-03 2.53¢-03 S 1.01¢-02
NaCl]  1.90c-01] 5.84c+01]  3.25.03 3.25¢-03 a
NaF|  7.00c-02] 4.20e+01 1.67¢-03 1.67¢-03 F
NiO|  9.30e-01] 7.47¢+01 1.24¢-02 1.24e-02
PbS|  7.00e-02] 2.3%¢+02] 29304 2.93¢-04 S
Si02] 4.56c+01] 6.01c+01]  7.59.-01 1.52¢+00
ThO2¢|  2.10e-01] 2.64e+02] 79504 1.59¢-03
TiO2¢| 9.90c-01] 7.99¢+01 1.24¢-02 2.48¢-02
U308| 2.20e400] 842e402]  7.84¢-03 2.09¢-02
- Zeolite®
Zn0*| - 8.00e-02] 8.14e401}]  9.83¢04 9.83¢c-04
Np 7.51e-04] 2.37e+02 3.17¢-06
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Table 4.1.1.3-1. Composition of HLW (Ref. 5.11, Attachment I, pp. 3-4, 3-9)

{Component | Weight % Mol. Wt.] - g-Atoms, g-Atoms, . 2nd g-Atoms,
I1st element - 2nd element element oxygen
Pu 1.23¢-02) 2.39¢+02 5.16¢-05
m‘
Tc 1.08-02{9.99¢+01 1.08¢-04

Zr] 2.64e-02]  9.12¢401 2.90¢e-04
Pas
[

Cej 2.38:-02] 1.42e402 1.68¢-04

Ba]  3.48c-02] 137402 2.53¢-04

Néi 244¢02] 1.44e402 1.70e-04
Sm| 6.81c-03] 1.50c+02 4.53¢-05

Total §-Atoms =| 2.71e400

* Not considersd at this time in the interest of simplifying the calculations, because the

present were too small to be given by the source and/or they were 100 small to affect

H or solubility of the fissile species. The number of chemical components must be limited to
convergence of the EQ3/6 calculations.

Table 4.1.1.3-2. Composition of HLW

Element Ig-Atoms Atom Fraction
Al 7.77¢-02 1.64¢-02
B 2.95¢-01 6.24¢-02
Ba 6.00c-04 1.27¢-04
Ca 1.64¢-02 34703
Cr 1.58¢-03 3.34e-04
Cu 12.39¢-03 5.05¢-04

Fe 1.32¢-01 278
. 7.60e-02 1.61¢-02
Li 2.12¢01 4.47¢-02
Mg 3.37¢-02 7.12¢-03
Mn 2.82¢-02 5.95¢-03
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Table 4.1.1.3-2, Composition of HLW .
Element ]g-Atoms | Atom Fraction

Na " 3.65¢-01 7.7
c 3.25¢-03 6.87¢-04
F 1.67¢-03 3.52¢-04
Ni 1.24e-02 2.63¢-03
P 4.51e-04 9.53¢-05
Pb 293¢-04 6.18¢-05]
S 4.01e-03 8.48¢-04
Si 7.59¢-01 1.60e-01
U 7.84¢-03 1.66e-03
o 2.71¢+00 5.71c-01
Np 3.17¢-06 6.69¢-07
Pu 5.16¢-05 1.09¢-05|
Te 101e-04]  2.13¢05|
Zr 2.84¢c-04 6.01¢-05
Ce 1.68¢-04 © 3.54¢-05)
Nd 1.70¢-04 3.59¢-05]
Sm 4.53¢-05 9.56¢-06

Total '4.740+00 1.00e+00

Table 4.1.1.3-3. Reaction Rates for Waste Package Materials

Material  Rax Rate Ara* | Ruersyr | Raeoomec | Density Rate Rae
_ pmlyr gmid cm? gov/em gm/sec moles/sec
Alloy 628' 100802 1000400 | 1.008¢06 | 3.196e-14 | 8440e400 | 2.698¢-13 4.500c-18
31613 1.000e-01 1000400 | 8.000c05 | 3.071e-13 | 7593400 | 2822012 | 420%c.14
30412 1.500-0} 1.000c+00 | 1.500c05 | 4.756c-13 | 7.900c400 | 3.758c-12 | 6.8%c.l4
Carbon Stecl 3.000¢ +01 1000400 | 3.000e03 | 951311 | 7832400 | 7.4S1c-10 1.37le-1)
AS16' 2.223¢401 1000400 | 2223¢03 | 7.050c-11 | 7.8320400 | S5.522-10 100011
B Seajnless Stee 000c.01 1.000c400 | 8000c06 | 283712 | 7945c400 | 196811 AT75e-13
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Table 4.1.1.3-3. Reaction Rates for Waste Package Materials.
Mazcrial " Rae Raze Area* | Rueooyr | Racoomec | Density Rate Ratr
peiyr gm'id e gwem® gsec moles/sec
HLW glass’ 2791e02 | 1.000e04 | 101903 | 3.230e-11 3.230e-11 1.529¢-11
HLW glges® -2.000e04 | 1000e04 | 230006 | 7.300e-13 2315¢-13 1.096c-14
e Aseaio o for metals, conversion factor from m* 8o em? for HLW. .
< »* Rate in em® for metals, grams for HLW.
Y Rate assumed to be approximately lo%dmmmmcfmsLmnhcmel.lpeaﬁanytsc -1$ moles/cm®/sec. (Assumption 4.3.10).
2Ref. $.06, p. M.

SRef. .36, p. 11.

$ Ref. $.36, p. 47, rate in water at 30°C at short times.

1 Ref. 5.36. p. 47, value for carbon siee! rounded 1o 1.0e-11 moles/cm®/sec.

¢ Ref. $.16, p. 12, rate doudled for conservatism (Assumption 4.3.27).

?Ref. 5.9, p. 4 high degradation rate cases.

®Ref. 5.35, Fig. 6.2-5, pH ca. 5.5-8.5, approximate average value, bow degradation rate eases.

4.1.2 Water Chemistry

It was assumed that the composition of water entering the waste package would be the same as for
water from well J-13 (Assumption 4.3.1). Water from this well has been analyzed repeatedly over
a span of at least two decades (Ref. 5.12). This composition is reproduced in Table 4.1.2-1.

Table 4.1.2-1. Analyzed Composition of J-13 Well Water

J-13 water Molality Mole Fr.
Na 1.99¢-03 1.20e-05

Si 1.02¢-03 6.11e-06

Ca 3.24¢-04 1.95¢-06

K- 1.29¢-04 7.74¢-07

C 1.45¢-04 8.69¢-07

F 1.15¢-04 6.89¢-07

Cl* 2.15¢-04 1.2Ge-06

N 1.42¢-04 8.53e-07
Mg 8.27¢-05 4.97¢-07

S 1.92:.04 1.15¢-06

B 1.24¢-05 7.44e-08

P 1.27¢-06 7.63e-09

H 1.11¢402 6.67¢-01

o) 5.55¢+01 3.33e-01
Total __ _1.67e402 1.00¢+00

. Mjusted from the nominal value to produce electrical peutrality,
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4.1.3 Metal Chemistry

The following metals are considered directly in computer models for waste package degradation:
Alloy 625 (currently sclected for the inner corrosion resistant barrier), 304L stainless steel (used for
containment of glass waste forms and support structures inside a waste package), 316L stainless steel
(used in basket structures for spent nuclear fuel), borated 316L. stainless steel (B stainless steel) (used
in basket structures for criticality control), XM-19 stainless steel (used for DOE SNF canister and
assumed to have twice the corrosion rate of 316L. — Assumption 4.3.27) and carbon steel (used for
outer corrosion allowance barrier). Table 4.1.3-1 shows the composition data for the metals.
Reaction rates for the metals are given in Table 4.1.1.3-3.
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Table 4.1.3-1. Composition of Metals
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Alloy 625, 16L Stainless Eimmsw L Stainless Steel, km -19 Stainless Steel, E;bon
Ref. 5.16, p. 10* teel B removed, LS. p. 14 ef. 5.15 5.04, p.l-l
ef. 5.14,p. 14 S316B6A,

: £.5.14,p.1-12

Element fWt%  |Element [Wi%  [Element Wi Element [Wt% Element [Wi% .| Element [Wi%
c  p1s C 0.03 B 1.2841 c bo Y Fe  [98.535
N [s80 Mn P C .30 Ma b Man |5 ‘Mn 09
Mo .0 P 0.045 N }o.1003 P 0.045 . P Joos s loo3s
Nb  fi1.8° s 0.03 Si 07524 s 0.03 s 0.03 P j0035
Fe }5.0 Si 0.75 P joo4s: si  bas Si 1 Si  j0.215
Mr (0.5 Cr 17 S 0.0301 Cr 19 |2 Cc P22
‘Ta__hs Ni 12 cr  |19.061 Ni o Ni_ ji2s
S .01 Mo 2.5 Mn 0064 N 0.1 Mo {2.25
si Jos N 0.1 Fe  [60.639 Fe 045 N o3
P [0.015 Fe  l65.545 Ni 13.5433 Nk o2
Y Mo [2.so8 v b2
Co J0.93 Fe  |s6.42
Ti jo4
Al ja ' )

Tota! [99.96 ~ Jroo lss.ssse Total [100 Totat [100 Total [100

* The analysis used this composition for suns that include *7”, as in UallatOrmm. Runs without *y” used & simplificd analysis in which values for
Cr, Ni, Nb, and Mo were used with the balance gssigned to Fe.

" 414 Tliermodyhamlc Data

It was assumed that thé data in the thermodynaimc data'bascs provided in conjunction with the

EQ3/6 computer code package (Refs. 5.18, 5.19, 5. 20 and 5.21) are sufficiently accurate for the
purposes of this report (Assumption 4.3.8).

It should be noted, however, that two instances of doubtful data were identified; in both cases use
of the values is conservative. Consequently, the data were retained. These relate to: (1) the
solid, Na,UO,(CO,),, and (2) chromate/dichromate ion, as discussed below.

I

The modclmg often pmdlcts the formation of significant amounts of the solid,
Na,U0,(CO,),, ¢.g., about 3.5% of the total mass of deposited material or 99.5% of the tota]
mass of U plus'Pu solids. This compound is not known as a mineral. This could mean
simply the right conditions for its formation never occur in nature, but could also mean that

there is some small error in the thermodynamic data for this solid. The impact on the results
would be small, inasmuch as other uranijum solids, which do occur as minerals, are very
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close to saturation under the conditions for which the models predict the formation of this
carbonate. In the present instance, the formation of the solid did not occur in the simulation,
owing to the rate of water infiltration, no questionable consequences result.

2. Asnoted in Ref. 5.17, the modeling of reactions with Cr-containing steels in the presence of
air predicts the oxidation of the Cr to chromate or dichromate. This would result in the
production of very significant quantities of acid. There appears to be rio direct metallurgical
evidence for the generation of this acid. It would appear that, if oxidation to chromate does
occur, it must be very slow. However, it could still be fast enough to be of consequence in
the repository. Observations do indicate the attainment of low pH, e.g., 4 or less, in
corrosion pits in such steels, but do not indicate whether this arises from the production of
dichromate or from the hydrolysis of Cr*** jons. Such hydrolysis does produce low pHs in
solutions of CrCl, and Cr(NOQ,),. Possibly the thermodynamic data for chromate ions are
modestly in error, but enough to produce an erroncous modeling result. It is evidently
difficult to obtain accurate thermodynamic data for chromate (see Ref. 5.22, pp. 355-357,
and Ref. 5.23, pp. 249-250) owing to the great insolubility of CrO, and of chromates in .
general. Beyond this initial effort, the accuracy of the thermodynamic data for Cr have not
been investigated in conjunction with this report.

It is assumed (Assumption 4.3.8) that the thermodynamic data are sufficiently accurate. This is
conservative because the production of acid will lower the pH more than would otherwise be
true and this results in a somewhat higher preferential solubility of neutron absorber (compared
to fissile material) in the waste package and transport out to the surrounding environment. This
increases the probability of a criticality inside the waste package. The effect on criticality
external to the waste package will be analyzed in a scparate study.

4.1.5 Solid Densities

Table 4.1.5-1 presents those mineral and non-mineral solid densities that weré used in evaluating
potential gravitational separation of fissile solid precipitates from neutron absorbers.



Waste Package Operations  Design Analysis

Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste
Package with HLW Canisters . :
Document Identifier: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Page 19 of 90

Table 4.1.5-1. Solid Densities

Solid - Density, g/em® Reference
Gd,0, 7.4 5.39,p. B-113
Gibbsite 2.42 5.45,p. 236 -
Gocthite 426 5.45,p. 240
Gold 170 545,p. B-115
Kzolinite 2.61 5.45,p. 318
Monazite 0 |sas 5.45,p. 413
Quartz 2.65 - | 5.45,p. 504
Rhabdophane 40 545,p. 516
Soddyite 47 5.45,p. 568
Xenotime 47 5.45,p. 679
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42 Cnteria

The Engmeered Barrier Design Requzrements Document (EBDRD Ref. 5.24) requirement
"EBDRD 3.7.1.A indicates that:

Packages for SNF and HLW shall be designed so that the in situ chemical, physical. and
nuclear properties of the waste package and its interactions with the emplacement
environment do not compromise the function of the waste packages or the performance
of the underground facility or the geologic setting.

Similarly, EBDRD 3.7.1.2.G indicates that:

The container shall be designed so that neither its in situ chemical, physical and nuclear
properucs, nor its interactions with the waste form and the emplacement environment,
compromise the function of the waste package or the performance of the natural barriers or

engineered barriers.

This analysis contributes to satisfying the above two requirements by evaluating the chemical
processes that will occur as the DOE SNF canister, waste form, and the HLW glass canisters,
degrade following breach of the waste package. The results of this analysis will be used as input
to criticality analyses whick will determine if any of the resulting degraded configurations cause
failure of the criticality control function of the waste package. While the EBDRD also contains
several criteria which relate to criticality control, they are not relevant to this analysis, which
deals only with the composition of the degraded configurations and does not involve any
criticality (i.e., k.4) calculations. Those calculations and any assesment of whether the criticality
control criteria are met will be performcd in thc subsequent criticality analyses.
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4.3 Assumptions

All assumptions arc for preliminary design; these assumptions will require verification before
this analysis can be used to support procurement, fabrication, or qutucﬁon activities.

43.1

432

433

434

It is assumed that.J-13 well water fills all voids within waste packages. It is further
assumed that the composition of this water will remain as given in Ref. 5.12 for up to
100,000 years. The basis for the first part of this assumption is that it provides the
maximum degradation rate with the potential for the fastest flushing of the neutron
absorber from the DOE SNF canister and from the waste package, and is, thereby
conservative. The basis for the second part of the assumption is that there is no basis for .
predicting any change in this composition over a 100,000 year time period. This
assumption is used in Section 4.1.1, Section 4.1.2, and in Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

It is assumed that the density of J-13 well water is 1.0 g/cm®. The basis is that for dilute
solutions, the density differs extremcly little from that for pure water and that any
differences are insignificant in respect to other uncertainties in the data and calculations.
Moreover, this number is used only initially in EQ3/6 to convert concentrations of
dissolved substances from parts per million to molalities. The assumption applics
throughout Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

It is assumed that the MIT fuel contains one weight percent U-234. The basis for this
assumption is comparison to published information on other research reactor fuel of
similar enrichment (Ref. 5.47). This assumption is used in Section 4.1.1.2 and in Sections
7.1,72,and 7.3,

In dssuming that the water entering the waste package can be approximated by the J-13
water it is implicitly assumed that: (1) the infiltrating water will have only a minimal
contact, if any at all, with undegraded metal in the corrosion allowance barrier, and (2)

. that any effects of contact with the drift liner will be minimal after a few thousand years.

The basis for the first part of this assumption is that the water should move rapidly
enough through openings in the waste package barriers that its residence time in the
corroded barrier will be too small for significant reaction to occur. Furthermore, the
water flowing through the barriers will be in contact with the corrosion products left from
the barrier corrosion which created the holes in the first place, but these corrosion
products will closely resemble iron oxides and hydroxides in the overlying rock.
Consequently, the water should already be close to equilibrium with these compounds
and would be unaffected by further contact with them, even if it flowed slowly enough to
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4.3.5

4.3.6

4.3.7

438

permit significant reaction. The second part of this assumption is justified by the
following: (1) The drift liner of the top of the drift is expected to collapse with the roof
support, well before 1000 years, (2) The travel time of water through the liner, while
probably faster than the time through holes in the waste package barriers, will still be
much less than the travel time through the rock above the repository; (3) Even if the drift
liner lasted beyond the 3000 to 10000 years to breach the waste package, the alkalinity
would not be much different from that expected to be produced during the HLW glass
degradation phase. This assumption applies throughout Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

In some simulations, it is assumed water may circulate freely enough in the partially
degraded WP that all degraded solid products, i.e., clay in the degraded HLW canisters
and soddyite in degraded SNF canisters, may react with each other through the aqueous
solution medium. The basis is that this provides one bound for the extent of chemical
interactions within the WP and conservatively simulates phosphate in the clayey mass
immobilizing Gd in the codisposal canister. This assumption is used in Section 7.3.2.1.1.

In some simulations, no interaction was permitted between degraded products of HLW
canisters and those of the SNF canisters. The basis is that the clayey material may
cffcctively prevent any significant circulation of the agueous solution between the two
regions. This provides a bound for the extent of the chemical interaction opposite to that
of Assumption 4.3.5. This assumption is used in Section 7.3.2.1.1.

With respect to the need for separate geochemistry ca!culations for ORR fuel, it is
assumed that the uranium silicide will not produce any additional degradation products.
The basis for this assumption is that the amount of silicon in the ORR fuel is very small
compared to that already present in the system from the HLW glass and from the J-13
water. This assumption is used in Section 7.2.3.

It has been assumed that the data base supplied with the EQ3/6 computer package is
sufficiently accurate for the purposes of this report. The basis is that the data have been
carefully scrutinized by many experts over the course of several decades and carefully
selected by Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) for incorporation into the
data base (Ref. 5.18). Every run of either EQ3 or EQ6 documents automatically what
data base is used. The data bases include references internally for the sources of the data.
The reader is referred to this documentation, included in electronic files labeled data0 that
accompany this report, for details. Nevertheless, this review and documentation does not
absolutely guarantee that all the data are adequate. In this connection, see discussion of
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43.9

the data for chromium and uranium in Section 4.1.4. The assumpuon applies throughout

Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

In general it is assumed that chromium and molybdenum will oxidize fully to chromate
(or dichromate) and molybdate, respectively. This is based on the available
thermodynamic data which indicate that in the presence of air the chromium and
molybdenum would both oxidize to the +6 valence state. Laboratory observation of the
corrosion of Cr and Mo containing steels and alloys, however, indicates that this

- oxidation, if it in fact occurs at a significant rate in respect to the time frame of interest, is

extremely slow. For the present analyses, the assumption is made that over the times of
concern the oxidation will occur. This is conservative for times of several thousand years
after waste package breach, when the high pH solution from the degrading HLW glass, or
from any drift liner effects, has been flushed out of the waste package, because it will
cause acidification of the solution and the subsequent increase of solubility and transport
of neutron absorber out of the WP thereby separating it preferentially from fissile
material. It also has the consequence that the time interval during which the pH will
remain at a particular value, e.g., 10 or 7, is limited. Such cases are considered
separately. This assumption applies throughout Sectxons 7.1 through 7.4 gcncrally

4.3.10 It is assumed, in the absence of data for relevant conditions, that the corrosion rate of

43.11

Alloy 625 is no more than 10 percent of the corrosion rate of 316L stainless steel. The
justification for this assumption is that Alloy 625 is generally assumed to have corrosion
properties similar to Alloy 825 (Refs. 5.50 and 5.51), and the most recent measurements
of Alloy 825 corrosion rate indicate that it is less than 10 percent of that for 316L (Ref.
5.51). The conservatively high corrosion rate assumed for Alloy 625 resulted in virtually
no effect on the simulations, because very little of the Alloy 625 had reacted by the time
all of the other materials had degraded. Therefore, further analysis of the sensitivity to
the corrosion rate wasn’t necessary. This assumption applies to Sections 4.1.3 and 7.1
through 7.4.

It is assumed that the inner corrosion resistant barrier will react so slowly with the
infiltrating water as to have negligible effect on the chemistry. The bases consist of the
facts that this metal corrodes very slowly compared (1) to other reactions in the waste
package and (2) to the rate at which soluble corrosion products will likely be flushed from
the package. This assumption applies to Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

4.3.12 It is assumed that gases in the solution in the waste package will remain in equilibrium

with the ambient atmosphere outside the waste package. In other words, it is assumed
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that there is sufficient contact with the gas phase in the repository to maintain equilibrium
with the CO, and O, present, whether or not this be the normal atmosphere in open airor - .
rock gas that seeps out of the adjacent tff. Under these conditions the partial pressure of -
CO, exerts important controls on the pH and carbonate concentration in the solution and
hence on the solubility of uranium, gadolinium, and other elements. As discussed in
Reference 5.28, the measured composition of J-13 water is not in equilibrium with the
partial pressure of CO, in the atmosphere. By adjusting the averagé measured
composition of the water slightly, well within the standard deviation of the

measurements, it is possible to determine a partial pressure of CO, nearly ten times -
atmospheric (Ref. 5.29, Table 8, and Ref. 5.39, F-210), with which this water was
apparently in equilibrium at depth in the well. Computer runs j13avgl.3o, j13avgl9.30,
j13avg20.60, and j13avg21.60 (provided on tape, Ref. 5.30) show the details of these
adjustments. This high partial pressure is close to the maximum found by measurement
of the rock gas composition (Ref. 5.29, Table 8). Therefore this high partial pressure was
conservatively chosen for the majority of the computer runs used in this analysis. The
basis for this assumption is that it minimizes the pH and thereby conservatively
maximizes the solubility of Gd and the likelihood that this neutron absorber can be
separated from the U. The high CO, tends to increase the concentration of free carbonate
jon and its complexation with the dissolved U (uranyl jon), thereby tending to increase
the solubility of U, but this is moderated by the reduction of the pH. There is little overall
net effect for otherwise comparable condmons This assumption was used throughout -
Section 7.

4.3.13 For purposes of estimating the probability that water dripping into the waste package will
contact the contents of the DOE SNF canister, it is assumed that the water is flowing in a
predominantly vertical direction, downward with gravity. The corollary to this
assumption is that the probability of contact will be equal to the fraction of the waste
package horizontal area which covers the DOE SNF canister. The assumption (and its

-corollary) do not explicitly consider the following two processes:

1)  the initially downward flow of thc drop entering the clayey mass is deflected, or
diffused, by inhomogeneities, voids, or surfaces of undegraded material, and

2) for standing water there will be some regions of complete circulation with
downward flow matched by upward flow.

A comprehensive flow analysis incorporating these processes is beyond the scope of this
study. Instead, the justification is that for each path which could encounter the canister by
such 2 diversion, there will be a flow path which would have been estimated to encounter



Waste Package Operations -~ Design Analysis
Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste

Package with HLW Canisters
Document Identifier: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Page 25 of 90

the DOE SNF canister but will be diverted away from it. This assumptxon was used in
Section 7.4.3.1. .

4.3.14 For purposes of estimating the probability of'acidic water making gadolinium oxide
soluble in the DOE SNF canister, it is assumed that the DOE SNF canister will not
contribute significantly to the acidification. The justification for this assumption is that
the corrosion will be primarily from the outside of the DOE SNF canister and the
corrosion products will be carried away from the DOE SNF canister, rather than into it.
Since this assumption tends to underestimate the solubility of gadolinium oxide, and
hence underestimate the removal rate from the waste package, it is not conservative with
respect to the use of gadolinium oxide as a criticality control material. However, the
assumption is only used for comparing gadolinium oxide to the preferred alternative,
gadolinium phosphate, where its effect is to de-emphasize the benefit of gadolinium
phosphate with respect to gadolinium oxide. Therefore, with respect to the overall -
recommendation of this study, for gadolinivm oxide, the assumption is conservative. This
assumption is used directly in Section 7.4.4.1 and implicitly in Section 7.4.5.

4.3.15 It is assumed that the HLW glass will degrade at a rate no more than about 50% higher
than the initial ratc measured experimentally. The basis for this assumption is, whereas
the initially observed rates of degradation always decrease with time, it has sometimes
occurred that the rate subsequently increases (Ref. 5.9). The subsequent increase
cvidently depends upon nucleation of secondary phases. However, there is no satisfactory
theory to predict when nucleation may start, which means that no matter how long an
experiment is run, nucleation may still begin sometime later. To guard conservatively
against underestimating release rates, hence the potential to form substantial deposits
outside the waste package, the initial rate was increased by 50% as a conservative margin.
This assumption applies to Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

4.3.16 It is assumed that if the gadolinium is used as the criticality control material (instead of
boron), then carbon steel will be used as the SNF basket material and as the carrier for the

gadolinium. The justification for this assumption is the superior performance in terms of
the following:

1) - higher yield strength,
2)  more uniform distribution of iron oxide resulting from corrosion, and

3)  production rate of iron oxide which more nearly corresponds to the release rate of
the uranium aluminide from the SNF.
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These benefits are discussed more fully in Section 7.4.4. This assumption is used directly
in Section 7.4.4.1 and 1mphc1tly in Section 7.4.5.

"4.3.17 To estimate the conditional probability that acidic water will contact the DOE SNF
canister, given that the acidic water has resulted from the corrosion of the stamless steel
of the HLW glass canisters, it is assumed that:

1) the average height of the clay surface above the waste package bottom is uniformly
distributed between the diameter of the DOE SNF.canister and the diameter of the
waste package, and

2) thetopof the DOE SNF canister (or that of its remnant) is uniformly distributed
between the diameter of the DOE SNF canister and the height of the clay surface.

It is further assumed that the probability of the clay above the DOE SNF canister having a
significant amount of corroding steel, is approximated by the ratio of the average depth of
the DOE SNF canister divided by the maximum depth (which is the waste package
diameter minus the DOE SNF canister diameter). The justification for this assurnption is
that it approximates the probability of water contacting an object by the fraction, covered
by the area of the object, of the total area into which the water can flow. This assumption
is used for comparison purposes only, to calculate the probability of criticality for a non-
recommended alternative. It is used in Section 7.4.4.1.

4.3.18 It is assumed that reaction rates are reasonable, but at the high end of applicable ranges.
The basis for this assumption is that it is highly conservative. This assumption applies
throughout Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

4.3.19 Itis assumed in the open system flow through modeling that all solids that are deposited
remain in place; no solids are entrained or otherwise re-mobilized. The basis for this
assumption is that it conservatively maximizes the size of potential deposits of fissile
material inside the WP. This assumption applies throughout Sections 7.1 through 7.4.

4.3.20 It is assumed that the corrosion rates will not be significantly enhanced by biological
mediated corrosion. The bases for this assumption are that even at the time that the
repository is closed there will be little organic material present to serve as nutrients for
biological activity and that by the time the corrosion barriers are breached essentially all
of such material will most likely have decayed to carbon dioxide and dissipated. Whereas
a few organisms can use CO, directly as a nutrient and two other essential factors
necessary for biological activity are present (water and an energy source, in this case
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chemical dxscthbnum between the metal and atmospheric oxygen), the impact on
corrosion is likely to be low and the effect on the chemistry of fissile isotopes and neutron |
absorbers is expected to.be negligible. This assumptxon applies to Sections 7.1

through 7.4.

4.3.21 It is assumed that sufficient decay heat is retained within the waste package over times of
interest to cause convective circulation and mixing of the water inside the package. The
basis for this assumption is discussed on p. 5-7 of Ref. 5.14. This assumption applies to
Sections 7.1 through 7.4. i

4.3.22 It was assumed that uranium aluminide would cortodc at a rate resembling that for
aluminum metal. The basis for this assumption is that the aluminide is
thermodynamically unstable in the presence of water and atmospheric oxygen to
approximately the same degree as is aluminum metal. Consequently, rather rapid
corrosion is likely to occur. I the degradation occurs in a time frame much shorter than
that for the HLW or other metals, errors in the degradation have no significant impact on
the results of the analyses in this report. This assumption applies to Sections 7.1
through 7.4.

4.3.23 It is assumed, in some cases, that following breach of the outer barriers, the HLW canister

) will breach sufficiently long before the DOE SNF canister containing the DOE spent fuel
breaches that all the HLW will have degraded and the highly alkaline resultant solution
will have been flushed out and replaced by essentially unmodified J-13 water. The basis
for this assumption is that the proposed DOE SNF canister wall is thicker than the HLW
canister and will be constructed of a more corrosion resistant metal. The assumption is
conservative because the pH will be close to neutral and the U will be retained within the
dcgraded DOE SNF canister.

4.3.24 Itis assumed that the crystal shapcs of gibbsite or kaolinite, goethite, thabdophane, and

. soddyite will sufficiently resemble each other that differences in shapes will not lead to a
significant difference in settlmg rates within the DOE SNF canister or waste package.
The basis for this assumption is that all three minerals tend to crystallize in tabular to
elongated forms (Ref. 5.45, pp. 236, 240, 318, 516, and 568). Because all of them differ

' from spheres in similar ways, it is expected that their settling rates, if all other factors

such as size and density were the same, would be nearly the same. This assumption is
used in Section 74.1.
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4.3.25 For purposes of estimating the fraction of a basket plate surface area which will

cventually settle to the bottom intact (rather than corroding in its initial configuration) it
is assumed that a carbon steel pit can be represented by a cross section dimension equal to
the pit depth, while a stainless steel pit will be represented by a cross section dimension
equal to the 1710 of the pit depth (so that there are 100 times as many square cells for
stainless steel). The justification for this assumption is that it falls within the range of
observations for carbon steel (Ref. 5.36, Section 5.3.6). It is conservative for stainless
steel because the observations indicate a cross section dimension less than 1/10 of the pit
depth (for pits which have penetrated more than 1mm). .This assumption is used in
Section 7.4.4.2.

4.3.26 For purposes of estimating the fraction of a basket plate surface area which will

4.3.27

4.3.28

eventually settle to the bottom intact (rather than corroding in its initial configuration) it
is assumed that all pits grow at a uniform rate, and the only randomness is the total
number of pits and their distribution. The justification for this assumption is that it is
conservative because random pitting rates will result in some pits not penetrating through
the plate so that they will be less effective in producmg a cutout. This assumption is used
in Section 7.4.4.2.

It is assumed that chemically XM-19 is equivalent to 316L stainless steel because of
similar chemical compositions (see Table 4.1.3-1). The corrosion rate for XM-19 is
conservatively assumed to be twice that for 316L stainless steel. This assumption is used
in Section 4.1.3.

It is assumed that aluminum will corrode at a rate which is fast compared to the
degradation rates of other material in the waste package in general, and material in the
basket of the DOE SNF canister, in particular. This assumption is conservative with
respect to the publishied data, as illustrated in Refs. 5.5 and 5.6, and as explained in’
Section 4.1.1.2. This assumption is used in Section 4.1.1.2.

4.3.29 For purposes of estimating the fraction of neutronically signiﬁcaﬁt material which could

fall to the bottom of the basket in the DOE SNF canister, it is assumed that the waste
package is oriented such that the large basket plates (shown horizontal in Figure 7.4-3)
actually are horizontal. It is further assumed that the disposition of material from the
plates which are angled to the large plates (shown in Figure 7.4-3 and described in Refs.
5.38 and 5.55) will be the same as for the horizontal plates. This assumption is made for
modeling purposes only. The basis for this assumption is that it is . conservative. Any
material resting on top of a non-horizontal basket plate would tend to slide down the plate
to the corner formed by the intersection of the plate with the canister wall. There would
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be one such comer for each basket plate, and the collection of such corners would bea |

" less favorable geometery for criticality than the one colicction at the bottom assumed
here. The same considerations apply to corroded material from the angled plates. This
assumption is used in Section 7.4.4.2 .

4.3.30 It is assumed that the drip rates of water into the repository will vary within the range 0.1
mm/fyr to IOmmlyroverthe long term. Thisrangcofdrip rates is the same as the range
of filtration rates given in TSPA-95 (Ref. 5.36); the range is lower than that given in the

- CDA (Ref. 5.25). Infiltration rate is the net flow into the ground at a small distance
beneath the surface (precipation minus evapotranspiration, minus runoff). Drip rate is the
nct flow into the repository. The difference is the lateral diversion, away from the
repository, by relatively impervious layers between the surface and the repository. This
difference is uncertain at the present time, but experiments are expected to provide
definitive information within the next few years. The CDA specifies an upper limit for
the range of infiltration rates which is much higher than 10 mm/yr. The justification for
not using a much higher upper limit for the drip rate range is based on the following: (1)
except in regions where the lateral diversion mechanisms (layers) are broken by a nearly
vertical fault or similar geologic structure, the drip rate must be significantly lower than
infiltration rate; (2) the assumption of a low drip rate is conservative with respect to
reaction rates which can be enhanced by buildup of ionic strength or deviation of pH from
neutrality; (3) the only criticality enhancing effect of a high drip rate is the faster removal,
from the waste package, of neutron absorbers already in solution, which is already
discounted by extending the run times until the absorber was removed, for those cases
which showed significant absorber depletion by this mechanism.

44 Codesand Standards
No codes or standards are apphcablc to this analysis.
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6. Use of Computer Software
This section describes the computer sofiware used to carry out the analysns
6.1 EQ3/6 Software Package '

The EQ3/6 software package originated in the mid-1970's at Northwestern University. Since
1978 Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory has been responsible for its maintenance. It has
most recently been maintained under the sponsorship of the Civilian Radioactive Waste
Managemeant Program of the U.S. Department of Energy. The major components of the EQ3/6
package include: EQ3NR, a speciation-solubility code; EQS, a reaction path code which models
water/rock interaction or fluid mixing in either a pure reaction progress mode or a time mode;
EQPT, a data file preprocessor; EQLIB, & supporting sofiware library; and several (>5)
supporting thermodynamic data files. The software deals with the concepts of the -
thermodynamic equilibrium, thermodynamic disequilibrium, and reaction kinetics. The
supporting data files contain both standard state and activity coefficient-related data. Most of the
data files support the use of the Davies or B-dot equations for the activity coefficients; two others
support the use of Pitzer's equations. The temperature range of the thermodynamic data on the
data files varies from 25°C only for some species to 2 full range of 0-300°C for others. EQPT
takes a formatted data file (a data file) and writes an unformatted near-equivalent called a datal
file, which is actually the form read by EQ3NR and EQS. EQ3NR is uscful for analyzing
groundwater chemistry data, calculating solubility limits and determining whether certain
reactions are in states of partial equilibrium or dlsethbnum. EQ3NR is also required to
initialize an EQ6 calculation.

EQ6 models the consequences of reacting an aqueous solution with a set of reactants which react
irreversibly. It can also model fluid mixing and the consequences of changes in temperature.
This code operates both in a pure reaction progress frame and in a time frame. In a time frame
calculation, the user specifies rate laws for the progress of the irreversible reactions. Otherwise,
only relative rates are specified. EQ3NR and EQ6 use a hybrid Newton-Raphson technique to
make thermodynamic calculations. This is supported by a set of algorithms which create and
optimize starting values. EQ6 uses an ODE integration algorithm to solve rate equations in time
mode. The codes in the EQ3/6 package are written in FORTRAN 77 and have been developed to
run under the UNIX operating system on computers ranging from workstations to
supercomputers. Further information on the codes of the EQ3/6 package is provided in Ref. 5.18
through 5.21.



Waste Package Operations ' Design Analysis
Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste

Package with HLW Canisters
Document Identifier;: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Page 37 of 90

In this study EQ3/6 was used to provide:
1) a general overview of the natufe of chemical reactions to be expec(éd.

2) the degradation products likely to result from corrosion of the waste forms and canisters,
and

3) an indication of the mincrais, and their amounts, likely to precipitate within the WP.

" The programs have not been used outside the range of parameters for which they have been
verified. The EQ3/6 calculations reported in this document used version 7.2b of the code and
were executed on the Hewlett-Packard 9000 Series 735 workstation.

The EQ3/6 package has been verified by its present custodian, Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory, but it has not been qualified under the Management and Operating Contractor
Quality Administrative Procedure (M&O QAP). Therefore all the results are considered TBV
with respect to any design or procurement decisions or specifications.

6.2 Software Routines for Chaining Successive EQ6 Cases

The following software routines were developed specifically for this study for the purpose of -
facilitating the setup and execution of successive cases of EQ6, by transforming the output of one
case to the input of the following case. An individual EQ6 run diluted the solution constituents
to reflect the inflow of fresh water and the routines periodically remove water and solutes
corresponding to the inflow. The routines also.read the output of one run and reformat it as input
for the next run. The data reformatting aspect of these routines was verified by visual inspection
in accordance with QAP-SI-0, 5.3.2C by an individual independent of the person doing the
original development. The mathematical algorithm for these routines is given in attachment L. It
has also been verified by hand calculations by an individual independent of the person doing the
original development in accordance with QAP-SI-0, 5.3.2C. Both the progam and the hand
calculation are documented in Attachment I, in accordance with QAP-SI-0, 5.3.2D.

6.2.1 File bldinpt.bat
This is a UNIX shell script which does the following:

1) runs the program (EQS6) to build the initial input (bldinput.c),
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2) executes the initial iteration of EQ5,

3) runs the program (nxtinput.c) to transfer the output from one iteration to the i mpuz of the
next iteration, - _

4) runs the next jteration of EQ6, and

5) repeats steps 3 and 4 unﬁl a specified number of iterations have been reached, or until an
abnormal condition occurs (which causes nxtinput.c to write an error message to a file
which is read and interpreted by this script file).

622 File bldinput.c

‘This C program builds the EQ3/6 input from a template and an input file containing casename,
date, and maximum simulation time.

6.2.3 File nxtinput.bat

This shell script runs the same iteration loop as bldinput.bat, but starts from the output of a
previous iteration.

6.2.4 File nxtinput.c

This C program reads the output and pickup (program file names) files of an EQ3/6 iteration and
generates the input file for the next iteration. In this process it makes two basic data changes:

1) the amounts of all the species in solution are reduced to simulate the flushing out of an
amount of solution corresponding to an infusion of fresh water into the waste package as
calculated by EQ6, and

2) some alternative species are switched into, or out of, the basis set for the chemical
reactions, according to which member of the alternative set has achieved the largest
concentration.

6.2.5 File pitgen.c

This C program does the following:
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1) generates a rectangular array of square locations (nodes) on a rectangulay plate,
2) random!y' sclects, from this array, the locations for the occurrence of pits, and

3) after each of a specified number of pits is generated, scans the array to detect the arcas
which are completely encircled by pits, defines these areas as cutouts (which serve as
paths for certain solid corrosion products, or their precipitates, to séttle to lower parts of
the DOE SNF canister), and counts the area (number of square locations) enclosed in the
cutouts. A .

6.3 Spreadsheets

Spreadsheet analyses were performed with Microsoft Excel version 97, loaded on a PC. The
specific spreadsheets used for results reported in this document are included for reference in the
attachments.
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7. Design Analysis

The purpose of this section is to model the degradation processes in the codisposal waste package
which may result in segregation of fissile material from neutron absorber material. For
postclosure, the low probability and consequences of a criticality must provide reasonable .
assurance that the performance objective of 10CFR60.112 is met. This analysis contributes to
satisfying the above requirements for postclosure by determining the distribution over time of
fissile and absorber materials which affect criticality. The probabxlxty of such eveats is addressed
in a separate analysis. A

Four HLW canisters (of the 5-pack design) and one DOE SNF canister of the M&O design
containing uranium aluminide spent fuel from the MIT rescarch reactor were modeled in this
analysis of the codisposal waste package system. (The use of four canisters is, from the
chemical point of view, more conservative than using five, as in the current design, because this

" would tend to result in less removal of uranium from the waste package and hence a greater
probability of a criticality.) In particular, the analysis uses EQ6 to determine the concentrations
of neutronically active species in solution and in solid precipitates within the waste package for
time periods up to 100,000 years following emplacement. These parameters are to be determined
for the range of drip rates expected, 0.1 mm/yr to 10 mm/yr, which will permit an estimate of the
amount of each neutronically significant species remaining in the waste package as a function of
time. This range of drip rates is consistent with the infiltration rates given in TSPA-95 (Ref. -
5.36); the range is lower than that given in Ref. 5.25. The justification for this choice is given in
assumption 4.3.30, together with an explanation of the difference between drip rate and
infiltration rate.

Section 7.1 describes the degradation scenarios evaluated. Section 7.2 describes the degradation

products of the waste forms and the basket in the DOE SNF canister. Section 7.3 describes the

evolution of the solids and solution in the waste package. Section 7.4 summarizes the results for

use in the design and design analysis documentation for this waste package prepared for disposal
" of SRS canisters (Ref. 5.4).

71 Degradation Scenarios

- This analysis js based on the premise that some number of waste packages will be penetrated by
water during the post-closure time period of interest (up to at least 100,000 years). This premise
is consistent with the present specification of waste package barrier materials and our present
understanding of their corrosion rates. The analyses presented in this document are concerned
with products of the degradation of the contents of waste package. The analyses are concerned
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with both the initial degradation products and the subsequent evolution of the system of the |
products mixing, and interacting, to varying degrees. The ranges of rates for these degradation
processes are given in Section 4.1. The specific products which result directly from these
degradation processes are partly determined by the specific aqueous chemical environment as the
processes are taking place.

The degradation environment, in turn, is partly determined by other processes which are taking
place simultaneously. In particular, the HLW glass degradation products will cause the pH to
increase. If the SNF degrades in a high pH environment, most of the released uranium could go
directly into solution. In contrast, when the SNF degrades in a near-neutral pH environment
(characteristic of inflowing J-13 water) most of the released uranium will go directly into
precipitated solids. To provide some guidance in determining the appropriate environment, the
estimated periods of degradation for the various basket materials, which were used for most of
the computer simulations, are given in Table 7.1-1. A few simulations were performed with a
slower degradation rate for the glass. Outputs for individual computer runs (Ref. 5.30) echo the
data specified in the input file and used for each individua! run.

Table 7.1-1. Typical Corrosion Periods/Lifetimes of Materials which can Affect Criticality

Item/Material Volume Mass Surface |Degradation| Duration of Absolute - Absolute
(cm”) T q®) Area Rate degradation | Lifetime* (yrs | Lifetime® (yrs
(cm?) | (gfemfsec) | (years since since _since
exposure) | emplacement of | emplacement of

. . . WP) WP)

- 316 SS 6.68¢+04 5.31e+05 1.62e+05 | 2.52e-12 4.12e+04 4.62¢+04 5.10e+04
XM-19' 6.05e404 | 4.77¢+05 7.00e+04 | 3.76e-12 5.74e4+04 6.24e+04 N.A.

AP 4.04e+04 1.09¢+05 | 3.65¢+04 | 5.81e-09 1.63¢+01 5.02¢+03 9.78¢+03

Fuel meat® 2.34e+04 | 5.12e+04 | 6.23e+05 | 2.60e-10 1.00e+01 5.01e+03 9.77e+03
304L 3.66e405 | 2.89¢406 | 4.54e+05 | 3.76¢-12 5.36¢+04 5.86¢+04 N.A.
Alloy 625 4.05¢+05 3.42c+06 | 1.88e+05 | 2.66¢-13 2.16e+06 2.17e+06 N.A.

B stainless steel* | 1.37¢+04 1.06e+05 | 6.74e404 | 1.97e-11 2.53¢+03 7.53e+03 N.A.
AS16 steel’ 1.37e+04 1.06e+05 | 6.74e404 | 5.52¢-10 9.03e4+01 N.A. 9.85¢+03
HLW glass® 242e406 | 689406 | 5.65¢+06 | 3.23¢-11 1.20e+03 6.20e+03 N.A.
HLW glass’ 2.42e+06 | 6.89c406 | 5.65¢+06 | 2.31¢-13 1.67e+05 N.A.

1.77e4+05
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4 Breach of the DOE SNF canister is assumed to occur 1000 years after exposure, which in turn is assumed to occur

following breach of Alloy 625 at 4000 years after emplacement of the waste package. Thus, the entry in the 7th
column, where applicable, is 5000 years greater than the time entered in the 6th column.

® Analyses of alternative corrosion periods. Breach of the DOE SNF canister is assumed to occur following degradation

of the HLW and flushing out of the soluble products at §756 years after breach of Alloy 625 at 4000 years after
emplacement of the waste package. Thus, the entry in the 8th column, where applicable, is 9756 years greater than
the time eatered in the 6th column. -

' Density from Ref. 5.49. 2 Density from Ref. 5.39, p. B-85.

3 Density from Ref. 5.48, p. II-2.

¢ Density from Ref. 5.14, p. I-12. Material used for boron absorber only.

3 Density from Ref. 5.14, p. I-12. Materia! used for gadolinium absorber orily.
$ HLW glass, nominal reaction rate.

? HLW glass, Jow reaction rate from Ref. 5.36.

For all cases in these analyses the perspective has been taken that, following breach of the outer
barriers, all void spaces in the waste package fill completely with water resembling that in well
J-13 (Assumption 4.3.1). All the solid forms become covered by water, and, for a waste package
in which all canisters have been breached, there is a standing water volume of about 2.9 m* per
package. - As discussed in Ref. 5.17, this situation is most coriservative with respect to producing
a criticality within the waste package. Morcover, it is assumed that sufficient decay heat is
retained within the waste package over times of interest to cause convective circulation and
mixing of the water inside the package (Assumption 4.3.21).

As a consequence of the above considerations, the duration and products of the degradation
processes are primarily determined by the corrosion rates and thicknesses of the metal and glass
waste forms, canisters, and DOE SNF canister basket. Additional factors which could affect
dissolution rates arc omitted by implication, based on the following:

All solid surfaces within a canister are wetted, once the canister is breached. This ‘
assumption (Assumption 4.3.1) is used because it is conservative. Other assumptions which
in a variety of complex ways could result in only part of the surface being wetted would
produce less corrosion of metal and consequent lower acid production from the oxidation of
Cr to chromate. Thls in turn would reduce the potential removal of neutron absorbers

Localized corrosion will, at specific locations, penetrate into corrosion resistant matcnals
more rapidly than will general corrosion. The corrosion products will be the same in both
cases, except perhaps transiently within pits and crevices, and consequently, modeling will
predict the same products.
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« Biological processes, which are not included in the EQ6 chemistry model, will account for
only an insignificant fraction of total metal corrosion. (Assumption 4.3.20) -

7.2 Degradation Products

This section describes the products of the degradation processes for the waste forms and
criticality control material. The evolution of thie solution and solids in the waste package is
described in Section 7.3.

7.2.1 Degradation of HLW

The water chemistry and degradation products generated during the HLW degradation phase
were estimated with EQ6, and the resulting outputs are archived in the electronic attachments
(Ref. 5.30). The most immediately important parameter of this degradation is pH. The behavior
of this parameter during the HLW degradation period is given in Tables 7.2-1 and 7.2-2. Table
7.2-1 shows the simulated evolution for different drip rates for cases run with atmospheric partial
pressure of CO, for waste packages under conditions such that both HLW and SNF (MIT spent
fuel) are initially exposed to water at about the same time. Because the initial pH is higher for
these cases and the neutralizing effect of CO, is less, these runs simulate maximum probable pH
values. Because the SNF has little effect on the pH, cases for HLW alone with atmospheric
partial pressure of CO, would be almost identical to the above cases and were not run. Table 7.2-
2 shows simulations for an elevated partial pressure of CO,, corresponding to conditions to
reconcile the measured data for J-13 water with thermodynamic data. These simulations were for
waste packages in which only HLW is initially exposed to water. These simulations start at
lower pH and tend to remain lower owing to the higher CO, pressure. Consequently, they
simulate those minimum pH conditions that are most likely to dissolve and remove Gd from the
waste package and thereby possibly result in a criticality. Again, because the SNF has little
effect on the pH, cases for HLW plus SNF with the higher partial pressure of CO, would be
almost identical and were not run.
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Table 7.2-1. Drip rate Summary of pH for the Case in. which the SNF is Exposed to the High pH
of the chradmg HLW Glass, Atmospheric CO, Partial Pressure.

| Drip rate, mmfyr | Average Peak pH FinalpH | Timeatrmend, | EQ6run*
pHi ys
0.111 100 102 102 1300 UAN20:1rmm
1.0t 9.6 10.1 10.1 1020 UAlllalrmm
50 9.6 99 87 2830 - UAllaSrmm
100 9.7 98 |90 1420 UAlI210rmm

* See Ref. 5.30 for full details. Key to file names: UAIL L, ...J{a, b, ¢, . i, J{T]{1, 2:1, ...][s}mm; UAL! refers to
uranium aluminide fuel; the Roman numeral indicates the flushing sequence - because of file size limitations the full
flushing simulation must be run piecemeal; "a" refers to sequences starting with both fuc! and HLW present at
atmospheric partial pressure of CO, and best estimates for degradation rates at near neutral conditions; "b" refers to
sequences starting with degradation of HLW and flushing of its degradation products before fuel is exposed to the
water and at an elevated partial pressure of CO, (to obtain concordance of water analyses and thermodynamic data);
"c" refers to a run for degradation of the fuel canister in the absence of HLW or its degradation products; “d" refers
to runs beginning after flushing out of high concentration of alkali from the HLW and use of Gd,0; plus carbon steel
in the canister instead of borated steel; “e” refers to runs to which GdPO,-H,0 and carbon steel replaced borated
steel; the arabic number refers to the drip rate in mm/yr (0:1 was used to designate 0.1 in the file name); the “r*
sometimes present in the file name means that minor errors in the input data were corrected (revised); the “i" refers
to cases in which ali solid phosphates produced during the degradation of HLW are isolated from the model system
after the HLW has fully degraded and the soluble products flushed out before the cases are continued and reaction
with the SNF begins; and the “mm” refers to millimeters.

t This run attained too high an ionic strength to permxt further connnuatlon of the flushing scheme. Peak pH
occurred at the end of the run, but was still increasing. _

11 This run attained too high an jonic strength to permit further continuation of the flushing scheme. Peak pH
occurred just before the end of the run, decreasing from 10.169 to 10.159 in about 165 years. The final pH is
unreliable owing to the high ionic strength (aboat 3.1 m).

$ Estimated from visual examination of abbreviated output files. Typical behavior is for pH to increase rapidly
initially and then reach a quasi-steady state value. For the 5 and 10 mm/yr cases, only the first part of the run is
considered. Later, pH decreases at a moderate rate and reaches other quasi-steady state values.
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Table 7.2-2. Drip rate Summary of pH for the Case in which the SNF is Exposed to the High pH
of the Degrading HLW Glass, Elevated CO, Partial Pressure. -

Drip rate mm/yr | Average Peak pH FinalpH | Timeatrunend, | EQSrun®
pHi yrs
0.1t 9.6 9.7 9.7 618 UAIIbO: lrmm
|10t 94 26 9.6 444 UAIBIrmm
50 9.4 9.4 8.7 2830 ° UAIIbSrmm
10.0 92 9.2 88 1415 UAIbi0rmm

* Sec Ref. 5.30 for full details.

t This run attained too high an ionic strength to permit further continuation of the flushing scheme. Peak pH '
occurred at the end of the run, but was still increasing. '

+1 This sequence failed to converge for the second run. No adjustments were made to extend the sequence becanse
it would provide no further insights to the nature of the reaction.

1 Estimated from visual examination of condensed output files. Typical behavior is for pH to increase rapidly
initially and then reach 2 quasi-steady state value. For the S and 10 mm/yr cases, only the first part of the run is
considered. Later, pH decreases at 2 moderate rate and reaches other quasi-steady state values.

Analysis of the indicated EQS outputs indicates the production mostly of smectite clays, whereas
the experiments show clay and other silicate minerals forming afier a considerable (a few years)
initial delay. This comparison shows that the modeled and experimental results (Ref. 5.8) differ
only in respect to the model predicting immediate precipitation of secondary phases and the
experiments finding a few years delay in the formation of very similar products. The differences .
in the products are small; in other words, the same clements are predicted to precipitate as found
and in nearly the same proportions. In the time frames of interest to the present analysis, a delay
of a few years in the beginning of precipitation, as compared to model results, is of no
consequence. This result is found to be relatively independent of whether degradation of the
SNF is taking place simultaneously or following the degradation of the HLW and its corrosion
products. This accords with expectations, since thc SNF degradation products are only a small
fraction of the HLW.

The geochemical simulation predicts the precipitation of much of the B released from the glass as
- borax, which is well known to be moderately soluble in water. To evaluate the reliability of the

simulation with respect to B, a separate case was run for just solid borax plus pure water for

comparison with the measured solubilities for this mineral. This yielded a simulation of

21.6 g N2,B,0, per kg of water at an jonic strength of 9.7 and 25°C (Ref. 5.30). The measured

solubility at this temperature is 31.5 g N2,B,0O, per kg of water (Ref. 5.31, p. 1149). In view of

the fact that the option used for calculation of activity coefficients is known to be only



Waste Package Operations Design Analysis
Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste

Package with HLW Canisters
Document Identifier: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 : P age 46 of 90

approximate at ionic strengths approaching'l, and very unreliable at jonic strengths in excess of
2, this agreement is reasonable. In other words, it is reasonable to conclude that borax will
indeed precipitate, but that it will redissolve and be flushed from the system about 50% sooner
[(31.5-21.6)*100/21.6] than shown by the simulations. : :

In the presence of a large supply of CO,, either from the atmosphere or from the rock gas, the
highly alkaline solution generated by the degrading HLW is neutralized to a pH between 9 and
about 10. The exact value depends on the rate of flushing by infiltration, being lower for faster
infiltration owing to the lower pH of the J-13 water infiltrating into the waste package. Tables
7.2-1 and 7.2-2 indicate that the maximum at a drip rate of 5 mm/yr is in the range 9.4 t0 9.9
(Runs UAllaSrmm and UAIIbSrmm, Ref. 5.30), as compared to about 10 at a drip rate of 0.1
mm/yr (Runs UAII20: 1rmm and UAIIb0: 1rmm, Ref. 5.30). These conditions produce total
dissolved carbonate concentrations of about 0.13 to 0.52 molal and 1.1 to 1.4 molal, respectively.
These large concentrations of carbonate would be sufficient to dissolve all the uranium in MIT

“spent fuel as it degrades, if that SNF degradation took place while the HLW degradation process
was generating a high pH. This possibility is described further in Section 7.2.2.1.

7.2.2 Degradation Products of Aluminum and Uranium Atuminide

The composition and disposition of the immediate degradation products of these materials
depends on the degradation environment, particularly the pH, which is likely to be high, if the -
HLW glass is degrading simultaneously, and if the solution resulting from the dissolution of
soluble HLW degradation products is in contact with the degrading surfaces of the SNF. The pH
of the solution in contact wnh the degrading SNF surfaces is likely to be near neutral othcrwxsc

The initidl corrosion product of aluminum metal in water is typically an alumina gel
(Ref. 5.32, p. 4). In the course of sufficient time this amorphous highly hydrous material
crystallizes to the minerals bayerite or gibbsite. These observations agree with those of
Busenberg (Ref. 5.33), who observed experimentally in tests lasting up to 400 hours that alkali
feldspars first degrade to a gelatinous alumina layer, followed by crystallization to gibbsite and
later to kaolinite in presence of the silica released from the feldspar. These results lead to the
conclusion that aluminum in the presence of J-13 water, which is high in silica, will produce
crystalline hydroxides or oxides of aluminum or some clay mineral, as is appropriate to the

- chemistry of the system. Accordingly, the computer simulations used in the analyses in this
report allow the aluminum metal to produce the equilibrium products in keeping with the
thermodynamic data. The computer simulations show that initially most of the aluminum
degrades to a smectite clay, i.c., it combines with silica and other components of the water with a
small proportion of dnaspore (AlOOH)
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A necessary input to the modeling process is the degradation (corrosion) rate of aluminum.
Whereas the rate of corrosion of aluminum under the conditions of interest seems not to be well
known, it will be fast compared to rates of corrosion of other materials in the waste package.
Howell (Ref. 5.5) reports tests that show penetration of aluminum clad spent fuel in 45 days.
Cook, et al. (cited in Ref. 5.6) report corrosion of aluminum as a function of the concentration of
nitric acid; at 0% acid the rate is shown as 1 mm/yr (see Section 4.1.1.2 for the measured data).
Initially for the present analyses, the latter rate was chosen, but the simulations showed complete
degradation in only a few weeks. Because this seemed unreasonably fast, the rate was adjusted to
provide complete corrosion in 10 years. This is still very short compared to the time frames of
interest.

No corrosion rates for the uranium aluminide were found. In the absence of such information
and in keeping with thermodynamic stabilities it was assumed that the aluminide would corrode
at a rate resembling that for aluminum metal (Assumption 4.3.22). As for thc metal, the rate was
adjusted to result in complete degradation in about 10 years.

7.2.2.1 SNF Degradation in a High pH Environment

The modeling results indicate that the uranium for this case initially mostly precipitates as the
mineral soddyite, (UO,),Si0,-2 H,0. At high pH the uranium subsequently dissolves as a uranyl
carbonate complex and is flushed from the waste package by water flowing through the package
(if the package bottom is breached) or flowing across the top surface of ponding water (which
flowpath is mixed with the rest of the pond in the waste package, or in the DOE SNF canister
‘containing the SNF). This flushing is at a volumetric rate equal to the inputed inflow rate (the
product of the drip rate multiplied by the horizontal cross section area). For an drip rate of

5 mm/yr, cases UAlla5Srmm, UAIIaSrmm , and UAlIIaSrmm (Ref. 5.30) give the simulated
concentrations of species in solution and the various solids which precipitate. A summary of the
estimated time history of 2°U (from the SNF), 22U (from the HLW), and boron (present in the
HLW and borated steel), the most neutronically active species present in the waste forms is given
in Table 7.2-3.
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Table 7.2-3. Time History for Simultancous Degradation of SNF and HLW (Initially High pH
Environment)

(Computer Runs UAIlaSrmm, UAlIIaSrmm, and UAIl]la.Srmm. Ref. 5.30)*

Time| pH | Total Uin Y in Total U B in Boronin | Boron total
(yrs) solution, solution, | in WP, kg | WP,kg | solution, kg | in WP, kg
kg kg

0| ~ Trace 0 162 35.5. Trace 221-
125192 23 23 162 353 2.1 221
310}9.2 21.6 14.3 122 143 3.6 210
1001| 9.9 13.5 3.38 342 34 7.3 177
1207{ 9.9 12.3 2.69 123 2.7 6.7 166
1999| 8.8 0.03 5.6E-03 2.6E-02 | 5.6E-03 68 125
2996| 8.8 | 1.1E-05 2.4E-06 1.1IE-05 | 2.4E-06 7.2 67
4008| 8.8 | 4.3E-09 '94E-10 | 43E-09 | 94E-10 6.3 74
50061 7.8 | 1.9E-12 4.2E-13 19E-12 | 4.2E-13 3.4E-03 3.4E-03
6003]| 7.6 | 8.6E-16 1.9E-16 8.6E-16 ] 1.9E-16 3.9E-04 3.9E-04

* For consistency, the data are taken from the output files at times close to even thousands of years and at a few
times of particular interest. At 10 years, the uranium aluminide fuel has entirely degraded, followed by the first

flushing operation at 12.5 years (3.9E+08 sec). Most of the uranium released from the waste initially precipitates as
soddyite, which has redissolved by 310 years. The HLW glass is fully degraded by 1207 years. Borax simulatedto .
precipitate very early in the runs is completely redissolved at 3992 years. The simulation stopped at 6869 years and
was not readjusted to continue. To run EQ3/6, the quantities of materials must be normalized to 1 kg of water
initially; because the waste package contains about 2917 kg of water, the values in the output files are multiplied by
this factor 10 obtain the numbers entered into the table. During the simulation, the volume of water in the package
was gradually increased by 10% and a corresponding amount of solution removed all at once every 12.5 years
(3.9E+08 seconds) for a tota! of 555 flushing operations.

The reduction in concentrations of U and B with time is due to the flushing action of the
infiltrating water. Continuing release of B from borated steel maintains its concentration well
above that in J-13 water to the end of this simulation, eventually reaching a quasi-steady state.
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The following observations on these data are of interest. There is an initial rise of pH from a
starting value of 8.50 t0 9.19 in 10 years. This simulation was started with water initially
adjusted to achieve agreement between the chemical analyses of J-13 water and the

- thermodynamic data, as described in Ref. 5.28, p. 74ff, with a further subsequent adjustment to

~ the normal atmospheric partial pressure of CO,. This last adjustment results in a loss of CO,

from the solution and a rise in pH. The time of 10 years is the simulated time for all of the Al
metal and uranium aluminide to have corroded. The U concentration at this time was simulated
to be about 735 ppm. This amounts to about 6% of the total amount of the 25U by weight, the
rest being present as the mineral soddyite. About 1% of the original inventory of #°U was
simulated to have been flushed out of the package at this time. The flushing action results in the
removal of sufficient uranium to dissolve all the soddyite at about 310 years. The simulation
shows that at about 1200 years all of the HLW glass has degraded, the pH has risen to about 9.9,
and about 47% of the original U inventory has been flushed out. All of the uranium solids are
simulated to have dissolved, which means that the remaining 53% (13 kg for 2.9 m® of water
having a U concentration of 4460 ppm) of the original inventory would all be in solution. Ata
slower infiltration, rate less uranium will be fiushed out and perhaps the U concentration could
rise to about twice this value, or about 10,000 ppm. At this time, the simulated concentration of
B in solution, which arises primarily from degradation of the HLW, is about 2100 ppm. This
concentration of U in the presence of the B is not expected to pose any criticality problem.
Therefore, while this configuration is possible, it does not impose any requirements on the
design, as contrasted with some of the configurations in which the SNF degrades in a neutral pH
environment, as described in the following sections.

7.2.2.2 SNF Degradation in a Neutral pH Environment

Uranium aluminide was assumed to degrade at the same rate and in essentially the same manner
as described in Section 7.2.2. In the present case, the U in the fuel again alters to soddyite,
(UO,),8i0,-2 H,0, but nearly all of the U remains insoluble in this or other-minerals throughout
the remaining course of the modeling. This case is based on the assumption (Assumption 4.3.23)
that, following breach of the outer barriers, the HLW canister will breach sufficiently long before
the DOE SNF canister containing the DOE spent fuel breaches, that all the HLW will have
degraded and the highly alkaline resultant solution will have been flushed out and replaced by
essentially unmodified J-13 water. The assumption is conservative because the pH will be close
to neutra! and the U will be retained within the degraded DOE SNF canister. See also Sections
7.32.1.1,7.3.2.1.2,and 7.3.2.1.3.

A corollary to this assumption is that the time history of the HLW degradation (such as that
shown in Table 7.2-2) will have no effect on the degradation of the SNF. Of particular
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importance in this regard are the clayey solids with which the fissile vranium degradation
products from the SNF can be mixed. In such 4 case, the water bound to the clay could provide
sufficient moderator for a criticality.

In accordance with Assumption 4.3.5, the solid products of the glass degradation were kept in the
model, and the water composition present at the time that the highly alkaline solution would be
fiushed out and the pH brought back to about 7.6 was used for further reaction. Because the code
(EQ6) models everything in the reactive system simultaneously, retention of the degradation
products in the model means that a change in one part of the degrading DOE SNF canister, such
as a change in pH next to corroding steel, will quickly propagate to all parts of the canister and
possibly dissolve some constituent, such as phosphate, from the clayey mass. This could in turn
affect other aspects of the model, such as immobilizing Gd. Thereby, to some degree, the
retained solids and water composition will influence the course of the future chemical evolution
of the system. In fact models, notably case UAIIMIcO: Imm (Ref. 5.30), run for this scenario
showed a substantial effect in respect to immobilization of the Gd attributable primarily to
release of phosphate from the fluorapatite, Ca,FPO,, simulated to form as a part of the clayey
mass during the degradation of the HLW. Specifically, in this case virtually all of the Gd is
retained as a solid phosphate, the phosphate having been derived evidently from dissolution of a
small proportion of the apatite in the solids produced earlier (see Table 7.2-4 and Figure 7.2-1).
The various peaks in the concentrations in the time span from about 30,000 to 70,000 years arise
from changes in acid production from Cr oxidation and other pH changes related to the :
exhaustion (complete degradation) of some of the metals.
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Table 7.2-4. Calculated History for Case in Which All Solids from Glass Degradation Allowed
" to Continue to React with All Waste Package Contents, Including SNF Together
with Gd,0, Absorber, After Flushing out of Highly Alkaline Solution

ta extracted from file UAIIIcO: irmm
Time, yrs pH Gd, ppm * 1E04 | Pu, ppm* 1E05 | U, ppm * 1E03
5.7SSE+03 7.4576 o} 6.26E+00{
5.758E+03 7.4324 1.08E-04 . S.99E+02)
5.760E+03 7.2715 1.05E-04 - 2.51E+02
7.863E+03 7.1814 8.55E-01 3.08E-02 9.44E+01
8.498E+03 7.1723 8.92E-01 3.04E-02 8.36E+01
8.956E+03 7.1404 1.13E+00 3.01E-02 6.02E+01
1.1S1IE+04 7.0168 2.40E+00 3.21E-02 2.14E+01
1.233E+04 69767 3.12E400] - 3.35E-02 1.59E+01
1.297E+04 6.954 2.34E+00] 3.44E-02 1.4SE+01
1.S89E+04 6.8823 5.24E400] 3.78E-02 8.9SE+00
1.953E404 6.8306 1.06E+01 4.08E-02 6.79E+00)
2.172E+04 6.8175 1.32E+01 4.16E-02] - 6.46E+00)
2.37SE+04 6.8176 2.17E+00 4.16E-02 6.61E+00
) 2.438E+04 6.8203 1.39E-02 9.84E-02 " 7.07E+00
2.S01E+04 6.8244 1.52E-02 7.83E-02 7.25E+00
3.669E+04 6.794% 1.04E-02 4.08E-01 - 8.50E+00
4.101E+04 6.8453 3.4SE-03 6.30E+01 1.37E+01
4.838E+04 © 6.8029 6.47E-03 2.07E+00 1.23E+01
S.046E+04 8.8184 2.87E-02 4.40E-02 1.11E+01
. S.112E+04 6.8225 9.86E+00| 4.07E-02 1.05E+01
5.569E+04 6.841 - 1.85E+0} 3.92E-02 1.06E+01
6.078E+04 6.862 2.02E+01 3.75E-02 1.0SE+01
7.474E+04 7.1263 4.01E+00 2.46E-02 1.69E+01
9.161E+04 7.2077 3.07E+00 2.24E-02 2.06E+01
1.422E+05 719781 _393E+00! 2.25E-02 1.93E+01
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Figure 7.2-1. Plot of Case in Which All Solids from Glass Degradation Allowed to Continue to
React with All Waste Package Contents, Including SNF Together with Gd,O,
Absorber, After Flushing out of -Highly Alkaline Solution

Under a different scenario (Assumption 4.3.6), the clayey sohds may have become sufficiently

isolated from the DOE SNF canister that there is no or minimal chemica! interaction and that the
water is nearly identical to unaffected J-13 water. Because of the effect of residual phosphate on
Gd immobilization, as noted above (case UAIMcO: 1mm, Ref. 5.30), in this second scenario (case

. UAIIci0: Imm, Ref. 5.30), all phosphate solids were removed from the clayey imass, and the

phosphate concentration reset to the value in J-13 water. In this case, the great majority of the
Gd was simulated to be removed from the waste package (see Tables 7.2-5, 7.3-2, and Fxgurc
7.2-2). In the figure, the peak in the Gd aqueous concentration results from the increasing
solubility of the Gd solid first formed, GAdOHCO,, as the pH decreases, until the time at which all
of this solid has dissolved. Thereafter the Gd is flushed out and its concentration decreases. The
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U peak at about 40,000 years arises from complex interrelationships among agueous complexcs
of uranyl ion with carbonate and hydroxndc ions, whose concentrations are changing.

Table 7.2-5. Calculated History for Casc in Which All Solids from Glass Degradation Isolated
from All Other Waste Package Contents, Including SNF Together with Gd,O,
Absorber, After Flushing out of Highly Alkalmc Solution

[Data extracted from file UAINIciO: lmm
Time, yrs pH Gd,ppm * 1EO4] Pu, ppm * 1E08 U, ppm * 1IE4
§.755E+03 7.7523 2.25E-14 3.10E401 2.07E-08
5.75SE+03 7.7522 3.10E-03 3.10E+401 1.04E+03
5.75SE+03 7.6068 1.61E-01 2.23E401 3.54E+02
6.401E+03 6912 1.11E+00 3.21E+01 3.5SE+01] |
7.784E+03 6.7365 3.84E+00] 4 46E+01 2.77E+01
1.224E+04 6.6393 1.06E+01 5.58E+01 2.94E+01
1.516E+04 6.6128|  1.40E+01 $.93E+01 2.92E+01
2.245E404 6.6005 1.68E+01 6.12E401 3.03E+01
2.7STE+04 6.6112 1.62E+01 6.01E+01) - 3.19E+01
3.121E+04]  6.6146 1.60E+01 5.98E+01 3.28E+01
3.414E+04 6.6061 L.69E+01 6.07E+01 3.33E+00
3.633E+04 6.5303 2.73E+01 7.03E401 2.93E+01
3.923E+04 63373] - 9.42E+01 1.04E+02 2.47E+01
4.068E+04 6281 1.3SE+02 ~ 1LIBE+02 2.47E+02
4361E+04] - 62134 2.10E+02 - 1.37E+02 2.55E401
' 4.723E404 6.171S|  2.70E+02 1.50E+02 3.48E+01
5.240E404 5.9749 7.71E+02 2.28E+02 3.S0E+01
$.604E+04 5.8989 1L.13E+03] 2.67E+02 3.56E+01
5.673E+04 5.889 1.19E+03 2.73E+02 3.57E+01
5.823E+04 5.864S 9.40E+02 2.80E+02 3.69E+01
6.034E+04 $.8402 6.80E+02 3.07E+02 3.84E+01
6.338E404 5.8267 4.26E+02 3.08E+02 3.78E+01
6.412E404 5.8231 3.80E+02 3.09E+02] 3.76E+01
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Figure 7.2-2. Plot of Case in Which All Solids from Glass Degradation Isolated from All Other -
- Waste Package Contents, Including SNF Together with Gd,0, Absorber After
Flushing out of Highly Alkaline Solution :

Runs UAllc5mm (Rcf 5.30) modeled the degradation of the fuel starting with J-13 water and in
the absence of the HLW. Comparison of the solids simulated to be produced during the
degradation of the HLW and the subsequent flushing of the alkaline solution (runs UAIIIbSmm
and UAllcSmm) run with the modification of these solids simulated during continuations of the
modeling (runs UAIIIbSmm, UAHNVbSmm, UAII0: 1mm, UAIc0: lmm, UANTci0: 1mm, and
UAMNTIA0: 1mm; Ref. 5.30) shows the changes to be minimal, except for the cases in which all

. phosphate solids have been removed from the clayey material. In the last cases, the significant
effect is for Gd solids only. ,
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723 Degradation Products of Uranium Silicide

The Oak Ridge Research reactor uses uranium silicide as the nuclear fuel. No corrosion rates for
the uranium silicide are available in the literature. In the absence of such information, and in
keeping with thermodynamic stabilities, it was assumed that the silicide would corrode at a rate
approximating that for aluminum metal (Assumption 4.3.7). The uranium would reactin a
similar manner to uranium released from the vranium aluminide, specifically to form soddyite or
some other uranyl silicate and, therefore, effectively was modeled by the simulations for that

compound. The silicon would oxidize to the tetravalent state and largely precipitate as insoluble
silica minerals, such as quartz or chalcedony, and silicates. The amount of silicon in the fuel is
small compared to the silica already in the system, arising from the HLW glass and from the
rather high concentration in the J-13 water. Thus, in this case also the relevant scenario was

, cffecu\rely bounded by the simulations for the uranium aluminide, except for the mass of
uranium compared to other components. Consequently, no forther modeling was required for
this fuel and none was performed.

73 Evolution/Removal of Reaction Products and Chemical Configurations Relevant to
Criticality

The important issue then devolves to whether or not the neutron absorber, B or Gd, will remain
associated with the fissile material. This issue was studied through the mode! simulations
described in the following subsections. The neutron absorbers evaluated with respect to this
potential separation are boron and gadolinium.

7.3.1 Worst Case Removal of Boron

Initial modeling cases dealt with the use of B stainless steel as a component of the DOE fuel
canisters. Modeling of this case (reaction of an uranium aluminide package with the solution
remaining after flushing of the initially alkaline solution) indicated that the boron was flushed
from the package after it was released from the borated steel (e.g., run UAIIIbSmm, Ref. 5.30;
runs UAIIbSmm and runs UAIDbSmm model the degradation and flushing of the HLW,

Ref. 5.30). Table 7.3-1 gives the time history of the results for flushing of B released from the
borated steel, as well as U released from the fuel. To highlight the evolution of the borated
stainless steel degradation process, the start time for this case, 5755 years is taken to be the time
of water penetration of the DOE SNF canister, which is also the starting time for corrosion of the
borated stainless steel in the canister basket.
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Table 7.3-1. Time History of Boron Concentration in a Codisposal Waste Package Relymg on
B Stainless Steel for Criticality Control*

Time, yrs pH Uranium in Uranium total’ Boron in Boron total
" solution, ppm in WP, kg solution, ppm in WP, kg
5755 1.75 2.1E-12 35.5 1.4E-0] 1.37
5813 7.12 5.6E-03 35.5 8.38 1.37
6531 . 6.9 3.2E-03 35.5 22.5 -1.02

* The initial time corresponds to that at which the pH was simulated to have returned to approximately the original
value, run UAINIbSmm (Ref. 5.30). At that ime the concentrations of U and B are very low owing to the flushing
action. The two following entries are for times immediately following additional flushing operations, run
UAINIbSmm (Ref. 5.30).

It should be noted that the amount of boron remaining in the last column, last line, 1.02 kg is
approximately equal to that given by a straight line decline from the initial value at 5755 years to
zero approximately 2500 years later (0.93 kg). This table also shows that after the source of an
element in the waste package has been degraded, or its solid degradation products have been
dissolved, the concentration of elements being released from the respective solids declines
rapidly. Examples include the decrease in U after the initially formed soddyite has dissolved and
the decrease in B after the borax has gone back into solution. Therefore, it is clear that the
concentration of B in the waste package will decrease rapidly following the complete degradation
of the borated steel at about 2500 years after breach of the DOE SNF canister or about 7000 years
after breach of the waste package. This rapid decline of the boron concentration with time shows
that the B stainless steel plates are not & completely effective criticality control technique, and
that it will be necessary to evaluate less soluble neutron absorbers.

7.3.2 Worst Case Removal of Gadolinium

The removal rate of gadolinium depends on its solubility, which in turn depends strongly on the
pH and on certain ionic species which affect the solubility, particularly phosphate, fluoride, and
carbonate. Over the pH range of interest the pH strongly influences the concentrations of the free
phosphate, PO,~, and carbonate, CO,~, i.c., phosphate or carbonate not bound to hydrogen or
other jons as in H PO,~ and H CO,". It should be borne in mind that the phosphate concentration
in J-13 water, or, more to the point, in water infiltrating through Yucca Mountain and entering
the waste package, is small and uncertain. The same uncertainty applies to the analyses for
fluoride in this water; fluoride has possible relevance because of interactive effects among Gd
fluoride and phosphate chemical species, both solid and aqueous. To study this implication,
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several computer models were constructed to investigate the behavior of systems in which
borated steel was replaced by carbon steel and either gadolinium oxide or phosphate. In the Gd
phosphate case the J-13 water composition was modified by removing all phosphorous both from
the composition of water and of the metals that had not yet corroded, some of which contain
small amounts of this element. In another test with Gd oxide the phosphate in the water was
kept, but the fluoride was removed. Because the phosphates become more soluble with
decreasing pH, the parameters for these cases were chosen (from within thé range of physical
possibility) to simulate the worst case (highest solubility of Gd) by minimizing the pH.
Specifically, this meant, in view of the potential production of acid from oxidation of Cr in the B
stainless steels to chromate, a low drip rate. A low rate will minimize the flushing out of any
acid produced. Similarly, a high partial pressure of CO, will reduce the pH. ‘

7.3.2.1 Gadolintum Added as Gd,0,

The simplest form for adding Gd is Gd,0,. However, this form must still be evaluated with
respect to long term Gd solubility. The EQ6 analyses described in this section show that, if the
phosphate present in the clayey material and associated water at the time that the highly alkaline
solution is flushed away, the P released as phosphate from the corroding steel will limit the
amount of Gd that dissolves and assures that about 20% (225 g) of the Gd will remain in the
waste package after 60,000 years. This conclusion is relatively independent of the drip rate. Sec
Tables 7. 2-4 7.3-2, and Figure 7.2-1.
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Table 7.3-2. Time History Gd Concentranon ina Codxsposa.l Wastc Package Relying on Gd,O,
for Criticality Control (Run UAIIIcO:1mm, Ref. 5.30) .

Time, | pH |Gd in solution,| Gd,0, molkg GdinGdOHCO, Gd in GdPO,.H,0| Gd in solids, | Total Gd in
5 4 H0 molkg HO | molkpH,0 gfekg pkp.g |

5755| 7.7523 6.49E-15 1.11E-03 o} ol. 1022 1022

. 5758] 7.6068]  4.69E-02 1.10E-03 1.68E-05 4.80E-06]’ 1022 1022
5766] 72042] 8.72E-02|  9.98E-04] ° 1.80E-04 S.4E05] 1022 1022
s851) 7.1149 1.20E-0t]  0.00E+00 1.74E-03 . 493E-04 1022 1022
64011 69120  3.11E-01 0 1.73E-03 4.93E-04 1022 1022
7080] 6.8013]  6.S6E-O1 o 1.73E-03 4.93E-04 1022 1022
11507 6.6502]  2.77E+00 0 1.73E-03 4.93E-04 1018 1021
15149] 6.6125]  4.07E+00 o] 1.72E-03 4.93E-04 1014 1018
19535] 6.5998] - 5.37E+00 o] 1.71E-03 4.93E-04 1010} 1016
1 '25372] 6.6055]  4.85E+00 0] 1.70E-03 4.93E-04 1006 1010
130390] 6.6197]  4.S1E+00 0 1.69E-03 4.93E-04 1002 1007,
34825| 6.6067]  4.92E+00 0 1.69E-03 " 4.93E-04 999 1004
39973] 6.3066]  3.35E+01 0 1.59E-03 4.93E-04 955 988
1 45010] 6.2012]  6.61E+01 0 1.42E-03 4.93E-04 877 943
soiss| 6.0452]  1.55E+02 o} 1.04E-03 4.93E-04 701 857
55305| 5.9108]  3.11E+02 o] 2.47E-04 4.93E-04 339 651
56728] 5.8890]  3.46E+02 o] 0 4.93E-04 226 572}
59713] 5.8461]  2.19E+02 o] 4.93E-04 226 445
61903] 5.8336]  1.56E+02| o} o 4.93E-04 226 382
64120] 582331  1.1IE+2 ol ol 493E-04 226 -_337)

73.2.1.1  Gadolinium Loss when Infiltrating Water has the Same Concentration of
Phosphate as J-13 Water

Two cases were examined in which the infiltrating water had the same concentration of
phosphate as in J-13 water. In both cases the mode] was set up such that the DOE SNF canister
would breach at the time that the initially highly alkaline solution from the HLW had been
flushed out. Gd,0, and AS516 carbon steel were added in place of borated steel, and the drip rate
.set at 0.lmm/yr. For the first of these cases (Run UAITCO: 1rmm, Ref. 5.30), when the DOE
SNF canister was breached, the water composition simulated to be present was kept unchanged.
Also, all the solids present were kept and allowed to react with all other componcnts of the waste
package (Assumption 4.3.5). These solids included the precipitated solids present in the clayey
mass resulting from degradation of the HLW glass and from the partial degradation of the metals.



Waste Package Operations ' | Design Analysis
Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste

Package with HLW Canisters
Document Identifier: BBAG00000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Page 59 of 90

In the second case (Run UAINci0: 1mm, Ref. 5.30) all the precipitated solids were removed
from the clayey mass, on the premise that these solids were sufficiently isolated physically from
the DOE SNF canister that chemical interaction would be so limited as to be negligible (Assump-
tion 4.3.6). Also, the concentration of phosphate in the residual water was reduced to that
present in J-13 water. In all of these cases the phosphorous content of the A516 steel was kept.

For the first case (Run UAIMcO: 1rmm), Table 7.2-4 and Figure 7.2-1 show the course of the
changing solubilities of U, Gd, and Pu, together with pH, for times modeled in this run up to
nearly 150,000 years. This plot starts just after the flushing out of the soluble products of the
HLW, at about 6000 years after breaching of the HLW canisters. Initially, the model shows a
sharp increase over about 8 years in the U concentration from a very low value (0.006 ppm) up to
about 0.25 ppm as the uranium aluminide is degrading. By about 11 years, following the
complete degradation of the fuel, the concentration has decreased to less than 0.1 ppm and
remains at comparably low values for the rest of the simulation. The pH has simultaneously
decreased by a few tenths of a pH unit. The irregularities in the plot primarily reflect times when
one or another of the materials in the waste package, e.g., carbon steel, become completely
corroded (See Section 7.2.2.2). The simulation indicates that Gd,0, should react with phosphate
in the J-13 water and the carbon steeel to form an insoluble Gd phosphate. The rare earth oxides
are modestly soluble in water (Ref. 5.39, pp. B-85 to B-178; Ref. 5.40, pp. 14-15) which means
that enough should readily enter the solution to react with the dissolved phosphate and precipitate
as the phosphate monohydrate. These phosphates form rather readily (Ref. 5.40 and 5.41). In -
fact the anhydrous phosphate, monazite, may also form in the presence of the phosphate and
gadolinium present at the concentrations likely to exist in the repository. Monazite persists in
nature for the very long periods of time required to weather enclosing igneous and metamorphic
rocks, erosion of the weathered rock, stream transport to the ocean, and concentration into beach
placers, from which it sometimes is mined for its content of rare earths (Ref. 5.42). Under the
conditions simulated by the modeling (note that the previously formed solid phosphates were
allowed to react freely with all other materials present and the residual phosphate concentration
in the water at the time that the DOE SNF canister breached was much higher than in J-13 water)
the pH did not fall below 6.8, and the resulting Gd loss from the waste package was only 0.034 g
in 142,000 years.

In the second case (Run UAIIciO: imm, Ref. 5.30), phosphate solids and phosphate in excess of
that in J-13 water removed, the Gd,0, first would alter to GAOHCO,, which then slowly would
partially alter to GAPO-H,0 (See Table 7.2-5 and Figure 7.2-2). The phosphate for this
conversion comes from the corroding carbon steel, not from the water or other solid phosphates,
and the limited amount of P in the steel limits the total amount of Gd that is retained. In other
words the phosphate being added to the system by the infiltrating J-13 water and that released
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from corrosion of the steel is insufficient to fix all the Gd as phosphate before a large share of the
much more soluble hydroxycarbonate has dissolved and been flushed out. The remainderofthe
Gd, about 80%, is flushed from the package at the low drip rate of 0.1 mm/yr at 50,970 years
following breach of the DOE SNF canister. The run modeled another 7380 years during which,
per waste package, 2.0E-05 moles of GdPO,H,0 (0.3 mg of Gd) was simulated to dissolve,
thereby being (at least mostly) washed away. At a higher drip rate more phosphate will enter the
waste package in the J-13 water, but, because the phosphate concentration in this water is
uncertain, the concentration might be no more than 1/10 as high as that used in the modeling. In
other words, at an drip rate of 1 mm/yr, but 1/10 the phosphate concentration, the same result
would be obtained. Even at 10 mm/yr, a very significant loss of Gd over similar time frames
might occur, especially in view of the expectation that with more water, more GdOHCO, would
dissolve and be flushed out per unit time. These results demonstrate that reliance on Gd placed
in the canister as Gd,0, is questionable.

732.12  Gadolinium Loss when Infiltrating Water Contains no Phosphate

Run UAIINJ0: 1mm (detailed time history in maxgdlos.wk3, Ref. 5.30) included no phosphorous
in any form in the waste package and none in the infiltrating J-13 water. Gd was included as
Gd,0,. The run indicated that sometime after 10,000 years, pH would drop to nearly 6.2 and the
corresponding increase in Gd solubility (due to the combined effects of all the ionic species
considered in EQ6, but mostly represented by pH) would result in a Gd loss of 61 grams in
43,000 years. If such a low pH could be maintained during a higher drip rate, the Gd loss could
be correspondingly higher. For example, if this same pH (6.2) could be maintained, by the
oxidation of B stainless steel chromium to chromate, in an drip rate 100 times larger (10 mm/yr),
the resulting Gd loss could be as large as 6 kg. In view of the uncertainty concerning phosphate
concentration in the infiltrating water, this large potential loss of Gd demonstrates the need to
assure that a sufficient supply of phosphate will be available. Such an alternative is discussed in
Section 7.3.2.2.

7:3.2.2 Gadolinlum Added as GdPO,

Run UAITIe0: Imm (Ref. 5.30) examined the case for adding Gd phosphate instead of the oxide
and a flow through of water at a rate of 0.1 mm/yr, with no phosphate in the infiltrating water.
This was intended to test whether the phosphate was sufficiently soluble to be completely
dissolved and flushed out of the system. At the end of a simulation for 71,000 years, almost no
Gd had been removed. The ending concentrations were, in ppm: Gd: 0.2x10%; U: 0.54x10%; and
pH 5.79. It should be noted that the Gd solubility is much lower than would be predicted from

* the carbonate solubility limit used previously, particularly for such a low pH (see Table 7.3-3).
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Table 7.3-3. Time History Gd Concentration in 8 Codisposal Waste Package Relyingon
GdPO, for Criticality Contro! (Run UAlIlc0:1mm, Ref. 5.30 )

Time,yrs| pH in solution, | Reactant GAPO,H20| Solidsolution - | Gdinsolids, |Tota! Gd in pkg,

pkg. g molkg H,0 GdPQ,.H20 g/rkg g
molkg B,O
5755] 2.7523 8.21E-16 2.23E-03 9.99E-15 -1022.260 1022.260
s758] 7.6068]  1.292E-06 2.22E-03 1.08E-05 1022.281 1022.281
5766] 7.2045]  1.439E-06 2.11E-03 1.16E-04 1022269 1022.269,
sgs1] 7.1152]  8.317E-08 1.11E-03 1.11E-03 1022.260 1022.260
6401] 69123] 1.637E-07 o 2.23E-03 1022.260} 1022.260)
9900 6.6386] 0.0017365 0 2.23E-03 1022.260 1022.262]
19535] 6.5996] 0.0185087 0 2.23E-03 1022.214 1022.233
30418] 6.6189] 0.0428827 0 2.23E-03 1022.168 1022211
40219] 62991] 0.0167068 0 2.23E-03 1022.122] - 1022.139,
s0185] 6.0334]  0.0065472 o 2.23E-03 1022.122 1022.129
61903] 5.8236] 0.0010487 0 2.23E-03 1022.122 1022.12

69979| 5.7894 B.479E-05 ) _2.23E-03 1022.122 1022.122

7.3.3 Persistence of Rare Earth Phosphates in Nature

. Natural occurrences of the rare earth phosphates, monazite and xenotime, which are widely
distributed in small amounts in many rocks, indicates that GdPO,, once formed, will not quickly
be dissolved and transported in natural waters. This greatly bolsters confidence that this form of
Gd, if added to a waste package, will persist for many thousands of years. The light rare earths
are more concentrated in monazite and the heavy ones more so in xenotime. Both minerals
survive for very long times during weathering and erosion as evidenced by their presence in river
and beach sands, some reaching concentrations sufficient to serve as ores for the rare earth
elements (Ref. 5.42, pp. 690-691 and 694-695). This is in keeping with their very low
solubilities and their persistence as predicted by the modeling.

7.4 Configurations Having Separation Between Uranfum and the Neutron Absorber
This section will summarize the scenarios and configurations likely to result in the separation of
uranium from the neutron absorber material. The separations are with respect to the nominal

waste package configuration having the following material locations:

¢  The neutron absorber iron is in the structural basket plates.
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The added neutron absorber, boron or gadolinium, is in plates (which may be B stainless
steel or carbon stecl, and which may be, or may not be, part of the structural basket). -

The uranium is uniformly distributed in the water in the DOE SNF canister. This is a worst-
case representation of the most hkcly configuration in which the uranium aluminide particles
adhere to the surfaces of the remaining basket material. At the maximum degree of
hydration possible for the uranium aluminides, adherence could be equivalent to uniform
distribution throughout the water, and it is shown in Ref. 5.38 that the homogenization
throughout the water in the DOE SNF canister is more reactive, with respect to criticality,
than is the configuration with the uranium in a narrow layer about the basket plates.

74.1 Separation Mechanisms

The separations between the uranium from the fuel and the neutron absorber placed in the basket
of the DOE SNF canister for criticality control can arise from several mechanisms illustrated by
the following:

The uranium may become soluble and be removed from the waste package. This can only
happen if the DOE SNF canister is breached while the HLW glass is degrading and causing a
high pH, so that the uranium is sufficiently soluble that most of it is flushed out of the waste
package by the action of the water which is causing the degradation of the HLW glass. The
parameters of this case are summarized in Table 7.2-1. This case cannot lead to criticality
within the waste package, and will, therefore, not be considered further in this study. It is
however important for the consideration of the possibility of cxtcrnal criticality, and will be
cvaluated as part of that future study. :

The absorber may become soluble and be removed from the DOE SNF canister (and
subsequently the waste package), leaving the uranium behind. This is particularly likely for
boron once it is released by corrosion of its B stainless steel carrier matrix, but it is also
possible for gadolinium if the pH becomes low and there is insufficient phosphate to
precipitate the bulk of the gadolinium.

The uranium (which is released by the rapid corrosion of the SNF matrix) can settle to the
bottom of the waste package and collect on the lowest available surface, which may be the
bottom of the canister for some of the particles, while most of the neutron absorber remains
in the undegraded portion of the basket. The maximum amount of separation by this
mechanism is discussed in Section 7.4.4.2. However, it is shown in Ref. 5.55 that the
concentration of U available by this mechanism is insufficient for criticality.
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The vraniuvm may remain distributed throughout the canister while some of the steel breaks
from the basket plates (as cutouts caused by pitting corrosion perforating the periphery).
This breaking steel could fall into the bottom of the canister togethcr with its éomplement of
gadolinium, thereby taking some of the gadolinium out of the rcgmn in which it is most
efiective in oontrolhng criticality by absorbing neutrons.

The following subsections discuss the possible configurations in sufficient detail to provide input
for the criticality evaluation of these configurations; these criticality evaluations are described in
Ref. 5.55. The configurations resulting from the alternative neytron absorbers, boron and
gadolinium, are treated in separate subsections, since they are not likely to be used together.
Both alternatives rely on the additional criticality control support from the insoluble iron oxide
resulting from the corrosion of basket material. This iron oxide criticality control is particularly
effective when carbon steel is used as basket material, because carbon steel corrodes much faster
than B stainless steel.

7.4.2 Evaluation of Differential Settling of Solid Paﬁicles of Different Densities

7.4.2.1 Calculations Based upon Mineral Engineerihg Practice

For a neutron absorber to be effective in preventing a criticality, it must remain intermixed with
fissile material. The preceding sections have addressed the possibilities of separation of absorber
from fissile material through chemical means. This section considers the potentiality of a
physical separation.

The possibility of physical segregation of solids containing fissile nuclides from other sources
was investigated by use of the principles employed by the minerals industry to achieve

_separations of valuable (ore) minerals from those of no commercial value (gangue). Of the
numerous techniques that have been utilized, the only one that applies to the quiescent conditions
that will be present within the repository is differential gravitational settling. Unfortunately, not
all of the desired data for a full calculation of the potentiality for separation are known.
Specifically, it would be desirable to calculate the settling rates of particles of different density,
but this requires a knowledge of the viscosity of the medium. As the uranium aluminide
degrades, it will initially produce an aluminous gel, as noted above in Section 7.2.2, which will
have a very high, but unknown, viscosity. Later the viscosity of the more crystalline sediment
would be required, which is likewise unknown, but surely even higher. Nevertheless, it is
possible to utilize equations for hindered settling, which require only the average densities of the
medium and its constituents to determine the size ratio of particles for equal settling rates
(Ref.’5.43, pp. 186-198 and Ref. 5.44, pp. 336-342). (For these calculations the viscosity cancels
out.) Specifically, the equation:
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(where d, and d, refer to the diameter of particles of types 1 and 2, respectively; p, and p, refer to
the densities of the particles, and p, refers to the effective density of the slurry or suspension)
gives the ratio of diameters for equal rates of settling of the particles (Ref. 5.43, p. 192, equation
VIIL31; Ref. 5.44, p. 338, equation 9.9). Equation VHL31 in Ref. 5.43 includes a parameter, m,
which may vary between 0.5, for Stokes Law settling, to 1.0, for Newton's Law settling. Stokes
Law applies well for settling of small particles, less than about 50 pm in diameter, and the
Newton's Law to particles larger than about 0.5 cm, whose settling is controlled by turbulence
produced by the settling itself. Whereas both the size and shape of the particles that will be
produced are unknown, it seems certain that the sizes will be small, approaching the colloidal

* range, in view of the initial production of gelatinous alumina and generally fine grain size of
individual particles in rust, and it is assumed that the shapes will be sufficiently similar that the
shape effect will be small (Assumption 4.3.24). Conscquently, the exponent was chosen as 0.5,
as shown above. The equation assumes spherical particles.

Solids of interest in respect to differential settling within the DOE SNF canister, where it is most
important to keep an absorber with the fissile material, are the degradation products gibbsite, .
Al(OH),, goethite, FeOOH, soddyite, (UO,),Si0,-2H,0, and rhabophane, LnPO,-H,0, or
monazite, LnPO,, where Ln refers to a mixture of the lanthanide (rare earth) elements. These
have densities of 2.42, 4.26, 4.7, about 4.0, and about 5.25 g/cm’, respectively (Ref. 5.45,
pp. 236, 240, 568, 516, and 413 respectively). These were combined in the proportions that the
products would be produced, as calculated from the initial inventories of uranium aluminide,
aluminum metal, and steel in the canister (see Attachment IV), and with water, at a density of 1.0
" g/em’, for volume fractions of water of 0.6 and.0.9 (Ref. 5.55) to obtain the average density of a
suspension.

These data were used for calculating the diameter ratio for equal rates of settling of gibbsite
compared to that of soddyite and for goethite compared to that of soddyite for the two different
volume fractions of water. For each volume fraction two configurations were considered: one in

- which goethite was not mixed with the gibbsite and soddyite, and one in which it was. Details of

" the calculations are given in Attachment IV. At a water volume fraction of 0.6 with no admixed

goethite, the diameter ratio for gibbsite versus soddyite is about 2, and at a volume fraction of 0.9
it is about 1.7. With admixed goethite and a volume fraction of 0.6, the diameter ratio for
gibbsite versus soddyite is about 2.5 and for goethite versus soddyite is about 1.1; at a volume
fraction of 0.9 these ratios are about 1.1 and about 1,07, respectively. The implications of these
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results are that the soddyite would tend to settle faster than gibbsite, thereby producing a modest,
separation. However, this would occur early in the degradation and presumably the entire mass
would collect on top of steel components of the basket structure. In such a case, the separation is
of no importance to criticality because the fissile material would be adjacent to or mixed with the
neutron absorber material. If B stainless steel is used to absorb neutrons, the mass containing the
soddyite would settle directly on top of it. If Gd,0, is added instead as the absorber, it would
settle out somewhat faster, in view of its higher density, 7.4 g/cm’® (Ref. 5.39, p. B-113) and thus
lie on top of the steel basket structure mixed with or immediately below the soddyite. GdPO,,
density about 4.8 g/cm® (Ref. 5.45, pp. 413 and 679), if added, would also settle somewhat faster
than the soddyite directly on the stee!, and the thabdophane, GdPO,-H;0 that would likely form
from reaction with Gd,0,, density about 4 g/cm3 (Ref. 5.45, p. 516) would settle at about the
same rate as the soddyite. Consequently, any separation that might occur between the
degradation products of the aluminum and the fuel would be of no importance to criticality. As
degradation of the DOE SNF canister continues with the corrosion of the steel, large quantities of
iron oxides and hydroxides would be produced, but, as shown above, the potential for scparation
from fissile material is small. Moreover, any gadolinium present should remain admixed.

7.42.2 Analogy with Natura? Placer Deposits

It is well known in nature than heavy minerals may to some degree become separated from lighter
ones to form placer deposits. However, the degree of separation is not extreme in spite of the .
agitation and suspension in rivers and beaches responsible for the segregation. One might expect
the greatest separation from very heavy mincrals, such as gold, and much lighter common ones,
such as quartz. The respective densities are 17 (Ref. 5.39, p. B-115) and 2.65 (Ref. 5.45, p. 504).
Nevertheless, the percentage of gold in typical placers is very low. For example, in the famous
placer deposits associated with the Mother Lode in California, values were only 30¢/cubic meter
when gold was $20/troy oz. (Ref. 5.46, p. 276) which is only about 0.5 g/m’. These deposits
varied from 6 to 20 meters in depth, which says that the heavy mineral will not by itself settle to
the bottom of the sediment. Using a density of gravel of about 2 g/cm?, this amounts to only
about 1/4 part per million. Even at $3/per ton (gold valued at $35/troy 0z.), as cited for Klamath
Mountain placers (Ref. 5.46, p. 277), the concentration is very low. Without stream or wave
action to promote the differential settling of the gold the degree of concentration would be even
less. Moreover, this degree of separation occurs in sands and gravels, not in fine grained
materials, such as clays. Apparently, there are no known placer deposits for clay beds or their
rock equivalent, shales. Thus, these analogies also argue that the probability of significant
separation of the fine grained degradation products in the waste package as a consequence of
gravitational settling is extremely low.
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Examples of placer deposits rich in monazite include stream placers and flood plains in North
and South Carolina (resource of 600,000 tons of rare-carth oxides), beach and river placers
mostly along the Atlantic coast of Brazil (resource of 180,000 tons of rare-earth oxides), and
beach placers in Australia (resource of 480,000 tons of rare-carth oxides) (Ref. 5.46,

pp. 456-457). The deposits form slowly over great lengths of time as source rocks weather and
erode and sand grains are washed and suspended repeatedly. Nevertheless, separation of the
heavy minerals from lighter ones, such as quartz, is far from complete and further concentration
is required before a product suitable for smelting is obtained. No placers in very fine grained
sediments, such as clay, have apparently ever been discovered. . This implies that the differential
settling required to produce a useful deposit does not occur when the grain size in the
sedimenting solids is too fine. These observations indicate that, because there will be no
agitation analogous to that required to produce placers and because the grain size of the particles
will almost certainly be very fine, probably approaching colloidal sizes, the probability of
gravitational separation of fissile and absorber materials within a waste package is extremely
small.

7.4.3 Separation of B Absorber from U

This section relates to the use of boron as a criticality control material, for which purpose 1 - 2 kg
of boron is added to the DOE SNF canister basket in the form of B stainless steel plates. It was
shown in Ref. 5.38 that this quantity of boron was sufficient to prevent criticality as long as the
basket remained intact. The corrosion resistant stainless steel is used as the boron carrier in order
to keep the boron in place as long as possible; once the stainless steel corrodes, the highly soluble
boron dissolves and is subsequently flushed from the DOE SNF canister and waste package. As

_explained in Section 7.2.2.1, the waste package initially has nearly 250 kg of boron in the HLW
glass. Tables 7.2-3 and 7.3-1 show that a fairly likely scenario is for the boron from the degraded
HLW glass to be dissolved, precipitated, re-dissolved, and removed from the waste package _
before 10,000 years. The boron added specifically for criticality control will be more effectwc :
than that occurring as part of the HLW glass, for two reasons:

1) the added boron is placed in the DOE SNF canister to be in close proximity to the
enriched uranium where its neutron absorbing properties will be most effective, and

2) the B stamlcss stee]l will dcgradc much more slowly than docs the HLW glass
There is some possibility that some scenarios/configurations for aqueous degradation will avoid

extensive corrosion of the borated steel; the calculation of a probability which might be
* associated with such a process is described in Section 7.4.3.1. In the meantime, the corrosion of



Waste Package Operations o Design Analysis
Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste'

Package with HLW Canisters
" Document Identifier: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 P age 67 of 90

B stainless steel still poses the principal risk of criticality for the boron based criticality coh;rol
methodology. The range of earliest times at wlnch such a critical separauon can occur is
summarized in Section 7.4.3. l

7.4.3.1 Degradation of the B Stalnless Steel Basket

Calculations based on the assumed corrosion rate for B stainless steel, and summarized in Table
7.1-1, show that this criticality control material will be completely corroded away by 11,000
years, under aqueous attack. It is expected that most of the boron released from the corrosion of
B stainless steel will be dissolved, because of the high solubility of boron, and this is verified by
the EQ6 calculations summarized in Section 7.3.1. Because of this possible loss of criticality
control material, the criticality control effectiveness of B stainless steel is questionable.

On the other hand, it is possible for the waste package to degrade in such a way that the B
stainless steel in the DOE SNF canister is not contacted to a significant degree by circulating or
flowing water, so that the corrosion rate of the B stainless steel is severely limited. Sucha
configuration is illustrated in Figure 7.4-1, which shows a degraded waste package in which the
glass has degraded and formed a clayey mass filling most of the waste package, with the DOE
SNF canister within the clayey mass at some unspecified distance (which may be zero) below the
upper surface. As was shown in Table 7.1-1, the degradation of the HLW glass will occur in less
than 2000 years following breach of the waste package, breach of the HLW canister, and initial
exposure to water. However, all the canisters (HLW and codisposal) may not be contacted by
water at once, and complete degradation to the configuration shown in Figure 7.4-1 may take.
considefably longer.

With respect to the removal of boron, the fraction of the time for which the DOE SNF canister
will be contacted by water is of primary importance. To approximate the process by which water
dripping on the waste package is converted to flow and circulation through the waste package, it
is assumed that the primary direction of the water movement within the waste package is
downward, so that probability of a dripping flow contacting a mass within the package will be
equal to the fraction of the horizontal cross section area occupied by that mass

(Assumption 4.3.13). For the DOE SNF canister this fraction is 0.29.

For any given waste package, the occurrence of a drip, and the location of that drip, might be
independent of time, or might vary with time, In the latter case, the effect would be to convert
the small probability of corrosion of B stainless steel (0.29) to a certainty, but over a longer
period of time, which would be approximated by taking the nominal corrosion time of 11,000
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years (followmg breach of the DOE SNF canister) given in Table 7.1-1, and dividing by 0.29 to
get 38,000 years. Both vxcwpomts will be used for comparison of alternatives in Section 7.4.5.

"An additional conservative aspect of this analysis is that it neglects other configurations which
have even stronger prevention of water contacting the B stainless steel in the basket of the DOE
SNF canister, for example, the configuration in which the clay covering the DOE SNF canister
has insufficient permeability to permit any significant water flow over the B stainless steel.

7.4.3.2 Uranium Settled to the Bottom of the DOE SNF canister

As mentioned in Section 7.4.1, it is possible that the uranium aluminide particles will settle to the
bottom of the waste package while much or most of the basket is still intact, thereby separating
that uranjum from the boron remaining in the basket. The quantitative analysis of this possibility
is similar to that used for gadolinium as neutron absorber; further discussion of this configuration
is deferred to Section 7.4.4.2.
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Figure 7.4-1. Boron Criticality Control: Likely Degraded Configuration Showing that Water
Dripping into the Package may Bypass the DOE SNF Canister (or its Remnant),
Thereby Retarding the Dissolution of the B Stainless Steel and the Removal of the
Boron. _



Waste Package Operations Design Analysis

Title: Geochemical and Physical Analysis of Degradation Modes of HEU SNF in a Codisposal Waste
Package with HLW Canisters
Document Identifier: BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Page 70 of 90

7.4.4 Separation of Gd Absorber fromU

Unlike boron, gadolinium is basically insoluble, except for pH<6. Therefore, the corrosion
resistant properties of stainless steel are not required and the benefits of carbon steel would make
it the preferred alternative, not only for carrying the criticality control material (gadolinium), but
also for the structural basket. The principal benefits of carbon steel in this regard are the
following:

1) carbon steel hasa significantly higher yield strength than stainless steel (260 MPa vs 172
Mpa, Refs. 5.53 and 5.54),

2) carbon stee] will yield & more uniform spatial distribution of iron oxide, because its faster
general corrosion rate will result in more iron oxide being released in the initial basket
position, rather than after falling to the bottom in plates, as would stainless steel, and

3) the production rate of iron oxide from the oxidation of carbon steel more nearly
corresponds to the release rate of the uranium alumxmdc from the SNF.

As with boron, the principal probability of criticality arises from the removal of gadohmum from
the waste package due to solubility. The analysis of Section 7.3.2 shows that gadolinium is only
soluble at low pH, and then only if there is a limited amount of phosphate present in the system.
It is, therefore, useful to summarize the results in terms of the chemical form of the gadolinium

" used for criticality control.

7.4.4.1 Gadolinium as Gd,0,

The EQ6 simulations described in Section 7.3.2.1 show there is a possibility of low pH (as a
result of complete oxidation 'of the chromium in stainless steel to chromate), and this low pH will
be associated with a high solubility for gadolinium. In particular, Table 7.3-2 showed that the
amount of gadolinium which is certain to be retained in the system is limited by the amount of
phosphate present in the system when the gadolinium is released by the steel. Unless additional
phosphate is added, the worst case gadolinium retention could be as low as 337 g. For this
reason, the criticality control effectiveness of gadolinium can be said to be questionable.

However, configurations are possible in which the solution having pH lowered by the corroding
stainless steel is not in direct contact with the Gd,0, inside the DOE SNF canister. In such
configurations the Gd will remain insoluble and not be lost from the waste package. Such a
configuration is illustrated in Figure 7.4-2, which shows the stainless stee! from the HLW
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canisters degraded into small plates away from the likely locations of the uranium (which is most
likely still in the DOE SNF canister or its remnant). In developing this simplified model it is’
assumed that the stainless steel of the DOE SNF canister will not contribute significantly to the
acidification, since its corrosion will be primarily from the outside with the corrosion products
carried away from the DOE SNF canister, rather than into it. (Assumption 4.3.14) It is further
assumed that there will be no stainless steel in the basket because carbon steel is the preferable
basket material when gadolinium (rather than boron) is the criticality contro! material, as was
recommended in Section 7.4.4. (Assumption 4.3.16)

With the model described in the previous paragraph, this paragraph describes the method of
estimating the conditional probability of criticality given that water is dripping into the waste
package and that the water is accumulating in the clay formed from the HLW glass degradation -
products. The geometric model for this calculation is given in Figure 7.4-2. The probability of
the solution from the degrading stainless steel contacting the Gd in the DOE SNF canister (given
that water has dripped into, and collected in, the waste package) is the product of the probability
that the water will directly contact the DOE SNF canister within the waste package (estimated as
0.29 in Section 7.4.1, above), multiplied by the probability that the clay above the DOE SNF
canister (or its remnant) will contain a significant amount of corroding stainless steel. To
estimate this latter probability it is assumed that: '

1) the average height of the clay surface above the waste package bottom is uniformly . -
distributed between the diameter of the DOE SNF canister and the diameter of the waste

package, and

2) the top of the DOE -SNF canister (or that of its remnant) is uniforfnly distributed between
the diameter of the DOE SNF canister and the height of the clay surface.

It is further assumed that the probability of the clay above the DOE SNF canister having a
significant amount of corroding steel, is approximated by the ratio of the average depth of the
DOE SNF canister divided by the maximum depth (which is the waste package diameter minus
the DOE SNF canister diameter). (Assumption 4.3.17) This gives the double integral

' | hdh
poe] Pl M

where D is the diameter of the waste package and d is the diameter of the DOE SNF canister.
This integral is normalized to (divided by) D-d, to give a value of 1/4(D-d)/D=0.19. Further
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details of this integral are given in Attachment V. When this factor is multiplied by the 0.29
calculated earlier, the resulting conditional probability (of this process which is necessary for
criticality to occur) given the increased dripping on the individual waste package is 0.055.
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Figure 74-2. Gd,0; Likely Configuration Which Will Keep Low pH Water Away from the
" Fissile Material in the DOE SNF Caqister (or its Remnants)
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As with the analysis of boron removal in Section 7.4.3.1, above, the occurrence of a drip, and the

*location of that drip, might be independent of time, or might vary with time. In the latter case,
the effect would be to convert the small probability of contacting the DOE SNF canister (0.29) to
a certainty, but over a longer period of time, which would be approximated by taking the nominal
time to lose most of the gadolinium, 60,000 years following breach of the DOE SNF camster
given in Table 7.3-2, and dividing by 210,000 years. v

7.4.4.2 Gadolinium as GdPO,

It has been shown in Section 7.3.2.2 that gadolinium incorporated as GdPO, will be sufficiently
insoluble that it will remain in the waste package for more than several hundred thousand years.
Therefore, the following two scenarios, which have already been suggested as the last two
scparation mechanisms described in Section 7.4.1, are presented to represent the opposite
extremes for generating a separation of. neutron absorber from fissile material while both remain
inside the DOE SNF canister:

1) a major fraction of the uranium particles settles to the bottom through holes in the
remaining basket platcs, and

2) a significant fraction of the gadolinium is trapped in the steel cutout from the plates as a
result of random pitting corrosion of a periphery for each cutout; these cutouts will scttle
to the bottom through holes (pits and cutouts) in the remaining basket plates.

For calculation convenience it is assumed that the waste package is oriented such that the large
basket plates, shown horizontal in Figure 7.4-3, actually are horizontal and that the disposition of
material from the plates which are angled to the large plates (shown in Figure 7.4-3 and described
in Refs. 5.38 and 5.55) will be the same as for the horizontal plates (Assumption 4.3.29).

The following analysis applies to both scenarios.

The geometry for this analysxs begins thh the waste package and DOE SNF canister for the
highly enriched MIT SNF. Most of the fuel is contained in the volume within the four longest
plates of the DOE SNF canister, and these plates are featured, in simplified form, in the drawing
of Figure 7.4-3, which is a simplification of the complete basket description given in Refs. 5.38
and 5.55. For purposes of defining the maximum cutout, a random distribution of pits was
simulated over the maximum unsupported basket plate span (15 cm x 60 cm x 0.8 cm thick).
The pit penetrations at the surface were taken to be 0.8 cm square cells, This cell size
approximates the volume (Assumption 4.3.25) corroded by a pit, by using a cube having
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dimension equal to the thickness of the basket plate. In this manner, the maximum unsupported
plate is divided into a 19 x 75 rectangular array, &s shown in Figure 7.4-4. It is assumed that this
pit size is appropriate to carbon steel. For stainless steel it is assumed that the pit cross section
area is 1% of the carbon steel value (Assumption 4.3.25), so that there are 100x as many square
cells on the reference basket plate.

Figure 7.4-3. DOE SNF Canister Geometry for the MIT SNF
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Figure 7.4-4. Grid of Square Pit Locations Typical of Carbon Steel

A cutout is defined as a region containing contiguous un-pitted cells, and completely surrounded
by pits. Contiguous means adjacent in the horizontal or vertical direction; cells linked only by a
diagonal are not considered contiguous. However, by the definition of contiguous for the interior
of a cutout, diagonal neighbors are close enough to serve as a segment of the boundary of a
cutout.

A computer program, pitgen.c, was used to randomly select, from the grid, the locations for the
occurrence of pits. After each of a specified number of pits is generated, the program scans the
array to detect the cutouts and count the area (number of square cells) enclosed in the cutouts. It
is assumed that all pits grow at a uniform rate, and the only randomness is the total number of
pits and their distribution (Assumption 4.3.26). For the reference 19 x 75 grid size (carbon steel)
three realizations are illustrated by the three pairs of figures: Figures 7.4-5a and 7.4-5b; 7.4-6a
and 7.4-6b; and 7.4-7a and 7.4-7b for pitting percentages of 42%, 49%, and 56%, respectively.
The (a) figure of each pair uses a unique ASCH symbol to represent the locations of each cutout.
The (b) figure represents all the cutout locations with the symbol °.". All the figures represent the
pit locations with the ‘+* symbol. In these figures there is an additional type of - non-pitted cell

" which cannot be part of a cutout because it is linked, by a chain of contiguous unpitted cells, to a
boundary, so that the region cannot be completely surrounded by pits. This exclusion from
cutout status represents the fact that a partly corroded plate can maintain its position if it is
welded at one end like a cantilevered beam. Obviously there is some limit to the length of such a
cantilever. In keeping with the approximation of this study there was no attempt to estimate what
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this limit should be. Instead, this limitation of cantilever capability is approximated by .
implementing it on the top and left boundaries of the grid (plate) and permitting the designation
of cutout when the collection of unpitted cells intersects the lower or right border. A cantilever
which connects opposite borders (thereby becoming a bridge) will not be counted as a cutout, in
keeping with the additional support supplied by the connection to the opposite side. In the (a)
figure of each pa:r. the space  ’ is used to identify the cantilever locauons. in the (b) figure of
cach pair the ‘0’ symbol is used.
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Figure 7.4-5a. Example Cutout Map for 19 x 75 Grid (Modeling Carbon Steel).

Pit fraction=0.421, cutout fraction=0.153, number of cutouts=47 avg cutout=4.638.

Symbols: *+° indicates a pit location; other printing ASCII characters indicate uniquely identified
cutouts; blank space indicates a non-pitted location which is not part of cutout because of
connection to the upper or left boundary. -
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Figure 7.4-5b. Example Cutout Map for 19 x 75 Grid (Modeling Carbon Steel).

Pit fraction=0.421, cutout fraction=0.153, number of cutouts=47 avg cutout=4.638.
Symbols: ‘4’ indicates a pit location; *.’ indicates a cutout interior location; ‘o’ indicates a non-
pitted location which is not part of a cutout because of connection to the upper or left boundary.
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Figure 7.4-6a. Example Cutout Map for 19 x 75 Grid (Modeling Carbon Steel).

Pit fraction=0.491, cutout fraction=0.275, number of cutouts=86 avg cutout=4.558.

Symbols: ‘4 indicates a pit location; other printing ASCII characters indicate uniquely identified
cutouts; blank space indicates a non-pitted Jocation which is not part of a cutout because of
connection to the upper or left boundary.
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Figure 7.4-6b. Example Cutout Map for 19 x 75 Grid (Modeling Carbon Steel).

Pit fraction=0.491, cutout fraction=0.275, number of cutouts=86 avg cutout=4.558.
Symbols: ‘+’ indicates a pit location; .’ indicates cutout interior location; ‘o’ indicates a non-
pitted location which is not part of a cutout because of connection to the upper or left boundary.
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Figure 7.4-7a. Example Cutout Map for 19 x 75 Grid (Modeling Carbon Steel).

Pit fraction=0.561, cutout fraction=0.300, number of cutouts=121 avg cutout=3.537.

Symbols: ‘+’ indicates a pit location; other printing ASCI characters indicate uniquely identified
cutouts; blank space indicates a non-pitted location which is not part of a cutout because of
connection to the upper or left boundary.
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Figure 7.4-7b. Example Cutout Map for 19 x 75 Grid (Modeling Carbon Steel).

Pit fraction=0.561, cutout fraction=0.300, number of cutouts=121 avg cutout=3.537.
Symbols: ‘+* indicates a pit location; ‘o’ indicates a non-pitted location which is not part of a
cutout because of connection to the upper or left boundary.

The symbol selection of the (a) series figures is most useful for visual verification of the
horizontal or vertical adjacency of locations within an individual cutout. The symbol selection of
the (b) series figures is most useful for visual verification of the complete surrounding of each
cutout by pits (*+'symbols), and for the identification of cantilevered arcas. Comparison of
Figures 7.4-5b, 7.4-6b, and 7.4-7b illustrates the manner in which increasing the number of pits
will decrease the cantilevered fraction (calculated as 1-(pitted fraction)-(cutout fraction)).
Starting with nearly 50% cantilevered for 42% pitted (Figure 7.5-5b, which illustrates one
complete cantilevered bridge from top to bottoin at the left side of the figure) the sequence
reduces to only 14% cantilevered for 56% pitted (Figure 7.5-7b).

Using the cutout analysis program, statistics for 100 realizations were gcﬁcratcd for grid sizes
representing both carbon steel (19 x 75) and stainless steel (190 x 750) The results are given in
Table 7.4-1a and 7.4-1b.
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Table 74-1a. Cutout Statistics for a 19 x 75 Grid (to Mode] Carbon Steel).

Pitfrac. Cutfrac SDcutfrac NumCutout SDCutout " Avarea

0.070 0.000 0.000 0 0.196 1.500
0.140 0.001 0.001 1l 0.790 1.212
0.211 0.003 0.003 3 1.545 1.503
0.281 0.013 0.010 9 3.218 2.163
0.351 0.059 . 0.033 22 4.762 3.735
0.421 0.189 0.057 47 €.829 5.726€
0.491 0.292 0.041 80 8.001 5.298
0.561 0.318 0.022 114 8.260 3.962
0.632 - 0.292 0.011 141 10.225 2.957
0.702 0.246 0.007 153 $.150 2.287
0.772 ~ 0.192 0.005 144 13.3%4 1.899

Table 7.4-1b. Cutout Statistics for a 190 x 750 Grid (to Model Stainless Steel)

Pitfrac Cutfrac SDcutfrac NumCutout SDCutout Avarea

0.070 0.000 0.000, 4 1.775 l1.011
0.140 0.000 0.000 5 €.577 1.082
0.211 0.002 0.000 25€6 15.959 1.21%
0.281 0.008 0.000 830 28.571 .1.575
0.351 0.051 0.005 2224 41.343 3.246
0.421 0.486 0.017 4987 63.750 13.859
0.491 0.484 0.002 8915 85.213 7.730
0.561 0.425 0.001 13003 .88.518 4.663
0.632 - 0.360 0.000 16279 101.084 3.154
0.702 0.293 0.000 18040 95.424 2.313
0.772 0.224 0.000 17805 81.708 1.796

It should, of course, be noted that the times to corrode the stainless steel may be up to 2 orders of
magnitude greater than for the carbon steel. Nevertheless, the following comparisons are
important: '

*  The maximum cutout fraction for stainless steel is significantly greater than for carbon steel,
as would be expected from the smaller pit size (finer resolution grid).

s The maximum cutout fraction for stainless steel occurs at a lower pitting fraction than for
carbon steel, increasing the importance of cutouts as 2 mechanism for removing material.

The remainder of this section is devoted to an estimate of the worst case separation of the Gd
from the U. .
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For carbon steel, the percent of Gd trapped in cutouts is estimated to be one half the cutout
fraction to account for the fact that by the time the pit penctrates the 0.8 cm plate thickness, 50%
of the plate thickness will also have been removed by bulk corrosion. The reason for this factor
is as follows: the pitting corrosion factor for carbon steel (the carrier metal of choice for the
GdPO, neutron absorber material) is 4 (Ref. 5.36, Section 5.4.4), which means that the pit -
penetration rate is 4 times the bulk corrosion rate; the bulk corrosion rate is then increased by a
factor of 2 to account for corrosion from both surfaces, while the pit can only go from one surface
at a time. This analysis provides a lower bound for the amount of Gd which will be removed to
the bottom; since the Gd precipitate remaining from corrosion of the steel is not significantly
hydrolized, it is all likely to remain on top of the remaining thickness of uncorroded plate and all
be available to fall through the cutout when it develops. Furthermore, the Gd will not actually be
emplaced in the basket structural steel, but rather in a thinner plate (0.25 cm) fastened to the
structural basket plates (mostly the horizontal platcs indicated in Figure 7.4-3), which is likely to
be completely corroded before the cutout appears in the plate to which it is attached. It will ali be
available to fall through any cutout which appears beneath it.

As shown in Figure 7.4-3, the basket was approximated by the 4 largcst plates, so that all the fuel
is approximated as falling between these plates. Therefore, there are no cutouts or particulates
falling through the top plate. Furthermore, the lowest plate approximates the bottom of the
canister. Therefore, the probability of settling through the plates was estimated as the average of
the probabilities of passing through 2 plates, 1 plate, and zero plates. For this calculation the .
probabilities of passing through the several numbers of plates is as follows: (1) zero plates, which
requires no special conditions so the probability = 1; (2) one plate, probability = the sum of the
fraction of area covered by pits plus the fraction cutout, and (3) two plates, probability is the
square of the one plate pass-through. ,

This methodology is illustrated in Table 7.4-2, for the largest cutout fractions in Tables 7.4-1a
and 7.4-1b. Typical calculations are given in the footnotes to the table, and further details are
given in Attachment V. i
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Table 7.4-2. Worst Case (Maximum Cutout) Maximum U which can Settle to the Bottom and
Minimum Gd which will Settle to thc Bottom. ,

Material % basket %cutout | Max %of U | Min % of Gd at
covered by pits at bottom* bottom ¥

Carbonsteel | 56 32 78 144

Stainless steel | 42 49 83 45§

For max U at bottom the min Gd at bottom is sufficient to prevent criticality.
For min Gd at bottom the remaining Gd distributed will be sufficient to prevent crmcahty
with all the U distributed.

(1+f+£2) (0.32/2)/3, where £=0.56+0.32

(1+f+£%) (0.49)/3, where £=0.42+0.49

PV Y Y R

This approximation may overestimate the amount of material passing through the plates for the
following reasons:

1) the pit holes may not be in suﬂicicnﬂy large contiguous groups to permit the passing of a
large cutout falling from a plate above, and

2) miuch of the wider plates® cutouts/pits will fall on the canister wall, rather than on the |
plate below, which will be smaller area for the lowest plate.

To be precise, the settling uranium must still pass through the lowest plate in order to reach the
bottom. By neglecting this last requirement (lumping the lowest together with the bottom), the
amounts collecting at the bottom of the DOE SNF canister are overestimated, which is
conservative.

7A4.5 Comparison of Probability of Criticality

This analysis is concerned with the occurrence of configurations which may be critical, and not
with the actual occurrence of criticality per se. Nevertheless, the results of the calculations of
configurations in Sections 7.4.3 and 7.4.4 can be used, together with probabilities of water
infiltration and water retention (for moderation), to compare probability of criticality with the
three alternative criticality control materials. This comparison is given in Table 7.4-3. The first
line of this table gives the conditional probabilities for the occurrence of a geometry and
geochemistry which removes the neutron absorber which was calculated in Sections 7.4.3.1 and
7.4.2.1 for the first two columns. For purposes of illustration, the time period covered by these
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probabilities is taken to be 40,000 to 60,000 years. As cxplamcd in Section 7.4.3, for 40,000
years, the conditional probability of boron loss, given the infiltration (dripping) and collection of
water in the DOE SNF canister, becomes 1. For Gd,0,, however, the 60,000 years coincides with
“the shortest time to achieve low pH and high Gd solubility, as given by the analysis in Section
7.4.4.1, so the probability that the low pH solution will contact the gadolinium remains as
calculated in that section. The conditional probability of zero in the third column (GdPO,)
reflects the analysis summarized in Section 7.4.4.2, and would hold for upwards of several
hundred thousand years. The second line of Table 7.4-3 is an adaptation of probability
calculations made in Ref. 5.52. The items in the third line are the products of the first two lines.
The details of the calculation of the second line are given in Attachment V.

Table 7.4-3. Comparison of Probabilities for Potentially Critical Configurations for Alternative
Criticality Control Materials (time horizon: 60,000 years)

Description of system element Criticality control material
boron Gd,0, GdPO,

Conditional probability of a geometry and 1.0 0.075 0

geochemistry which removes the indicated A

neutron absorber

Probability of required infiltration and water for | 0.007 0.007 0.007

moderator (same for all control alternatives) '

Combined probability of criticality 7x103 5.3x10* 0
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8. Conclusions ’ ‘

This analysis investigated through simulation methods the likely geochemical conditions for the ’
degraded waste package after the corrosion/dissolution of its initial form (so that it can be
effective in preventing criticality). The conclusions drawn from this analysis are as follows:

If the DOE SNF canister is breached while the HLW glass is still degrading, it is likely that.
the highly alkaline solution from the degrading HLW may dissolve a significant fraction of
the uranium released by the degraded SNF. This dissolved uranium may be flushed from the
waste package, thereby prccludmg the possibility of intemal criticality. The maximum pH
and the consequent maximum uranium solubility, is decreased somewhat by an increased
concentration of carbon dioxide, which may be possible in the reposnory environment, but
not by enough to significantly affect this conclusion.

The small difference in density between the uranium-containing particulates and the
gadolinium-containing particulates expected in the degraded waste package will not result in
significant horizontal stratification. This conclusion is based on a theoretical analysis using
the range of possible settling velocities and on a review of the literature on the stratification
in natural placcr dcposnts .

With the progressive degradation of the basket of the DOE SNF canister, some of the
gadolinium can settle to the bottom in intact fragments of steel, but only while a significant
fraction of the basket remains intact. The geometric hinderance of the remaining basket will
limit the amount of gadohmum which can settle by this mechanism to less than 15% of the
total. \

The criticality control effectiveness of B stainless steel is questionable because it may
degrade in less than 20,000 years following exposure to water, releasing the highly soluble
boron to be flushed from the DOE SNF canister and the waste package. Such a scenario may
be delayed and/or reduced in probability by the following:

1) only the fraction of the waste package flow, or circulation, intersecting the DOE SNF
canister will be effective in causing the removal of boron, and

2) the flow and circulation in the waste package is reduced with time by the increasing
amount and density of clay.

The criticality control effcctwcncss of gadolinium oxide is qucstnonablc because it may
become soluble 1f the solution in the waste package bccomcs acxdxc. which can result from
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the corrosion products of stainless steel. Such a scenario may be delayed and/or reduced in
probability by factors reducing the overall flow effectivencss mentioned in connection with
the B stainless steel conclusion, above, and by the limited mass of stainless steel fragments
immediately upstream of the DOE SNF canister (which is the only place from which they can
influence the pH in the DOE SNF canister). _

*  Gadolinium phosphate appears to be insoluble over the entire range of pH possible in the
waste package generally and in the DOE SNF canister in particular. This conclusion is based
on: . .

1) EQ6 simulations which include consideration of all the types and amounts of materials
which may be found in the waste package at any time, and

2) the occurrence of very old rare earth phosphates in nature to such an extent that they form
the principal ore for rare earth mining.

¢ Gadolinium initially Joaded as gadolinium oxide into the codisposal basket may be rendered
insoluble by combination with the phosphate present from other sources within the waste
package. However, with the limited amount of such incidental phosphate available, most of
the gadolinium required for criticality control will remain uncombined with phosphate, and.
hence, be at risk of removal from the waste package.

s - In the absence of experimental data on corrosion rates on uranium silicide (the fuel material
for the ORR), a review of the thermodynamic constants indicates a probable corrosion rate
no faster than that of the uranium aluminides used in the MIT fuel. Furthermore, the amount
of silicon released by the corrosion of the uranium silicide will be much less than that
already released by the degrading HLW glass. Therefore, it will be a conservative
approximation if the degradation analysis of this document, for the MIT fuel, is applied to
the ORR fuel as well. (Section 7.2.3) -

- ¢ Since boron is highly soluble, the only way to delay/prevent its removal from the waste
package is to encapsulate it in a corrosion resistant material, such as stainless steel, or, still
better, zircaloy. If, on the other hand, gadolinium is used as the criticality control material,
we rely on its fundamental insolubility. Gadolinium can, therefore, be encapsulated ina
material chosen for properties other than corrosion resistance. Carbon steel seems to be the

‘encapsulation material of choice for gadolinium because its corrosion releases iron oxide
with a simultaneous increase in volume which provides a significant dcgree of criticality
control in the form of moderator exclusion.
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9. Attachments

This section contains gcncral supporting information for the design analysxs prescnted in the
sections above. Supporting spreadsheets and other information provxdcd as hardcopy are listed in
Table 9-1.

9.1 Hardcopy Attachments

Supporting documentation, source listings of ancillary computer codes, and calculational
Spreadshcets provided as attachments in hardcopy form are listed in Table 9-1.

Table 9-1. List of Attachments

Attachment No. Title Date No. of Pages

I Algorithm for Successive Runs Simulating Flow and Transport | 12/04/97 4

o Scripts and Programs to Perform Simulations | 120807 9

m Spreadsheets for EQ3/6 Calculations 1215897 100

v Hindered Settling Particle Diameter Ratios 12/05/97 8

v Listing of pitgen.c, program to generate pit locations | 1205597 7

and analyse them for occurrence of cutouts
Vi Check of Flushing Routine 1271297 1
vl MIT Codisposal Canister Sketch - ’ 121297 1

9.2 Electronic Attachments

The following supponmg documents are in electronic form on a Colorado Trakker® tape (Ref. 5.30)
and are listed below.

UALIAl~1 ALL 46,760,725 - 12-10-97 3:30p UAlIalOrmm.allout
J13AVGL 30 121,492 12-10-%7 3:52p jl3avgl.3o
UALIBS~1 ALL 39,406,705 12-12-97 9:58a UAlIbSmm.allout
UALIBS~2 ALL 39,650,595 12-10-97 3:35p UAlIbSrmm.allout
UALIIA~1 ALL 1,243,386 12-10-97 3:35p UAlIZalrmm.allout
UALIB1~1 ALL 2,677,106 12-10-97 3:36p UAllIblrmm.allout
UALIIB~1 ALL 37,553,075 12-12-97 9:5%a UAlIIbSmm.allout
UALIAS~1 ALL 12,019,358 112-10-97 6:57p UAlIaSmmr.allout
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UALIII~2
UALIAO~1
UALIBO~1
UALIII~3
UALIII~4
J13AVGlS
J13AVG20
J13AVG21
BORAX
DATAON~1
DATAON~1
DATAON~1
UALIIA~2
UALIII~1
UALIIB~2
UALIII-~S
UALIB1~2
UALIEN~1
UALIIB~3
UALIII~6
UALICS~1
§s
UALIII~8
Cs

ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
30
60
60
60
R3
R5
R7
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ALL
ouT
ALL

ouT

12,164,309
3,891,709
1,524,818

19,149,699

21,242,288

123,821
108,477
100,083
€7,755
2,325,742
2,310,852
2,328,835
59,342,190
37,114,615

37,792,875

27,850,582
39,373,030
38,235,044
29,843,831
15,321,265
22,234,205

68,949
11,966,981

70,921

12-12-97
12-11-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-57
12-10-87
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-10-97
12-12-87
12-10-97
12-11-%7
12-11-97
12-11-97
12-11-97
12-11-97
12-06-97
12-11-97
12-06-97
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10:00a
3:21p
3:49p
3:50p
3:50p
3:52p
3:52p
3:52p
3:S3p
3:53p
3:53p
3:53p
7:00p
7:02p
9:56a
7:10p
3:24p
3:27p
3:28p
3:29p
3:31p
4:46p
3:31p
4:44p

UA1IIIbSmm.allout
UAlIz0.1lrmm.allout
UALIbO.lrmm.allout
UAlIXIciO.lmm.allout
UAlIITIeO.lmm.allout
jl3avgl9.3o0
jl3avg20.6o
j13avg2l.6o
borax. 6o
datal.nuc.R3
datald.nuc.R5
datal0.nuc.R?
UAlIXIaSmmr.allout
UAlIITaSmmr.allout
UAlIIbSrmm.allout
UAlIIXcO.lrmm.allout
UAlIblOrmm.allout
UAlIDNFSmm.allout
UAlIIbNFSmm.allout
UAlIIIcO.lmm.allout
UAlIcSmm.allout
s8.0ut .
UAlIIId0.1mm.allout
cs.out
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Attachment L. Algorithzh for Successive Runs Simulating Flow and Transport

Background

EQ6 is basically a batch code, with an individual run operating on a fixed set of reagents, which may
be augmented by a set of reagents introduced at a fixed rate throughout the run. Using the fixed rate
mechanism it is possible to simulate the input of water during the course of a single run. The removal -
of water is modeled between successive runs by restarting with the same amount of water as was
standing in the waste package at the beginning of the previous run and with the amounts of solutes
for the start of the new run being adjusted for the amount of water removed. For this purpose we -
bave used the EQ3/6 capability to restart with the conditions at the end of the previous run, by
incorporating the “pickup” file from the previous run into the “input” file for the next run. This
process has been automated with a computer code to read the “pickup” and “output” files from one
run, and adjust the amounts of solutes to refiect the removal of an amount of water required to bring
the total standing water back to the standing water at the beginning of the previous run. Repetition
of this sequence of computer codes will simulate the flushing action provide by a dripping into
standing water which is circulating and overflowing to maintain a constant amount of standing water.
This is especially useful when the drip rate becomes much higher than 1 mm/yr since it can simulate
the dilution effect of the new water coming in.

This attachment describes how this automated system works and lists the source code for all of its
component parts. The source code files are also included in the electronic files attachment
(Attachment IIT). Because this scheme rapidly produces a great deal of output, the algorithm was
set up to retain only the most essential information. This is done by creating two files, initially
named “allin”, which contains the input data for each of the successive runs, and “allout™, which
contains the important results but does not twice repeat the input file portion of the normal output
file, nor other information which occupies considerable space. It is also important keep track of the
concentrations at the end of each run, which are subsequently adjusted by the antomated system; the
file “allpick™ is used for this purpose. Thus, the output from a "run” will be found in several files,
each of which is a history of a chain of individual EQ6 runs.

Algorithm

In the following discussion "current run” refers to the one just completed, or the last one for which
the EQ6 code has generated data. The “current run” is the one whose values are used for the source
of data to set up the next run in the sequence.

In the algorithm, x = moles of solvent water at the end of the current run, y = moles of water at end
of current run, and z = moles of water added by mixing in new J-13 water during the current run.
Z is delta moles of J-13 solution, as reported in the output file of EQS, divided by an appropriate
factor, e.g., 3. See the implementation section below for an explanation of this factor.

I-1
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The algorithm calculates r = xy/(x+z).

From the pickup file, p = moles aqueous is read from the last column of the first table listing
chemical eomposition data. .

From the pickup file, ¢ = total moles is read fmm the middle column of the first table listing
chemical composition data.

The algorithm then replaces p by 5pfy, and replaces q by g-pHply. [rfy = x/(x+2)]

The algorithm then adjusts what is called the “logarithmic™ basis spccxcs by using a ratio
developed in the following steps:

alt reads the value of the “logarithmic™ species from pickup file (except for H+ and species
O, and thereafter). This is the log of the molality of the uncomplexed basis species. Here
this value is called g.

b. It takes the antilég, here called h, multiplies it by the reducnon factor x/(x+2) to get ', takes
the log of b’ to get g’ and replaces g by g' in the pickup file.

This procedure involves the assumption that the ratio of free to total aqueous species of an element
at the end of the process of first admixing a solution in relatively large amounts, then removing a
corresponding amount of the resulting solution, as the ratio would be if this process wére performed
during each step of reaction progress in EQ6. The resultant new set of logarithmic basis species need
only be good enough to permit the Newton Raphson algorithm in EQ6 to converge.

Implementation of the algorithm

The objective is to change the pickup file to correspond to losses to the system that would result
from outflow of solution produced by influx of a water solution, e.g., J-13 well water, from outside
the system as changed by reaction within the system in such a way as to maintain the volume of
influx equal, at least approximately, to the volume of effiux. To accomplish this:

1. From the output file, note the number of moles of J-13 added, e.g., delta J-13 divided by the
mole fraction of oxygen in the solution that corresponds to free water (this excludes the oxygen -
tied up in sulfate, carbonate, etc.), and call this z. The methodology is described in the following

paragraphs.

Let z' be the number of moles of J-13 solution added. This needs to be modified by an
appropnatc factor, which for dilute solutions is 1/3. This factor is the atom fraction of oxygen
in pure water; for pure water the solution would be normalized to two gram atoms of H plus one
gram atom of O to yicld a normalization factor of 173. In order to add the right number of moles

2
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of water into the system, relative to the drip rate which is entered as the moles of solution added
per second (the product of rk1, the rate of the pseudo-reaction which adds the water, and sk, the
surface area over which this mythical reaction takes place), by means of the mixing option in
EQS6 the "moles” of solution must be multiplied by 3, which is done by means of specifying a
value of 3 for fx in the input file. [Most of this added water is added to the moles of solvent
water, the rest entering clays and other hydrous solids.] This means that the number in the
output file for delta moles of solution is three times the moles of water added to the system.
Hence, to make the appropriate changes to the pickup file, delta moles must be divided by 3.
[There exist other ways of setting up the problcm, ¢.g., using mole fractions of oxides rather
than of elements; so long as internal consistency is maintained between the way the run is set
up in the input file and the algorithm, correct results can be obtained.].

For more concentrated solutions, the normalization factor must again be the ratio of moles of
free water to moles of solution. The moles of free water may be determined by subtracting the
gram atoms of sulfate, carbonate, water incorporated into aqueous complexes, etc. from the total
number of gram atoms of oxygen in the solution. Thus, in this case, i.e., an inflowing
concentrated solution, fx should be the ratio, moles of solution/moles of free water. Likewise,

~ in making changes to the pickup file, delta moles must be divided by this factor. The default
value in the algorithm is 3, but may be changed at run time.

The calculational scheme involves adding “new” solution, e.g., J-13 well water, as a special
reactant, in keeping with the fluid mixing option in EQ®6.

2. From the output file, note the number of moles of solvent water at the start of the current run,
x, and the amount at the end of the current run, y.

3. To simulate flow and transport, it is necessary to periodically remove the water added, i.c.,
simulate it moving along the flow path. The need, then, is to subtract the amount of water
added, minus the share of this added water that entered clays and other hydrous solids. In this
way the water added is removed from the aqueous system, partly by entering solids and the rest
by flowing out of the system. Conversely, water could be released from destruction of clays.

4. The total water entering or leaving clays (and other solids) = amount of solvent water initially
present + the amount of solvent water in J-13 added - amount of solvent water present at the
end. This yields the total water entering claysasx +z - y.

5. Of the amount of water that enters solids, the share that comes from ncwly added J-13 is z/(x
"+ 2), the ratio of new solvent water to the total solvent water before solids are formed.
~ Therefore, the amount of newly added water that enters solids is z(x + z - y)/(x + z). To keep
the total water in the system constant the remainder of the ncwly added water, s, needs to be
removcd.

I3
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6.

10.

1L

Then, s =2 -2(x + Z - YW(x + z) = zy/x + z). This amount m'tum needs to be subtracted from
the current amount of solvent water, y. Call this remainderr. After doing the algcbra. one gets
r=y-zy/(x +2) = xy/(x +2)

From this analysis one may conclude. that, if the amount of water that may be released from
clays is not too large, the proper amounit of water for the next step (run) is r, so the fraction of
solvent water remaining is r/y. This leads to the conclusion that the correct amount of moles
in the aqueous solution is generally obtained by multiplying moles aqueous by rly = x/(x + z).
However, if a large amount of water is released from clays.and hydrates, the amount of solvent
water could exceed 1 kg. This would result in overfilling of the void space. In such a case, the

. amount of water needs to be reduced further to limit the amount of solvent water to 1 kg. This

is accomplished by adjustmg the value of r so that the solvent water for the next run will be
calculated to be 1 kg.

The final objective is to adjust the pickup file, which will be read into the new “input” file. In
particular, the algorithm will adjust values for the parameters listed as “moles™, “moles
aqueous”, and “Jogarithmic basis species”.

From the pickup file, call “moles aqueous” p. Then, following the conclusion in step 7, one gets
a new quantity, called m = rpfy. This is the new amount to enter in the “moles aqueous™ column
to replace p.

Next one needs to correct the “moles” column. * Call the entry here q, which is the sum of
“moles aqueous” and moles solid. The number of moles of solid remains the same, and the
aqueous portion is to be adjusted to equal m. Moles of solid is q - p. Thus, the new quannty
shouldbeq-p+m=n.

Repeat steps 9 & 10 for all elements, except for gases, é.g.. O,(g).

Correct logarithmic basis species. These entries are the logarithms of the molalities of
uncomplexed basis species. The logic is to decrease these molalities in the same proportion as
used for decreasing the total moles of agqueous species. This is easily accomplished by reading
a value of the logarithmic basis species, taking the antilog, multiplying by the reduction factor,
taking the log, and entering the result as the new value of the logarithmic basis species.

I4
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. Attachment Il. Scripts and Programs to Perform Simulations

bidinput.bat

echo *did not run bldinput" >sfile
count=1
bldinput , :
read status <sfile
if [ "$status” I= “go" ]
then
echo §$status
echo "job terminated"
exit
fi
echo $count
while [ $count -1t 20 ]
do
mv bldinput.out input
eqb6drRl36.opt
cat input >> allin
cat pickup >> allpick
cat output >> allout
cat tab >> alltab
nxtinput
read status <sfile
if [ "$status” i= "go" ]
then ' :
echo $status
echo "job termlnated'
exit
fi ’
count="expr $count + 1
echo $count
done
exit

bidinput.in

root date creator
autoflolII 08/16/97 Automated

#include <stdio.h>
#include <string.h>
#include <stdlib.h>
#include <math.h> °

delmaxtime
2.1le+08

Ikxznﬁwr4;1997
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float getfloat(char*,int,int);
void setup().bldpick().infromstd(), infromlast(),
strinsert (char*,char*,int,int);
int locate0(char*,FILE*},locateall (char*, FILE*), tobar(char*,;nt).

float duration,delmaxtime;

char dummy[100],buffer(90],lookahead[S0];

char froot[20],cname{20], fname([20];

FILE *fin,*fout, *fp,*ftemp, *fstd, *foutout,*finin.*fsfile,

void main()

{int i,3,k,flag;

fsfile=fopen("sfile", "w");

fprintf (£sfile,*go\n");

flag=1l;

fout—fopen('bldlnput out*,*w");/*file to be moved to input*/
if(flag==1) infromstd(); : _

/*else infromlast();*/}

void infromstd()
{int 1i,3,k;
char tempstr{20),datestr[10];
fstd=fopen("input”,"r");/*template for initial input file*/
fin=fopen(®bldinput.in", "r");/*filename, creator,duration)*/
fgets (dummy, 100, £in) ; /*readthrough labels of setup data*/
fscanf(fin, "%s %s %s %f",froot,datestr, cname, &delmaxtzme),
strcpy (fname, froot) ;
strcat(fname,"1.6i "):
locate0O (" |EQ", fstd);
strinsert (dummy, fname, 22, strlen(fname));
fputs (dummy, fout) ;
locate0 (" |Created”, fstd);
strcat (cname, * *);
strinsert (dummy,datestr,9,8);
strinsert (dummy, cname, 30, strlen(cname));
fputs (dummy, fout) ;
locate0("| starting time", fstd);
i=tobar(dummy, 1) ;
if (i<0)
{printf("couldn't find |*);
exit(0);) '
i=tobar (dummy,i+l);
if (i<0)
{printf(*couldn’'t find |");
exit(0);)
i=tobar (dummy, i+1);

12
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if (i<0) .
{printf(*couldn’t find |");
exit(0);)}
sprintf (tempstr, *$12.5e"*,delmaxtime) ;
k=strlen({tempstr);
j=tobar (dummy,i+l);

if(j<0)
{printf("couldn't £ind |*);
exit(0);}

strncat (tempstr, * *,j-i-1-k);

strinsert (dummy, tempstr,i+l,3-i-1);
fputs (dummy, fout); .
while(fgets (dummy, 90, £std) ! =NULL) fputs (dummy, fout); }

void strinsert(char inline[90]),char insert[90],int start,int len)
{int i; ’
for(i=0;i<len;i++) inline(start+i)=insert{i);}

int locateO{(char sstring[50},FILE *£fp)

{int i=0;

while (fgets (dummy, 90, £p) | =NULL)
{if (strncmp (dummy, sstring, strlen({sstring))==0)return i;
iv+;
fputs (dummy, fout) ;}

return 0;)}

int tobar(char line[l100),int start)

{int i;

i=start;
while((i<strlen(line))&&(line[i)!="]"))i++;
if(line[i)=='|'Yreturn i;

else return -1;)
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‘nxtinput.bat
count=l
while [ $count -1t 40 ]
do
mv bldinput.out input
egStdr136.0pt
cat input >> allin’
cat pickup >> allpick
cat output >> allout
nxtinput
read status <sfile
if [ $status = “"stop” )
then
exit
£i
count="expr $count + 1
echo $count

done
exit

nxtipout.c

#include <stdio.h>
#include <string.h>

#include <stdlib.h>

#include <math.h>

double getfloat(char*,int, int).gettobartchar‘ int);

void setup(),blédpick(}, inframstd() infromlast(),
convert (double,double, FILE* ,FILE*),
strinsert(char*,char*,int,int);

int locaterw(char*,FILE*,FILE*)},locatero{char*,FILE*),

December 4, 1997

locate2 (char*,char*,FILE*),tobar(char*, int), findinline{char*},

puttobar (char*,char®*, int),locatelof2(char*,char*,FILE*);

int finished=0;

double mash2ocend, duration;

char dummy{100], tdummy([100];

char froot[20).cname(20), fname[20};

FILE *fout, *fpick, *fotemp, *fptemp, *fstq, 'foutout.'finin.

*fetemp, *£s,*fin, *ferr;

void main()

{int i,3,k,flag;
fs=fopen("sfile”, "w"};

. ferrafopen(®junk.ocut®, *w*);
fprintf(fs, "go\n");

flag=1l;

fout=fopen("bldinput.cut”,*w");/*file to be moved to input*/

infrcmlast();)

void infromlast()
{int i,3,k,dot;

char tempstr([30],carbstr(7),*cp,sstring(60],tempstr2(20]};
double dmjl3,msh2o0,msh2ox,xx,yy,moles, &mnoles,delmaxtime;

4
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fin=fcpen{"bldinput.in®, "r");/*input parameters special to this case*/.
fstd=fopen(®input”, *r®);/*template from last input file*/
fpick=fopen{®"pickup®,"r*);/*old pickup file; extract section to bldinput.out*/
foutoutsfopen(®cutput®, °r*);/*from last iteration to new input*/
finin=fopen(®input®, "r*);/*from last iteration tc new input*/
fotemp=fopen("otemp", "w");/*store intermediate segments from output*/
fptemp=fopen{"ptemp®, *w");/*store intermediate segments from pickup'l
fgets (Qummy, 90, £in); /*readthrough labels*/ .
fscanf(fin,*%s &s &5 %1f\n",
tempstr, tempstr, tempsty, &delmaxtime) ; /*only 1 param used this prgrm*/
locatero(” . Moles of solvent H20*, foutout);
mshzongetfloat(dummy 44,12); /*optional parameter £rom the first block*/
foutout=£freocpen("output®, “r*, foutout) ;
strepy(sstring, " . Reaction progress®);
if(locatero(sstring,foutout)==-1) /*find output block of interest*/
{printf("bad output file\n");
exit(0);)
fputS(dummY.fotemp). /*and write it to temporary'/
while(fgets (dunmy, 90, foutout) ! =NULL)
{fputs (dummy, fotenp) ;
if (strnemp (dummy, sstring.strlen(sstr;ng))==0)
{fotemp=freopen("otemp”, "w", fotemp) ;
fputs (dummy, fotemp) ; }}
fotemp=freopen{*otemp", *r", fotemp);/* re-open to find water*/
strepy(sstring, "Mass of solvent H20");
if(lccatero(sstring, fotemp) I1=1)
{printf(*Can‘t find ending water\n");
fs=fopen("sfile","w");
fprintf(fs, "cant find ending water");
exit (0);)/*ending water*/
mash2oend=getfloat (dummy, 44,12);
fprintf(ferr, "mass of solvent = %lf\n'.mashzoend),
fotemp=freopen("otemp®, "r*, fotemp); /*now reopen for use*/
if(locatero(*c pickup file®,fpick)==-1) /*start copying here*/
{printf(°bad pickup file\n"):;
exit(0);) _
fputs (dummy, fptemp) ;
for(i=0;i<2;i++) /*readwrite through first " |EQ"*/
{fgets (dummy, 50, fpick);
fputs (dummy, fptemp) ;)
while(fgets (dummy, 90, fpick) !=NULL) /*pickup to ptemp*/
{fputs (durmy, fptemp).
if (strncmp (durmy, * |EQ®,3)==0) /*read through without copyxng'l
while{fgets (dunmy, 90, fpick).! =NULL)
if (strncmp (dummy, "c pickup file®,strlen("c pickup file"))==0)
{fptemp=£freopen( "ptemp®, "w* fptemp) /*start copying over again*/
fputs (dummy, fptemp) ;
for(i=0;i<2;i++)
{fgets (dummy, 90, £fpick);
fputs (Gummy, fptemp) ; )
break;}} :
‘fptemp=freopen("ptemp®, "r*, fptemp); /*now reopen for use*/
if(lccaterw("|EQ", fstd, fout)==-1)
{printf({°bad input file\n®*);
exit(0);)
i=0;
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while{({i<strlen{dummy) )&& (Qummy[i)i="."))i+s;

dotei;

ic0;

while( (Gumy{dot~i-1)<='9" )&&(dummy[dot-i =1]>='0"'))i++;

for (§=0;J<i;J++)tempstr[j)=dumay[dot-i+j];

tempstr[i)=°'\0"';

k=atoi (tempstr); ‘

sprintf (tempstr, *tuts®, k+1,".6i%);

strinsert (Gummy, tempstr,dot-1, nt:len(tempstr)):

fputs (dummy, fout) ;

fgets (dummy, 90, fotemp) ; /*get ending value of zi from first line*/

xx=getfloat (dummy,48,22);

if(locaterw("| starting value of zi®,fstd, fout)-s-l)
{printf("can't find starting zi in input file\n");
exit(0);)

sprintf (tempstr, "%15.81E",xx) ;

i=tobar (dummy,1);

strinsert (dummy, tempstr,i+l, strlen(tempstr)).

fputs (dummy, fout); /*and put into input*/

fgets (dummy, 90, £s8td);

fputs (Gurmy, fout) ; :

fgets {tdunmy, 90, £fstd) ; /*this takes us to entry for starting time*/

if(locaterc(" Time increased from®, fotemp)==-1)
{(printf(*can’t £ind last ending time in output\n’®);
exit(0);}

. fgets (dummy, 90, fotemp) ; /*this line will have end time of last run*/
xx=getfloat (dummy,31,12)};
sprintf(tempstr, "t11.51E",xx);
i=tobar (tdummy,1):
if(i==-1)
{printf("cant find slot for starttime\n*);
exit(0);:}
strinsert (tdummy, tempstr,i+l,strlen(tempstr});
i=tobar(tdummy,i+l);
iztobar (tdummy,i+l);
if(i==-1)
{fs=freopen("sfile", 'w'.fs):
printf(*cant find slot for maxtime\n |
exit{0);)
/*yy=gettobar (tdummy, i+l); */
sprintf(tempstr, "$12.41E",xx+delmaxtime);
strinsert (tdummy, tempstr,i+l,strlen({tempstr});
fputs (tdummy, fout); /*and put into input*/
fotemp=freopen(”"otemp";"r", fotemp); /'Iast read was beyond current interest*/
if(locatero(" Reactant Moles Delta moles*, fotemp)==-1)
{printf("cant find values for reactants in the output file\n®};
exit(0);}
fgets (tdummy, 50, fotemp) ;
fgets (tdummy, 90, fotemp) ; /*get to first reactant in otemp*/
while((finished==0)&& (stxrncmp (tdurmmy, "\n", 1)':0))/*1oop to do all reactants*/
{moles=getfloat (tdummy, 29,10);
dmoles=getfloat (tdummy, 42,10);
locaterw("| moles remaining”, fstad, fout);/*next reactant*/
sprintf (tempstr,"$10.41E*,moles);
strinsert (dummy, tempstr,20,strlen{tenpstr));
if(strnemp (tdummy,® J-13 water®,12) I=0)
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{eprintf (tempstr2, *§10.41E",dmoles);
strinsert (dummy, tempstr2, 58, strlen(texpstr2));}
else
{émjl3=dmoles;
fprintf(ferr, "delt moles water = %1t z=%1f\n",dmjl3,dmj13/3);
finished=sl;} /*Water is the last reactant'/
fputs {Gummy, fout) ;
fgets {tdummy, S0, fotemp);]

if(locatero(" " Moles of solvent H20", fotemp)---l)
{fprintf(fs, "cant find moles water in output\n*);
exit(0);)

msh2o=sgetfloat (dummy,£4,12);
fprintf (ferr, "moles water (x) = R1f\n",msh2o¢);
k=locatero(® --- The reaction path has terminated normally®, fotemp):
if (k=x=-1)
{fputs ("abnormal reaction path termination\n®,fs)}:
exit(0);:}
fotemp=£freopen(®otemp®, "r", fotemp) ; /*back to the top again*/
if((k=locate2(* CO3--",* HCO3-",fotemp))==1l) strcpy(carbstr,"| CO3--");
elge if (k==2) strcpy(carbstr.'l HCO3-");
fttemp=fopen(®ttemp®, "w");/*will later attach to input*/
if(locatelof2("| CcO3--", 'I HCO3-*, fptemp)==-1) /*also copies ptemp to ttemp*/
{(fprintf(fs,"cant find line to insert carbonates in pickup\n®);
exit(0);)
strinsert (éummy, carbstr,0,strlen{carbstr)});
fputs (Gummy, £ttemp) ;
while(fgets (durmy, 50, fptemp) ! «NULL) fputs (dummy, fttemp) ; /*rest of ptemp to ttemp*/
ftrtemp=£freopen(*ttemp®, "r*, fttemp);
if (locaterw("c pickup file' fstd, fout)==-1) /*transfer the relevant remainder of
the template*/
{fprintf(fs, "cant find start for pickup info\n");
exit(0);:}
convert (msh20,dmjl13/3, £std, fttemp) ; }

int locatelcf2(char sstringl[50),char sstring2{50),FILE *fp)
{int foundle=0, found2=0;
while((foundlsx=0)&&(found2==0))
{if (fdets (dummy, 90, fp)n-NULL)return -1;
if(foundl==0) .
if (strncmp (Gummy, sstringl, strlen(sstringl))==0)
foundlx=]l;
if (found2==0)
. if(strncmp (dummy, sstr;ngz strlen(sstringZ))=’0)
found2=l;
if ((foundl==0)&& (found2==0)) fputs (dummy, fttemp) ;)
if ((foundl==0)&& (found2==0))return -1;
else return 0;}

void strinsert(char inline{50],char insert([90],int start,int len)
{int i;
for{i=0;i<len;i++) inline[start+ij=insert(i};)

int locate2{char sstringl(50], char sstring2(50],FILE 'fp)
{int i, foundi=0, found2=0;

double x1=0,x2=0; .

char buffer{100];
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while ( (fgets (dummy, 90, £p) | =NULL) && ( (foundl==0) | | (found2==0)))
{strcpy(buffer, durmy) ;
if (foundi==0)
if (strncmp (dummy, sstringl, strlen(sstringl) )==0)
{foundl=l; .
xl=getfloat (Gummy,28,12);}
iftfoun62=-0)
if (strncmp (dummy, sstring2, strlen(sstrzngZ))-sO)
{found2=l;
x2=getfloat (dummy, 26,12};))
if{x1<x2) return 2;
else return 1;}

int locatero(char sstring{60],FILE *fp)/*read only*/

{while{fgets (dummy, 90, £p) ! =NULL)
if(findinline(sstring)==1)return 1;

return -1;}

int locaterw(char sstring(60],FILE *fpin,FILE *fpout)/*readiwrite*/
{while(fgets (dummy, 90, fpin) {=NULL)

{if {strncmp (ummy, sstring,strlen(sstring))==0)return 1;

fputs (Gurmy, fpout) ;)
return -1;)

void convert (double x,double z,FILE *fins,FILE *finp)
{int i,count=0;
double u,v,w,r;
char buffer[100],temp{50]),temp2(50]);
r=x/{x+z); .
if {mash2oend*r>1) /* to bring the free water back to 1 kg */
{r=1/mash2cend;
printf(“converted to %f\n*",r};}
if (locaterw("| elements, moles®,finp, fout)==-1)/*readwrite to this point*/
{printf(“"cant locate place to put new values of reagents in input\n°*};
exit(0);)
fputs (Qummy, fout) ;
fgets(buffer,90,£finp);
fputs (buffer, fout);
fgets (buffer, 98, finp);
while(strncmp (buffer, * | ~=-~-~-~ *,8)i=0)
{w=getfloat(buffer,55,21};
v=wty;
u=getfloat (buffer,30,21)~w*{1l-x);
sprintf({temp, "$22.151E",u);
strinsert (buffer, temp,29,strlen(temp));
sprintf(temp, "$22.151E°,v};
strinsert (buffer,temp,54,strlen({temp));
fputs (buffer, fout);
fgets (buffer,90,finp);
count++;}
fputs{buffer, fout);
for(i=0;i<2;i++)
(fgets{buffer,100,finp); /*readthrough to species table*/
fputs (buffer, fout);}
for(i=0;i<count;i++)
{fgets(buffer,100, finp);
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w=getfloat (buffer,56,22);
sprintf(temp,*$+20.151E",wtlogll(z)});
strinsert (buffer, temp,56,strlen(texp));
fputs (buffer, fout) ;)
while(fgets (buffer,100, finp) !=NULL) fputs{buffer, fout);)

double getfloat(string,start,len)
char stringl[100);

int start,len;

{char temp(30]);

strncpy (temp, stringestart, len);
temp(lenj=*'\0"'; .
return atof(temp);)

double gettobar({char line[100]),int start)
{int {i;
char temp([30];
i=start;
.while((i<strlen(line))&&(line(i})!="|"})
{temp[i-start)=line[i);
ivs;)
temp[i)='\0"';
if{line(i}!='{"')return -1;
return atof (temp);}

int puttobar(char 1line[100),char string[30),int start)
{int i,k;
i=start;
k=strlen(string);
while((i<strlen(line))&&(linefi)!='|"')&&(i-start<k))
{line[i)=»stringli-start];
i++;)}
if(line[i}=="'|" )return i;
else return -1;)}

int tobar{char 11ne[100] int start)

(lnt il

i=gtart;
while((i<strlen(11ne))&&(line(il'-'l ))i++,
if(linefi)=='|')return i;

else return -1;}

int findinline(char sstring[50))
(int i=0;
while(i<100)
(if (strncmp (dummy+i, sstring,strlen(sstring))==0) return 1;
else i++;} .
return 0;}

-9
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Stee!

A I Blclb] e | F | G

Geade §5 A-316 Carbon Seccl for Baskets, lrom Deaign Analysis report BBAOCO000-01717-0200-00002 REV 00

£ .
3 |Element ALWL, W% Aore  JAlomfi,  lMd W
& |re 33847~ 93.335| 1.764374)|  9.3431E-01
} [Ma $4.938 0.9] 0.016382t] 9.0455E-01
) 15 32064]  0.033} 00010916] &027IED4
7 JF 3097376]  0035] 0.00113]  6.29IE-04
'B:Is.' u.msi 8.375] 000979i8] S 4064E-03
C 1301 032/ OIENR1 | _1.01 MEQ
10 i0o] 1811014 i} $5.31544232]= “wol. wi.” (wg1 of | “molc” of mccl)
B k|
Boraicd Type 31 Sicct for haskets, from Ref. S.14 ~ —
3
Element ALWL |[Wi%  |G-Atome  [Alm(r. Mol Wi,
B 1081i|  1.2841] 0.1187772] 6.4404E02
C 1201 0.0301) 0.0025062] 1 3167603
‘ N 140067 0.1003] 0.007105] 3.1622E-07
5 | 18.6338]  0.7524] 0036789%] 1.407358-02
AR N099376] _ 00431) 0.0014%6)| _TAS00C04 |
7015 [ 32064]  0.031] ©.0009387 E;’me,on T
21 |&r S1996]  19.061| 0.3665859] 1.9260E-01
22 |Ma 84938  1.0064] 0.0363212]  1.9188E02
e 35841]  60.639] 1.0858035| S.J4IE-01
29 [N SeT1] 13.5003) 0.2%06813|  t2120E01
20 Mo 9584|2508} 00261413 1.37ME0R \
20 99.9998] 1.903364) 3| 5233354953]= “mol, wi.” (wgt of | "mcle" of stocl)
LY
04L Stainiess Sicelaken from Kef, 8.14, p. 14
. 1
ic 1201 0.03] 0.0024979] 0.001363509,
32 [Mn 34938 3| 00364047] 0.019500939
. 132{? 3097376] _ 0.043] 0.0014528 0.000794205
S 32064 0.03] 0.0009336] _0.00051147
35 L. 280835 o.1s| 0.0267043] _ 0.014398073,
) |C $1.996 19] 0.3654127] 0.199736104
37 INi %] 10] 0.1703287| 0.093t11717]
38 IN 14.0067 0.1] 0.0071394] 0.00390283%
) S5347] _ 6£045] 1.2184182| _ 066605913 - :
1] — 1.8292943 34, 66388903 |= “mo, wt.” (wgt of | “molc of aicel)
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Stee!
A B C D E F G H
aZ 316L stainess meel, taken from Ref. 5.4 p. 1-S
Element ALWL [wis [C-Atoms  [Atom fr. Mol. Wi
L) 1201 0.03] 00024979 1. 38EC
1) L7, 3] S £ O XY R (R R
0358 65| 0.0267042]  1.4MSEH2 _ T
P |3 " abus| aboiasit) 4643508 -
32.064) 6.03| 0.00091S6] _ S.(302E-04 —
U jor $1.996 17] 0.3269482] ~ 1.8102E-08
T Join 593 Lo ELTE Y DY DR N
. fe_ | 8S84)] " eSM5| 1.173683]  6.498IEL] R R
! 8N 12| 02043943] " 10317E-01
Mo 93.9¢ 25( 00260%8{ 1 4427EDT
9 | 100 1A061877] ™ 1.0000C 00 | S5 V614953 )= “mol. wi” (wgt of | “molc® of saccl)
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Steel
A B C D E
1 JOrack 33 A-516 Carbon Sice! for ba R
Y4
"9 JElemen AL WL Wi % JO-Aswax Atom fr, Mol, Wit.
L 55347 198.535 CAIBA =DW3DS10
o [Ma 50938 Jos =CS/BS =D3/3D310
"F:Is 32064 foo3s =O8/56 =D&3D310
P 30.97376 10035 =CB? =D/3D$I0
S 28.0835 lo7s =CUBE =DESDS10
gic 1201 | %73 aCWBY =DW3D$10
U =SUMCAC9) =SUM(D4.D9) (SUM(E4:E9) =100/D10
1) -
“VZ YBoraied Type 316 Stee) for baskets,
<)
}g]ﬁkm AL Wi, Wit G-Awors Aom s, Mol Wt
B 10811 | ~CIsBIS =DIS30526
1201 “Joowi N =CloB16 =DI6A526
T In 140067 mms "CIBIT [=D1731%26 ~
T8 I5i 28033 103524 »CASBIS =D18/51X826
Y )P 13097376 leoiss =CIWB19 «DIV30825
20 (5 32064 0301 =CI/BI0 =D2030326
27 |cr 51,996 19.061 7821 =D213D$26
22 [M» 54938 20064 »CiB23 =D12/3D526
Fe 53,847 60.639 wCIVB2Y =D/30826
29 1N 58.7) 133433 eC24/B24 =D24/50826
S [Mo ] 2508 =C25VB25 =D23/50826
=SUM(CI5.C25) SUM(D13:D25) =SUM(EISE25) =100/D26
ri}
£0 .
LY 3041, Stainlexs Sieclsaken from Ref}
AN 12.01 foos C31/B31 =D31/D40
32 Ivin 34978 2 =C32/832 =D3VD40
P 3097376 foo4s wC3X/B3) =D3VD40
S 32.064 jooy wCI/B34 =D34/D40
1.sg_]si 280853 75 wC337B35 D300
lce 3199 9 VOB =DIG0
37 N 3] i0 «C37/837 =D37/D40
38 N 14.0067 1 wC33/BAE =DIRD4G
39 }Fe 58347 168.045 »CIVB3I9 =DIV0
KU ] =SUMDI1:039) =100/D40
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Steel

e e - ——— . -

(] D € F
1 -
Z |36l sieel, taken from Rel
Element Wt Wi [0-Atons Atow fr. {Mot. Wi
1201 ‘Jood =C4S/B4S =D4VEDSSS
14.067 | =CAGTBAG =DA5/3D335
i 28.0835 10.78 wC47/B47 [=DEWSDISS
3 3097376 5 =CAL/BAS =DAYSD33S
5 32064 0.03 =CANBLY =D4WIDEIS
Cr 51.99 17 =CSO/B30 «DSG3D833
T [Ma - 34.938 2 =3I SI =D31730333
52 [Fe 55847 63,843 =CSIma2 =D51/50835
53 INi 58.71 12 =«C3VB33 =D3N30335
o4 Vo 95.9¢ 23 =CSA/D34 =D34/3D355
55 ] { =SUM(CI3.C34) ___|aSUM(D43:D34) =SUM(BAS:ES4) =100/D33
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oo *mol, wt.” (gt of 1 “sole” of sicel)

-y

£O Ju "mol. wi.” (wpt of ) “mwle” of sicel)

= *mol. wi.” (wit of | “mole” of siee!)
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47
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“mol. wt,” (wg! of ) “moic” of siceh)
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Norma'ization
B A | B8 | C | [+] E F G H
Y [Normalization ef data on preceding sheets 10 ) kg water
Mem [Valume {Mass IMol Wi [Moles  |Surface Noe. Mol |Nor. Ares
16 S5 656799.65021) $31257.618)) 55.36614953] 9593350636] 162133968] 3.283546057 35.56633252]
-19 60532.13596] 476991329} 54.79757212] §204.644577] 7004252414} 2933280725 24.00723086
B ssect 13635.70636] 105995.1997] $2.53354992] 2017.486204] 67377.54331] 0.631438551] 23.09122463
€ ja 40443.78691] 109292.6222 26.98] 4050.875546] 220038143)] 1.383327671] 754.1210434}

_{ JFucl mest 23406.23345] 31212.83378] 70.1182928] 7303777193 622791.8125| 0.250317144{ 213.4447198
€ JAloy 625 404678.9562] 3415490.391] 60.82368277] $6973.29521] 1832692232

19.5262223] 64.5241674

3041, 91330.22263| T23088.7589] S4.66588909) S2509.56143| 454462.1679) 18.13331645] 135.754376]
Wl | 3417135.114] 6333892.076] 21.11808343] 326203.3044] S649024.488] 111.7990103] 193604925
1 JASI6 13683.70686] 105995.7957] $293834992] 2017436204| 67377.54331] 0.691438651] 20.09182463,
K[ 1000 157.23] 6.359300477] 67377.54331] G.002179478] 2309182463
3 [weer 2917800412] 2917809.482]
4 1 1
Tl* a 31 kg of Gd per wask package, Ref. 585, Moles rounded W 6.5/package
6 | for EQ6 runs. Same surface area as foc AS16 seel. 1 |
T 1 1 _t -1 1
[ 15 ks © ot epreadshorts 1o Afiachmen 1L Gells shown & sbbreviatcd seme of
¥ | sheetcell. Some Kaks via formalas wsed in this shoet. Many masses computed
from volume and denity in this sheet; w0 entry for hese below.
] ] I
Jhem Volume [Mass Surface
3 131658 Aywnz VolF7S ___ |Aran2s
XM-19 VolF1S - [Arata0
25 |8 seel Area'CS4 JAreaE5?
(%5 AraE69 Arca/B69
(%7 JFuct ment VoVE2S SazEle
ATy 625 WPoHS___|WPelS __|Gipk/Ds
[GiD31 {GipkD33  [GRpkD30
DHLW gh WPeDD _ |WPOTD _ [WPoFLT
ST JASIS Arca/CS4 |AreaES?
30 Jod AreasS?
33 [Water WP (WP WA

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 At il
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| A ] | B C *D E F G H
_;Juom-nuﬁmd
Jiem Volume [Mass Mol we Moles {Surtace Nor. Mot Nor. Area
316 8S 166799.650209819 S31257.61811869)  |95.9661495284346  (=CID3 162131.968 1391000 131000
XM-19 160532.1859623681  [#7.83°B4 [54.99757211724971 __ {=CA/DA 70043.5241438682 =EA’SCS13°1000 wEUSCS 1341000
-gJ“d 13685.7063626368  |=7.743°B3 =CS/D5 67377.5433058378 «ES/3C$13°1000 =F3/$C31341000
A 4044873691 18384  =2.702°B5 Ix.!s =OGDS 2200381.49273403 =EA/$CS 1341000 =F/SCS13¢ 1000
7 Imm [23406.233445504 218867 70.1182928029386 _|=CID7 101243 =E7/3C$13°1000 73C313°1000
¢ | 623 [404678.956234566  [3415490.39061974  [60.8236823729208  [S6973.7952059278  |185269.22317266 =EL/3CS13°1000 [=FL/3CS1391000
"B oL 191530.2226464507 _ [T23038.75890696 |S4.6658890893323  52909.5614312365  {=4°113615.54193357 ' {aBS/3C31341000 [=P/SCS13°1000 -
0 JOHLW gis 2417155.11440086 __|6833892.07604246 __[20.1180834311677__ [326208.204380672  |5649024.43053958 . [=E10/SCS13°1000 =F10/3C313%1000
AS16 13635.068626568 _ [a7.245°BI1 _° 52.5383499204442  |=C11/D11 leT377.5433058878 f=E 1 1/5C$131000 [=F11/$C$13°1000
2 Jod* 1000 15725 =C12/D12 167377.5433058378 =E12/3C$13°0000 =F) 2/3C313°1000
3 fwaser 2917809.41192746  12917809.41192746 .
D J* Assumed ) kg of
3G | for EQG runs. San
JLinks o ether spread
sheet/cell. Some I
from volume and ¢
1
'E'hmn Volume Masz Surface
[ 23 iéss VolF72 VoUFTS Areai29
4 [XM-19 VoUF?S Arca/i40
235 |8 sieet Ares/CS4 JArca/ES?
P11 AresESD Arca/B6%
v meat VolES Sw/EL4 .
Atioy 625 WP o/HS WP 33 |Gipk/08
04l . /D31 o) 30
DHLW gis (WP «D23 'V_IEM WP oF27
1 Jasie Area/C34 ArenES?
cd . AreaES7
Water WP /EM WP o/E34 NZA
BBAD0C000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. 1! Page Ii1-8
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. C Alloy .
A 8 | C D E F G H 1
ALCULATION OF MOLES FOR SPECIAL REACTANTS -
rd 1 | —
3 _ JAlloy 613, taken from Ref. 549, p. 10 or Ref. 5.16
Element AL WA Wik - G-Atowrs: Aiom fr. [Avom ir. less NS WMol W, Mol Wi NS
- |Fe 55847 S 0.039530324, 0.053001667) 0.03445564} .
7o $1.99 zu‘ 0AIMT3IM6]|  0244786744]  C.I31501579)
"[Mn 34938 c.S BO09101169] __ G.003387863]  0.003535666,
153 ST 58 0.58790686] __ 0.384337597] 0600881205
U fMo X7 ’ 0.09380863 0.05353441] _ 0.057087861
T3 INb 9291 i3 08INNIG| _ oonaesin: .
Zin 180.947 3 0005947664] _ 0.005848985,
3 (5 3106] - aois Q000467873]  0.000276979]  0.000284377
'_‘%1;0 28,0833 001780273 0.01033919] _ 0.010828307)
P 30.97376 u%;t G000484281] _ 0.000786593]  0.000294357 - "
BJc il 0.1 QO08TI5701)  O.0CA9IEINS| __ 0.005063998)
}E ,Oo 39333 093 0.01S780579] __ 0.009342032
479 G4{ T G00II07| _ 0n0494I600] _0.003019In
N TTaenST T Tga) T T T B0iaaesi]  a08716334] 0009017081 .
201 90.96 1639194376 i i §9.19963154
r4) - 1544096446 6082361237,
yy4
“JAlioy XM-19 Data from Ref. .49
23 -
20 jEkment - - JALWALS Wi %> G-Awomt Atom fr, Atom v,
3 12011 006] - 0004593431]  0002723281] 0002137365
7 Jvia 54938 5* CO91011685] ___ 0.04970662]  0.045372194
%]r 30974 0.04] 0.001291406 6.0007053t]  0.000707659
g 3106 003| 0.000535743] __ 0.000311063] _ 0.000513766
30U ]s 28086 1 O035604938)  0.019443861]  0.019510636
Tlc 52 7] 041307693 0.231066191] _ 0.231835882
32 | 871 123 0312910918) __ 0.116282672 mloﬁ
9594 223 0023452158] __ 0.012308547] _ 0.012831213
3w 14.01 [X] CDZI413276]  0011694999)  0.0117133933
1 ) 9291 03 C002152521]  0.001195668
v 50.94 02 C03926188] 0002144313
37 |voul [3X) -1
39 {feby &ilt, 3585 %642 1.610203509] __0.581730473] _ 0.533568311
Touls 100 1230577178 . )
U [Total mises NG and V ) EA24878365)
T Fmol,_wi” (wyi of | “mcic” of metal), all elemenls - $4.61564325
Z |'mol, wi” twgiof § “moic” of mcial), without NG & V : $4.75751213)
&) 1 1
% From iaside front cover of SBth CRC Handbook of Chemisiry and Physics, Rel. 3,39

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. II! Page H11-9 L 12/15/97
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Alloy

-

U MUIN =1

J
<

= “mol, wi.* (gt of | “wiokc" of weial)
= “mol. wi." (wgt of | “wok” of meisl)

NS

adndnd
ol &

‘U&N-ﬂm\

N -1
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Alloy
A B C D
~1__JCALCULATION OF MOLES FOR SFY
Y4
Allay 628, taken from Rel. 3.49, p. 104
'
g 'Elemun AL Wi, Wi s G-Atows ]
Fe 5347 =8 6786
T fcr 51.956 23 G187
in 34938 =CLUS
YN j58.74 In =CWBY
Mo 94 T P =CIVBI0 _ i
) 9281 —|id =C11/BI1
12 |Ta i80.947 X3 =CI1/B12
T3 (5 3206 018 ~CTVB1)
‘ }g ‘u 710835 I«'L =CI4/B14
i # 3097376 loois =CI3/B13
T 12001 Joi ~CI6/B16
7 |Co 539332 93 «CI3/B17 .
T8 i - Clede TTT T TTTETTTTT UGG =CIRBIR s T
T A T oz . =<Cio/B19
20 o =SUMKCB:C19) =SUM(DG:D19) |
r4] - =020-D11-D12-D17
Y74
Z3 |Alioy XM-19 Deia from Ref, $.40
&4
£ JElement Al WL® Wi %o G-Alons
‘ C izen 0.06 =C26/25
;ﬂm 54.938 I CTIB T
P 130974 % =CIuB Ik
5 3206 =CIWE 19
5i 78.085 E_‘ oCIVBI0
Sl & 52 =CI/BI
32 | EX]] Eﬁu =CI2/B32
33 JMo 9594 23 nCIVB1I
34N 1401 =CIBM
39 |6 Joasi lm =CIS/BIA
v %094 e CIB Y
7 |oal =SUM{C26:C36)
Fe by &Il 5545 =100-C37 =C3/B3¢
Touh =308 =SUM(D26:036+D S
Total minus Nb and V <SUM(D25:DM)»D38
mol. wi* (wgt of | “molc” of mcial), a)
AZ 1 wol w1, (wgtof | “mole” of metal), W -
* From inside fconi cover of S3ih CRC j
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. NI Page llI-13 .
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Alloy

{9

*® Average of max
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F G |
-
‘ —
) .
vu - m—
Awm . Asom r. cw Wb - {wiol W Mk, W1.-ND
"6 _[~D6305% =D6RD32) —
7_|=00520 =DiRDI2I .
SDA3DY0 =Gas32l T - o .
Y }-DWsTE 0 =DA3D321 —
TU |=n1035520 3]
=DI1AD320 : .
12 )-01230520
13 J-0nabsm =GivsDsa1
q |=0143Dbs30 =Diasnsal
D [=DisAbi0 [=DI133D531
B [-Dini®0 =D16/30521
17 |-DiiR030 ) i . L N
=D1831520 |sDigsnsai T T T -
=D1%31320 " |=bissban_ - - _ - A
[ZU )-SUMEEES) SSUN(FGFi9) - R 1=
Z1 ‘ DY L
2Z T T
3 T ————
7 -
£ JAom k. Aom fr. *
25 |s03630559 =D26/3D340
27 |=62955539 =D2IR0840
=DRAIY J=D22/3D340
=D29/30339 =D25/3D340
S0 |-D3wrs5339 =DXr3D54
3T |-onnDse <D3 1D
32 |=032730339 03230540
J3 {=D333Ds)S =0IWSDSA0
34 J=DMD539 =DIA/SDS40
39 J=DISALEHY
=D3/30519
37
38 |=D3B8 =D33/3D340
3T |SUMEICER v E38 =SUMF2GF P FIE
) =100/D39
&L |=100D40
83
84
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il Page llI-15 © 12115197
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Aoy

0
31
AL

N

= “moL, wi.- (wgt of | “mokc" of wctal)
= mol, Wi (w1 of § “molc” of mctal)
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A B ] | D E F G H J
Element Atom Fr. AL Vot Wit —
o §.7011E01 15,6934 1.0721E+01
; 4.0556€04 (=T 3.0909E2 :
q |ic 3.9958E-04 | u.sosii_‘ IO521ER2
'_'gnu STIZEDL 101,07 37520E02
Rh TADIBEDI| 1029055 24TASEDS .
_6_‘|Ag 3ASHEDS 107.868] ST2r3c03
Nd S.EA16E-04 14424 S.1374EG2 1~ -
» :%1&- Z410TEDS 1504 P2 L -
v STAI0E05 18i96] ~ " S8MIELS —_
T |Ga 35271E06 157.25]  B.5464E04
U 3.2437E-01 238029~ 1.73276401 |
Np 3N2TEDL 2370482] . TASIEL2
Pu 2.3242E 0 | 240 8.6760E-Ci
O |Am §.9007E05 24 1.6769602 -
10 | 1.00E+00 “88.§7021571[= "mol. wi.- (wpt of 1 “moie” of hei) -
17
- [VO ] Giankim ahaminide tuei, fiesh R I _
Z1 |Element % T TUlALwis T '“‘g"d' % 1~
22 |U (X 23504] ~ 7 "T0.25585435]| — 0.30733583
23 |8 30.5 2693 1.130467013] " 0.79266417
23 1426161362 3| 70.1182928]= “moL wi." (wot of 1 “mole” of fuel}
y43) -
Z Wom Re!. 8. 43, K1 .
" Atomic mass of U-235 \aken from Raf. .39, p. 5-343 for
ZY | U235, which constkules 93.5% of he U in this fuel, AL wi, of Al taken lrom same source, fiom Inside Wonl cover.
: | l |
3 1 jUranium siuminide s3sembly, 8 year oid fuel. Dala are basad on output umm.um"l‘
x4 | | |
——rm#“imu?‘t EEE%%SM -
(1327 S | BZES B 4238501853,
O35 B.24ES05] 2B 393V 235745 0. 3
OCT3B | VESE+D3| 2RO 755500108 T.IAE04EDS
37 U238 B.56E404 23805 233.5643772]  0.002526991
2.38E+06 26.98 68213.49148|  0.954400893 !
3.37E+06 92427 84701 1| 36.47396438 | “mol. wt.- (wgt of 1 ‘moie- of ue))
3 __ — e a——m
T |° Atomic masses of U-234 o 238 taken from Ref, 5.35, pp. B-343 fo 6-345 for lr I'

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il
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Fue!

A} B | - D ] E |} F | 6 H ! J
L U-235, Which Constutes §3.5% of he U In his fuel. AL Wi 81 Al t3ken KO $ame SOUCE, from Kside konl cover.
43|~ Orly nuckdes consituting > 2. 1% of iolal sre ncluded i 1his spreadsheel. The lage difierences compared 1o iresh fuet arise because of including tha Al ciad, efc.
Compariaon of e Initial U-235 va_ ihat a1 5 yra In the sssembly indicales only neghglole diierence. Consaquently, data for iresh el wsed for EGE calculalions.

o significant of Pu-238 produced (0.004% of U-235) ] T | 1 | [

5L

BBA0C0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. 11! Page 20 ‘ 12115197



Fuel
C 1. E
' Elemant AL Wigt. WL
‘ 0 159994 =82C2
8594 *63°C3
LN jo6.9062 64°CA
Ru 10107 =B5°C5
Rh 102.9055 =E6°C8
N 107868 =B7°CT
Ng [0 »85-C
Sm =0.00010431+0.0000016385+0,00009| 150.4 R
U jEv #3.0000370705+0.000030339 151.96 =B10°C10
TV j6d 0.0000035271 18725 =SB
12 |0 =0.00000007 6159 +0.00008.1496+0.00,238.020 =81T°C12
Np 00033127 237 0482 =E813°C13
Py =0,00000001 1044 +0.0018402+0.0004] 240 =814°C14
Am #0.000062515+0.0000000022503+40,0(243 =815°C15
=SUM@B2815) [=SUM(DZ:015) = ol Wi twgt of 1 “mole- of I
kY4 .
19 |Uraniom siomiide fosi fresh |
Element Wi AL wi® gal. %
22 |0 55 235.04 =B22/C22 =D22/30524
23 305 26.95 »B2MC23 =02W508524
£ SUMWD22.023) =SUWE22E23)
75 -
27 jComposiion kom Rel. 5. 48, B-1 v
"Alomic mass of U-235 taken i
U-235, which constilutes 9.5
Urgnium giuminide assembly, S §
32]_
%ﬁmmum Grams. AL wi* gt %
[T - Liva) 20403 Rokiyear] =]
(12 k] Z35.04 [k Lok L O =DI530333
[ SUJU-T35 1530 73505 B =D3E30335
37 |U-238 55600 238.05 =B37/CaT =D37/30539
<0 N 2380000 26.98 =B38/C38 =DI&I0$3
'33 *SUMB34:635) =SUM(D34038) [SSOWEMESS)
&1 J° Alomic masses of U-234 o 23{
BBAOG0000-017 17-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Ill Page 21 1211597



Fuel

B2 ] U-235, which consttutes §3.59

§4 | Comparson of the Inkist U-23{
JO ) Nosionificant smount of Pu-23

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. JiI Page 22 _ ‘ 12115/97
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N

R4

3J

g

A1

e TP E U p—

htj

e o o e e e et -

£

£J

X

=100/024

= "ok, wi.- (wgt of 1 “moie- of il

£9

i)

I3 1

JL

J9J

]

w0

)

g

= w0l wi* (wyt of 1 “moke” of i

KU

81
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Water
A B C D E F G
13 Waier .
‘ — —
3 H-13waier. Col B & C. Agusied for pH 7.6397 and log 102 ® -2.5300 10 be Consistent with thermodynarnic Gata.
[~} €l F & G corraapond o eriginal daia, baianced on Cr- #nd for 16 102 = -3.500 ]
3 waler  Molalty Jiicie Fe. [Fi3water  [Molaity iols Fr.
o __ W22 “1A963ED5 Ha VHSTEDI | 1A06IEDS.
Si 10165603 §.1063E06 5] JO169E03 | 6.1064E-06
Cs 3207604 | 10478ED6 | Ca 3243TE04 | V.0476E-06
9 K 1.2831E04 | T T.7409E07 k 12891E04 | 7.7410507
0 JC 2AT97E43 | 1.3089€05 c 1A4T4ED4 | 6.8316EDT
T IF T.A475E04 §.8006E07 F 1.1475E-04 | G.8907E07 |
T 0140604 | 13004E06 [~ T T TG | Z9533EBd | 1236606
N i 2 RURRIUR |\ e} - e
TITEGS | 40650607 |
s _ __SIBED 11502606 -
A TTTTOIRESS 5| TTASEIEDS .
P 12TIIED6 “T4329E09
"l‘B‘u_—""‘"_' TR 1.0167] 66885601
VO™ | T dREGe] 8383] ~ SANEDI
20 J8a T T G0E-10)
21 |Ce 1.00E-24)
ZZ |Cr 345607 08
ZJ3 (u 1.00E-10] T 6.0045E13
Cs 1.00E-10) 6.0043E-13 5
25 |Fe 1.15E04] "6.8906E07
20 |64 1.00E-94) 80049617
rilTH 1.00E-14) 6.0045E17 ¥
0 1.00E-10] 6.0049E-13 ]
M 7.25E07} 4.3TNE00
[0 1.00E-10 €.0045E-13
TN 1.00E-14, 6.0049E-17
NI 1.00E-10 §.0042E-13
P 1.00E-10 6.0049E-13
Po 1.00E-14] S.O045EAT
Sm 1.00E-10} S.0040E13
Sr 1.00E-10 6.0043E-13
374N 1.00E-10, 6.0049E-13
0 1.00E-14 6.00496-17
Zn 1.00E-10 CO04SES
JU |2 1.00E-20 6.0049E-23

BBA000000-01717-0200-00058 REV 00 Att. i} Page IlI-25 . : . -' 1211587
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Water -

J.IAI2E-08

&, 166.531604
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Water

A

B
13 Water
£ .
3 J-13water. ColB & C: Adjusied
& | Col F& G cormespond i
13 waler H'lldlltr— Fr.
. 0.0019922 =D636342
‘ §i 0.0010169 =87/38342
Ca 0.00032437 s8a/38542
¥ K 0.00012891 =BWSB542
qg‘_ic |o0c217e7 =B10/368542
F "[0.00011475 =D11/35842
1Z |5 [6.6002014 =B12738342
N |0.000142 =D137368342
Mg |0:000682695 =R14/38342
3 G.00019154 =B15/35%42
6.000012388 =B16/3D342
P 0000012711 =B17/58542
H 791.0167 =B183B342
Al 0.000000014825 =51930542
Ba 0.0000000001 =020/3B542
1E24 =B821738342
Er ©.00000034485 =B22/3B342
23 JCu - 0.6000000001 =B2338542
9 {6.0600000001 =824738542
Fe 0.00611478 =B25R80542
20 |G 6000000000000 =B26/363542
] La 0.00000000000001 =B2773B342
] lc_:.—looooooom [~B528,38342
Win 0.00000072809 =BZ0/3B342
Mo 6.6000000001 =B3058342
Nd 0.00000000000009 =BIEE2
N 100000000001 =BX238342
o 0.0000000001 =B3336542
Pu "|5.00000000006001 =B3438542
Sm 106000000601 =635/38842
& 0000000001 =B836/38542
37 |0 0.0000000001 =B37/50%542
. 0 [6.0600000000006 =S3578B542
39 20 16.0000000001 =535/58542
Zr E20 =840/§8542

BBA0C0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il
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Water

A B D
T)0 55,6084 =B4173B342 -
r .4 |=STAAESBAT) = SUMCE.CA1)

BBA000000-01717-0200-00058 REV 00 A.tL m
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Water

o

F G
Z
3
&
43 water Wotaiity Molo Fr.
Na 0019522 =F&3FS20
0.8010163 sETRAFS20
M |o.60032457 ~FU/3FS20
K J6:o0012851 =FUSFS20
Ule |o 50014474 SFI03FEZ0
F |oo01iaTs ~FIIRF$20
rd =) iﬁwﬂs‘.ﬂ SFTZFE20
N 0.000142 ~FIS3FE20
Mg Jo6o00e 238 SFH43FI20
S Jococisise =FI53F§20
B oe0012588 =FI673F320
P J6.0050612711 ~FYI3FE20
H |i11.8167 ~FI83FE20
) 558084 ~FIFI20
Z2U SSUKFEF19) ~SUMGEG15)
L
£
23
Z7 .
g
31
32
3
37
g
U
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. lli Page Ill-29
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Glass

A B C O E G
DLW Giass DHLW Giass
Y4
| (G-Rioms, Jal elem. G-Alomis, 2nd slem. Znd elem. ___[G-Aloms. oxygen
Ag 0.05 107,868 ;
51Ae53 01.86 T Q077677521 C.116516281
8203 0295317438 0442976156
BaSO4 0000599829, 0.000593829,S 0002399314,
B Jcs3(POd2 0000677025, 000451351 [P 0.001805403
g _fcao T015156319 | amstgga_or
YU JCaS04 600058763 0.00056763§ 0.002350522
115203 o 6001575051 G002368577
12 |Ci20° ST —
‘ [ < I e X T T 0623887 35] 0.002383735
Fe20) 7.04 0.086170831 0.132256246
Fel 33 0.0434238 00434233
K20 388 — 80765008453 8038064245
o) 338 T it 0105758359
MgO 136 T 4531 TTTTeRAdARS T T T T T T T T 6 pdanaRsag
T|NnD. 3l 6eaiessd| — T T T T T T .028192839)
j20- -~ | T n GRS T T T T T T T T 8.ATTATe608
Na2s04 0.36 0.005068955 0.002534497 |8 ©.010137089
NaCi 0.9 0.003351188] 0.003251194[Ci T T
NaF 0.87] T booteETosd C.00T68TOB4|F . -
w0 0.63 %] 0613438133 | T 801344813y
PbS .07} —0.000252581 0.000292581(8
507 45.57 0.758741250 1517482517
21 [1h0z° 0.21 0.000795334 0001550668,
TioZ (X5 8.012350483) $.624780976,
G308 2.2 0.007837642 $.020900379,
3U |Zecke’ |
371 |Zn0" 0.63 03.37 0000083163, 0.000083163
"3 |Np 0.000781 237.048 3.16513E05
Pu 0.0124 239.052 8.16206E05
33 JAm*
Te 0.010787 93.906 0.000108072
2 ©.026415 $1.22 0.000289575,
T |ee
g
Ce 0.023811 141,909 6.000167791
Bs 0.034704 13733 0.000253363 -

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REVAOO Att. I
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Glass
A 8 [+ D - E F G
R 0024435} 143.9033 0.000169794 | i
Em_ 0.00631 1504 48ITEIEDS A
(43 : 2705779548,
"ot considered &1 this e i 1he interest of Aimplyfying the caiculabons
T ; v
Elerment . {o-at. JAtom &. _
0.077677521| _0.016404004
B8 - 0.295317438)  0.062365383)
Ba oooosesezsy eooot2seryy b e e
0016421878 0.003467022 - - o
Tie 9001679051|_6,000333485 —
2 fou | o:t02386735]_0.,000504455
Fs 0131554631 _0.027790264
K 0.076000493] _ 0.016051537
0211872718 goeaseraas]
T0.033738528]  0.00792493 D
0025132835} _6.005953787] . . - . -
a edeasaney| wommoesanal T T T | oo b b Tt
g la ST ] I M I PO
E 0.001667064
N 0012448133] — 0.002628807| I I T
d C000431381| e 8yIesE eS| T T T T T ) . D I
Ps 0000232881) _&izémsELs| " T T T TN TTTTT OC oT T T
s |_9.004014537] _ 0.000847793 _ - R
S | o7ssiaizse] 0160231612
1137 0.007837642] _ 000163516
710 Z.705779548] 0.571406782 i
Np 316813E06] _ 6.69049E07]
9 {Pu 8.96206E-05] _ 1,09013E05, )
Te T.01E-04| _ 2.13445E-05(Vialae from ORIGEN run used
77 (2 284E04] _6.00AB7E-05|Vaiue Wom ORIGEN fun used
Z JCe 0.000167791] _ 3.54342E05
Nd 0.000163794] _ 3.56572E05
Sm 4.52T93E05] 9.56211E-06
Total 4735270195 1 21.11808343]= "mol. wi.” (wpt of 1 “mole” of giass)
5 -
77
Pb-free LaBS glass ]
) i ; ; —
Onide % NAGL W, G-Aioms, metai G-Aloms, oxygen At Metal  JALW oxygen T

BBA000000-017 17-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il Page lII-32 . : 12115/97
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A B C D L E F_ G
E=Y) 6006] _ 042942743 0.85885436]_0.119043075
6353 0 I - IO ¥ - 1.7 1) a48147084]_6.082821611
| B3 JAR03 19.04 ~101.96] 037ITNT06 0.560219694] 0.103533637
202 135 N2 5663332501 0.018665801| 0.002587206
5]6a203 781 323 0.041986207 0.06297931]0.011633143
Caz03 101 32582 0.067563328 0101374952 _ 0.01873501
NdZ03 1137 "s‘ggiil 0.067582026 0.101373039] 0.618734645
510 2] 0382 0.021424435 0.021424435_0.005939143
Puc2 3% 74 0041565343 0083138586 0.01152358
) G T 13517150189 2256177002 0.374557056 0825442044
‘[ . .
jCheck sum of at. fr. 1 ,
| 27.7185765 = “mol wi® (wot of 1 “mole” of giass)
Page l1-33
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Glass

A B [+
DHLW Giass
3 Wi G-Atoms, 18t elem.
0.05 107,068
396 101.96 =3'BEICS
1028 9.62 =2°B6/CE
0.14 2334 =BICT
007 310.18 =3'63/C8
161—5 56.06 *3E%$C
{0.08 3614 =$B10/3C10
1632 151.69 =2°$B13C11
i .
10.99 79.54 =$B133C13
704 150.69 =2°$61455C14
332 T1.85 =3B15R3C15
388 842 =23BIGHCIE
3.16 2588 =2 $B1IRCIT
F - 4837 " ancis
] 1054 " |=$BiAE e
T B (L (1 X S T o)
036 142.04 =2 $821RC2
lo3s 6844 =382273C22
07 T laves =38333C23
ND Ii.‘es B L2k} =SBIIC24
FoS o7 335.25 =$B53C25
502 445,57 6006 =3526RC2%
27 |or 621 |28 =$B277C2T
Tio2* 089 798 =$528/5C20
29 RB308 22 184209 3 $B2W3C2Y
IV |Zectite*
37V |2n0° 08 |E:7 =$8315CIT
32 |Np 0.000751 237.048 wB32/C32
Pu 001234 :|’53.osz =B3VCI
Prg -
35 ITe _ ‘o'.n'to' 797 906 =BG35
I35 |Zr lo.025278 8122 =BG35
Si Jpe” .
30 {sa° .
Ce 0.023811 141.009 =B3O/CI0
Uléas —{0.034754 137.33 [=845/C40

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ait. n
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A B C D
47 fNd ]0.02“35 143.9099 =D4ICET
& 6.00681 1504 =Ba2CaZ
a3
"ﬂ"- Nol considered st this Ume In e
451"
Element JAlom &.
0T78775205963123 47758375
TH: 17437517955 =B43/38375
Ula 0.000553528620384173 mEAV38375
Ca =SUM(DB:010) B5038575
T jor =011 ~B513B$75
Cu : =013 =B5230575
:ﬁ? =D14+013 wB53383575
0.0760084925690021 wB54738375
) C.211512717536814 =B55/38375
0.0337385264 202431 =B56/58375 ]
! M 0.0281928350188832 ~B5IR0878 _ i
Ha J=SUMD20.023) 85838575 e
sE22 “B56/3B378 ) .
:@g =E23 =BE03B378 —
N - =024 =B61/4B3TS
P C3) =B62/38375
G =025 =063/50376
;3 SET*EIOVE1EZS wBEAT3B75
| St =026 . =BE3B378
] =020 =BGE3B3TS
0 =G43 *BE7I3B3TE v
Hp =032 =B6&3BSTE
Py =D33 =BEW3B3T3
7U [Tc 0.000101072 =BTU3BI7S Vaive kom ORIGEN fun used
(AN 0.000284338 =B71/38375 Vaiue rom ORIGEN fun used
T4 |Ca =D39 =B72/38378
73 jnd =041 =B73/3B376
5m =042 *674758375
Total =SUM(BAT:B74) =SUM(CAT:CT4) =100/375
Ph-iree LaDS glass
7Y
Ovide ‘ﬁwm INict Wt [GAoms, metal

BBAOOOOOC—0171 7-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il
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Glass

A 8 10_ C D
SI02 58 €0.08 ~3881/3C81
8203 “li6eT 169.62 B
ARG 19.04 101.96 =Z-$B8 V308
202 115 12522 =3B8UICEE
Gd203 783 3625 wZ3505/5C05
1La203 101 325.62 =3°$B06/3C85
7 |~dz03 1137 33548 =2-$B87/3C87
%g:lso“ 22 — 10362 =3B58/3CE2
. PuO2 (LE N 274 =$BEVSCES
=SUM(BE1:839) =SUM(DE1:069)
g1
Z [Check sum ol &l . =F90+GS0 .
3 =EO0KDO0+ES0) - = "mot. wi.” (wgt of 1 “mole" of glass)

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Hi
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Glass

E F G
-
4
~3_ JG-Aloms, 2nd elem, 3nd elemn. “[GRioms, oxygen
L9
5 =3BSCS
‘ =3°BeICh .
T |=amcT 15 =4BTICT -
8 j*zBerce P =8BO/CE
) I =S03RCo
TU §=s6103c10 $ =4 $BIGICI0
TV =3 SEIRCT
12 -
13 ° =3B13RC13
L a3 SBIUICIA
e3BISCIS -
. =$BIERCI6 -
7 I P =SBITRCIT . ; )
T I D S
L et B
=$B20/3C20
27 382175621 § 4 SBIIRCIN
[Z2Z 1=38223C22 I :
23 |=$Bz3ics g
25 =$B2415C24
~<$825/3C25 5
=2 $E23C26
7 =2 $B27C2T N
=T 3B28/5C28
29 wB3EIWC2Y
37 =3B31AC
32
3J
34
5]
IO
<14
oJ
“U
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Ill Page NI-37
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Glass

41

LY4

SSUMGAGIPRGE

[<2 12,

0O

LY

A

73

4

[£°]

= “mol, wi” (wgt of 1 Wnole” of glass)

[43)

G-Atoms, oxygen

AL fr. Mela!

AL f. oxygen

BBA000000-01717-0200-00058 REV 00 Att. Ili
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Glass
E F

2358 381 _ |mO0IASDI0RIES) | o

33 o =Oa30s00ES0) "~ |
| O3 [<338873CE3 IO i S T R
"B T se4nsces R

=3 $585/3CE5 - —_ |"OESASOR+IES0)
"85 J=3-36853C86 ... |=OBEASOII0+ESH) _
(87 |=3°$B8778C87 SDBTASDSI0+SESI0
88 J-soeances — SDBS/IDII0+IES0)
[ B }-z3a8w/3Ces } eOSWEDIo0VSESS0) | T
BU |=SUMESTESN DN L) |ERA3O390+3E$30)
BY §
3 -

BBADD0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. lii
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RATES

[ AL & c 1 o T ¢ I F T ¢ H ]
) JRates of scaction { 1
For 39L& Alloy 625, wres i In em®*2, for HLW i is the conversion factor from m**3 (o em**2

3] Knexin ool uo-e{imw--a)num.uhmum
o .
Macy *i;c,-mm IRigwmzd_[Aracorz |szv Rate/ace _&,"—'.‘:";,\‘ Rignah Riamolsh
3
259 D0IE DODEY00 | VOOBEDG | _ 3.00GE-14 ) BAMDEMC ] 2692E-13 |  4300E-18
[ 8 PieL™> 000601 O00E+00 ) IINEN3 | TUSIEW0 | 28NEA3 ]  AI0TE-14
b {30ALe~e SO0E-01 DO0E+0 | §.5C0EQS | 4.756E-13 ) TI00E400 | _ 3.753E- LATAE-14
) wses_| 3000E401 O00E¥00 |_3.000E-03 3138 EAZEH00 ) TASIENC INE-
11 {ASIG*>> ) 23536401 DOCE 00 | LTELY B30E-11 | 74006000 | SAZIE-IC D00+
2jB-uectovesse|  §.0CCE-O1 000E+00 | S.C0CE0S LASTE-(2 { 7.745E400 | VGSE33 | 3.775E-
3 |HLweoveess 2IEL2 | 1.000E04 | 1BI9EG3 | SB0E- 20E 1) | 1SHENL
AL JHL W eveowes 20XEO4 | 1O00E04 | T300E06] 2315613 131SE(3 | 1.OXE-14
5] T
£ §° Raie essamed o be app Ty W10 of corrueion mie of corrusion of 3161 wainless el specilically 4.SE-13 wolesicuitiaee. Afzumption 43,10
17 Reference 536, 9. 11| 1
18 {*o* Kok sp i | 1
19 Jose Reference 5,36, p. 47, maic in warer 2t 30 C at short times,

| 20 [*e°* Valae for C-miee!, Relerence $.36. p. 47. roomded 10 ).0E- 11 mokes condfeec

Reference 5,16, p. 12. For eomervatisan, e nie was dovbled (Assumption 4.3.27)
1

Ref, $9.p. 4. Used for runs with high degradation mates. |
Refevence $.36, Pig 6.2-3, pH ea $.3.8.8, 2¢C., zimate gverage value, tsed for euns with dow degradation rates.

.

BRAO0C000-01717.0200.00039 REV 00 Azt. I}
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RATES

- A [ C [ 3 3
[Ralcs of #eaction
For 30AL & Alioy 635, area ¢
Ratcs in cokimns F & G are i -
& .
Marl_ Rate. enyr 1 gm/md Aramva JRaxchr Ratc/aes Doy
‘ Igmam;
| 7] 625+ =0.01007923 =B 7*07*0.000! =ETAI600*2443¢3) .44
3161 * 0.1 =B8*08%0.000 =ERA 14°363) 7953
0L leas *B9°DI*0.000 =EIAIC00"24°363) T
10 {Cuicc] #ove 30 . =B10°D10°0.0001 =E1073600°24°365) 5
_}yule"m Fr¥ay) =B11°D11%0.0001 =E1 1A 3600 24°363) 5
2 [Bstectoesvew 01 0001 =E1273600°24°363) 348
13 L Weeveses lu,omosmmm 10,0001 39363 SN3600°24°363,
HLWeveeoves 0.0002 16,6001 nCI4°D1436S =E 14736007 24°353)
LB ,
161 Rue dobe
17 |** Reference 5,16, p. 1)
8 [+** Refcrence .16, p. 11
19 J+o%* Refcrence 5.36, p. &7, 1l
20 [#ove® Value for C-steel, Refed
1 3 S.6.p 12,
Ref: 55.p.4. Used for 4

[Reference $.36, Fig. 6.2-S, pH|

BBAD00000-01717-4200-00059 REV 00 As. It
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W ]
.
5
 JRtgme [Remats
¥ JFraT =HI39.94478
+3°G3_ oH3/59.94473
PGy FeHO34 66539
Y0 |[=F10°Gi0 1075434
TIFi1°GH1 =l 11/35.21543
[1zj=Fi2°012 = 8
[13]=F13 uH 582
4 [uFi4 =t 14/2).11982
S
6
7
8
[0
20
D

. BBAOO0000-03717-0200-00059 REV 00 Az. I
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Surface
A ] 8 | C } [*] 3 F G H )
[Calculation of surface aress and tumes and masses for MIT spent fuct
4 . | -
3 JArcs of smurface of Al eladding sround the U-Al “meat®
4 | See MIT daawing RIF-3-2, sev D, did. /1870, (Ret. 3.4)
Ribs on plate, sutside ares: 1
YHcight. in, Widh, in. Space, In. jContour keagth, Ribe/side End Len, End thick, Peri
K r {in. o i
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 110] 0.1 0.05 9.604
Area ad 10 “meal®: .
' 12 finickness [Width, e e, ba. Arca/piaic, °2__ JArealcan (cme'2)
in. 1
8.03{ 2.18 218 100.555] 622791.0125
15 1 i | I
3 JAsswnption: From BBA0OC000-01717-0200-00051 REV 00, . 7, sssume oversll codssp leagth of 272 em. (Ref. $.57)
| -1 ]
Detalls of I design for lengths of various comp taken, i past, from: Evaluation of Codisposal Viability for Al Clad DOE-Owned, Sperk Rucl: Phase I, Intact Codisposa! Canister,
Document Mentifier BBADO0000-01717-5705-00011 REVO0. (Ref. 3.38)
. | 1
316 Stainless steel | |
Deta for esoss ] area In the basket and vot of dength of basket of the secd tskan kom: 8 1 B tion of MIF-SNF Co-disposal Canizter
L’L D Mdentifier BBAOOO0O0-01717-0200-00031 REV €0, pp. 15-16. Ref. 350 - | 1 | 1
Seside radius of the codisposal canisier taken from p. 23, Criticality Safety and Shielding Evalwations of the Codisposal Casister in the Five-Pack DHLW Waxie Package
1 Identificr BBA0OCDO0-1717-0200-00052 REV 00. (Ref. $.48)
1
Length of stc! ia basket, ref. 00011, = 64 em N
Basket.vol Cross sectional Ares.cm*2 Vol per m of length, em*3 Mass/w, £ Masubekt Muass/pkg
1 230 28000 222634  142517.7%6) $70071.04
. Basket.area
(35
B stainless steed Area’] em Area/).5 em
Vol /3 centes plates + [Mass/pl Mass/can jGircem.cm._ [Side area thick
Divider Plates 1313.749976 1315.749976] 10190.43336] mﬂ.’m, 128.5853873] 128.8833873] 2760.085339] 2695792645
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 01 Alt. it Page i1-43 1211597
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Surtace

J K L M N .
2
-3
RS kogh  |Amapo  |Amateard) JAma/ Acca (G Ty
in. jem”2 bly jqu. can i
2 3373] 1405.616336] 211443430 138307 9683] 135301874
1
2
Y
5t
I
20
il
3
(28
L1 .
(20
36
(37
| Arearpky
T 1367188030

BBA0CD0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 01 Att. Iif Page lii-44 - . . 121587



Surface

A B C

1 _[Calcwistion of surface areas and otherwise
L.
3 [Area of weface of Al etadding sround the §
A | Scc MIT drawiag K3F-3-2. v D, &d. &
>
Ribs on plate, sutside ares:
Ficight, in. Width, in. {Space.in.
i )

0.08 j0.01 jo.ot
Arca adj 1 “meat”. .
2 ot [Width. i, Tl in.

in. j
.03 2.2-0.02 - 2273

A From BBA000000-01717-02

—

Detsils of & ! design for lengths of varl
Document Kentifier BBACO000-01717+

316 Susinesx steel

Duats for cross sectional srea im the basket
Document kentifier BBAOO0000-01727]
Inside eadivs of the codisposal canisies tal
Docement Jdentificr 8BAO0C000-171 74

| Leag of meel in basket. sef. 00011, = 64 :

EEEEEEREE

Backet,vol Crogs sectional Ases,.cm*2 Vol.per m of length, em*3
=0.028*10000 =B31°100

<

Basket.sres

T

Vol./3 center piates
Divider Plases =PL)*20.4652 =8

BBAOOCO00-01717-0200-00059 REV 01 Att. lit Page il-45 . - 12115487



A e g e o —— . .

Surface

3 F
=
4
Contour fcngth, Ribasidc {End Len, |End thick.
in. jin. Jin.
9 Jx2°A3+89:+09 110 jeart jo.06
Arca/plate, in2 Arca/can (cor2)
x2%(A 144B14)°C14 =D14°13%16°2.54*2%¢
=3 .
10
3
28
(B0 [Masm. g Masybsh Mass/kg
31 197.953 - =D31*0.64 =E33%4
/ Area/l cm
Mass/ol. Mass/ean [Circom.cm. 1Side arcs ihick plate
97.743 J=D39*4 [22*P1()°20.463 [=F39 |=G3942°B39
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 01 AR, it Pagse ll-46
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Surtace

] J K L N

1

[ 4

.

4

)

Perimeter, [Rib dengtt JAseatplae Area (cm*2) Ares/ Arca (cm 2y
fin. - in. em*2 bly lqer. eam

=DS*EY*2¢1944+09*2 2215 =19°19+2.34%2 aX9*18 =L9*16 oMY
I

11

[]

7

18

20
| &2
(23

24
25

<6
(30

3t
(32
(35
3 -

JArea/0.S em

plate Avea'pkg
 {=GIN242°B39 =3°H3I9+2°139

BBA0C0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 01 AtL. Il
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Area

A 1 [ C [+) E H ]
X stands for esocs, or croes sectional
316 Siainless seel basket )
| __
are Jabeled from 8 9 22nd A 1o L on 8 copy of Fig. L1 i ref, 5.57
I% 'ug@ue“ 4 from fil: mitxls, end d weing the AoSketch soft They are either straight
~Jioe & b w0 polnts, pert of aress, or, for corved lines pert of an srea minus the length of the chord,
d separaiely. | R | |
| : e 1 1
The design for the combination of baskets i assamed © be: 1) An outer shell of XM-19 meel of OD 43,93 em and thick
R 1.5 cm; wial length of 4%64 cm + 3°) cm + 2°). 3 cm. See p. I-1 In Ref $.57. Other data from Ref. 5.38.
Z | 2) End pistes of XM-19 foc ends of the cylinder described ln 1); OD 40.93 em, 1.5 em thick. 3) | em thick plates of B-sxee! sbove
3 | and below the combinadion ef kaskets and b ‘each pair of buskets; thus, 3 piaes | em dhick end 00 40.93 em.
4 § 4) 4 baskets each 64 em loag &3 shown s cross section on p. I-1 of Ref .57,
3 - |
) JDesc. of meas. l'va Chord desc. [Chordem  [Blement I’)T-m of surface.cm |Combined X-sect. Arca, a2 Area/combo
[—-per basket
m 133 ~ 12.3] 27
kage 22.03[cg Siehg 14.73} 3892
4o pi-d 30.872 |dejia 30.872] 122433
Iy 1.4 k- ugl $3.36
22 m-s-rq-m 16.68[mq .6.56|m-n-1-g 1012} 20.24,
opts-0 7363 {o-ptso 7067, 15734
'2 ja-w-v-y 13.23 je-w-vu 13.23/ 2645,
2D 154752 eM[xyz 9.3 1526
[(Z5 ABHA 1342 A-BIA 1342 26.84]
27 [COHC 643 CDHC ©o - (717
G-LK-G 13.228 C-L-XG 13.28} 2636 §
(20 (R 0531953 162131.968
[XM-19 Suinless Sacel, inside sorf; _
abrarc(ad) 27.26]a-b 13.5[s-bacc 13.76 ns:
<) 21.9)g< s.ifgcarc 13.29] . 8316
jm-q +arc(m-q) 14.16|maq 6.56|g-m arc 76 15.2
34 {x-2earc(z-2) 13.54{x-z 6.34|x-z arc 73] 14.4
110.28 7057.92 2823168
XM-19 plarcs ot ends of eylinder
37 | Sides R 257.1707746]
38 ] Topandbottom | $262.999903]
XM-19 8, outside surface; diameter from p. I-1 in Ref. $.57 36296.67347
[ Total surface of XM-19 t | 70048.52414
1 ] |

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV €O Att. i
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A B C [+] € ] F 1 [<] H |
)8 Stsintess Sieel I
3 [X-Area X-perimerer  [Lonpuidc  [hicip Volume/assembly® Perimeterfashly® Axial leagh®® | Vol Joer can®
14 | Base plase 1.528) 14.69] 704 0 86726393 745} 36,8323 104071674
Divider 208] 16.3 noss.x'
|
© Mot afl assemblies have sasocisted B -steet
JB | *% Thia is lexs than length of assembiy. Atsemed equal 0 length of ot fuc plates. 22.375in ® 2.54; e Rel. SAS.p. 7
9§ Length wscd in spreadsheet “axial homogenization” of Rl atsis D.Oin N
>0 Area/l em jAres®0)S em
>3 JAxis! Vol Jplsae Mass/plase [Clrcum.cm. Side arca {thick plate Jehick plase
32 | Divider Plates $313.749976, 1315.249976] 10190.43336] 4076193425, 128 5833873 - 1285353373 2760.0853%9 2695.792643
X ) .
54 | Toual B siect Vel Mass Area
35 | in mbdlics $422.70696] 6523386541 $3705.%02
55 | in div, plates $262995903] 40761.93425] 1367184131
57 | Teul 13685.70685] 105995.7997] 6737754331
1]
Anscmbly outside Incide -
61 X-Arca [x-peni ﬂim X-Perimeter  [Net X-arca/ssembly otal X-perim/ashly Vel Jasbly. [Azearashly
L& BsX side plates [F%2)| 25.38 3758 2633 6.14 4 39296 3501.44)
Outside of cladding - sec surface sheet in this flic - 21144.24803
64 ) Inside of eladding —~ see surface sheet in this file
Combs — 2 per bly* i
3 [X-Arex [Thickness®® VolJably  |Fraction Al Al arca/asbly Vol Aliashiy Al area/can
167 QN 0.633 7.1622§ 0343314 66.61131931 9.536676331] - 266446078
AL iotals Area Volslde +combs Volclsd  [Tol  Mams . .
2200331493 _1610.185703] 3833860021 40448.73691)
70| *From fiic mitam.ls, sheet “axiat homogenization” one can doduce that the comb structure i 0. 633 em €k, and consiats of
634685 % water aad the remainder of AL Areals d hese 00 be the same as Ror eutside of A) sssembly 1
£ ] $*Forboth combs wgether | | L | 1
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J K L
2
JAreaiqer can® Volicanister  fArea’canister
5080.8235, 4162.856%6 20323302
$343.6) 425984 333824
842270696 $3703.702
49
> I3
1367184131
4
>
€0

S04 DAOILIG
B3| Hm01568s] 135331874
6217910125

9
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——— e .t "

| A , C
¥ }X stands for exoss, er eroes sectional
[116 Stainless sicet basket
 {Points are labeled homat 2and Ato L on 4
("] Lenpths are derived om fie mitak, sd w)
line & & 190 Pointx, pert
U | The design for the combination of baskets e
1) 1.5cm; wotal length of 4°64 em + 5*1 em 4
2 §_2) End plates of XM-19 for ends of the eyl
3§ and below the combination of baskets and
4) 4 baskets esch §4 cm long as shown in ¢
> |Desc. of meas. Valuecm |Chord desc. Chord,cm {Element
: li3s =
< 7Y ot 5 chg
Kejid oz [dejid
k-1 13.84 13-k
n-a-r-q-n 16.63 m-q 36 m-n-e-q
jo-p-ts0 1867 op-tso
4 Jo-w-ve 13.23 |
x-2-y-2 183.47 x-2 - xy-2
20 JABHA 1342 A-BH-A
7/ *-C 4543 . IC-DJ-1-C
KG 13.28 G
XM-19 Stainless Sicel, inside swface
1 Jabiarc(ad) 21.26 13.5 ja-b arc
g ) 20.39 ¢ 8.1 € &I
Imgqearc(mq) 14.16 |mq 656 g-m arc
X-24arc(x-2) 13.54 22 | X1 x-2 orc
30419 plaies a1 ends of eylinder
7 | Sides
Top and bottom
XM-19 SS, sutside suzface; di from p
7 Yotal surface of XM-19

BBA0G0O000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il
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N | A 8 C D E
[Z |8 Seaimicss Sicel
X-Atca [ X perimeres Long ke Height
14 ) Base plate 1.525 {1449 7.04 0.2
Divider 208 163
b
© Not all assemblics Rave associated B-sted
[5} 5> This is lexs thas kength of ssseonbly
40| Length wacd in spreadsheet “axial
0 ]
D1 JAxial Vol plste {Mass/pl
(B2 | Divider Pates =PU 204652 =852 =C32°1.743 =D52%
53] Total B meet Vol o™ Arxa
551 Imasblics T3 wC3377.943 aLAG
55 |_lo &v. plaies 47032 =C3677.743 52
37| Youl aSUM(CS3:C36) =SUM(DI5D36) =SUM(ESSESS)
58
(€0 |Asscmbly ewtside Assembly intide
(€1 X Ases (X Ferimeser X-Asea
&3 | Bak wide plates 7R B 3753 2633
T3 ) Outsidc of cladding — aee sarface thoct in
Toside of cladding ~ see parface sheet i Gl
Corbe — 2 per assembly” -
(T8 X-Aca _|Thicknesses Volsably [Peaction AT
(67 073 (T3] =BGT*C67 =1-0.634636
(T8 JATouk [Area Vol aside +comb Vel, clad. Toul
=X53+KEI+KOA+HET (5246774 R83L.6002063192 069469
70 | *From fiie miim as, shect *axal ooy
T} 654686 % water and the semsinder of Al
**Fot both combs topether
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il Page IlI-53
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F G |
1
L
4
N o .
2
J
1 ]
X-szct. of surface.em jCombined X-sect. Arca, em*2 Area’combo
per basket
B [=BiLDIt a3°F18
19 j=B19-D19 t*F19
=B20-D20 - [="r20
=B21-D21 ~Jet*F21
22 |=Bn-D22 322
=B-D3 s2'F 13
4 j=B D24 .z‘m
=B25-D23 =37F28
826026 =29F36 -
<BI1-D2) =2*F27
=B25-D2% w228 -
=SUM(G18:028) =61°G29 5129
31 J=B31-D31 =531
A2 B32-D32 =32
=833-D33 =233
j=834-D34 =2°F34
=SUM(031:034) =64°G33 =4*H33
K
(57 =PI0"40.93°2
=PI0"40.53/2) 19272
SPIA 93} (644+1 5°2+1%4)
0 =05+ SUM(37:39)
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Area
F_ G
Volume/assembly® Perimetefably® Axial length*® Vol Ayr ean®
=tia4°B44 =CAL-DAY =22375°2.5¢ =124
[=B43+8°64
Arca/l em jArea’0.S em
31 §Circam cm. Side area thick plase ick plate
32 |s2°PN)*20465 aF$2 =GS2+43°B32 - +2°B52
.
et Karearansenly otal X-perinvasbly Vol Jasbly Arca'asbly
=B62-D62 =CE24E52 w64 *FE2 64%G62
1] 2114424804
53
|65 |Alarcaastly | Vol AVastly Alareaicsa
7 |o(4*B52+CET°Ch2)°EST =DEIEST =" P67
Mz .
BBAGO0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il Pags I(1-55
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———————— - 0wt o9 =

e er o cm—y

Area
J K L
]
3 can® Vol/canister | Asea‘canister
=125 HA {=taaod |
14 T {sases__ 1454
‘ SSUM{EA4:KAS) L SOMAALLAS)
Y4
Ol
o1 JAreaipky
32 J3°HS242°152
X]
>4
9
o
3¢ {.
o8
(&0
(BT JAmsiqrcan .
=16°062 4%363
B3 [335507 960544 BRBLEIT6
. 101243
(.
(€5
70
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Volume

. cm— e s e,

A ] B | c 1 D [3 F a H
ation of volumes and masses for MIT spest fuel canister
& 1 l
3 JAres of surface of Al eladding around the U-AJ “weat®
4 } See MIT drawing R3F-3-2, sev D, &id. 812770 Records Batch # MOY-970603-02 (Ref. 5.4)
| |
Ribs en
Height, in.  {Width, ia. Space, in. Length, Ribs/side X-arct ribs/side [Rb length  [Rib voliplaie Rib volzashly
in jin. -~ |in*3 in."3
0.0 .01 0.01 213 110, 0011 2.5 0.5005 12012/
of piates N
2 JEnd Lea, End thick, {End arca’pl: JrEndvd " |End welipkg
3 Jin. lin. in*2 i3 sl
4 0.7 0.06 0.02052 QAG683] 7343974164}
]
> J Al clad between rids and fuel
Len Area/ph [ Voliplare Vol/pkg
Jin. ia. in"2 jian Iaﬂ‘!
22 0.015 0.066 $.3018] 23620.96953
[Total A) volume in fuel plates 38338.60021
Fucl
 § Thick Widdy, in. Length, ln. Vol/plake Vol/pke Ares
s, | =)
[ 0.03 218} 22.75 143785 msﬂ 62219!.0!251
| | . 1 .
% Assamption: Prom BBADO0000-01717-0200-00031 REV Q0A, p. 7, asseme overall eodisposal canister fength of 272 em.
1 | | | | -
%m&wwphwumwmtxmmc huation of Codisposal Viabitity foc Aleminum-Clad DOE-Owned, Spent Fuel: Phase |, Iniasct
Document ldentifier BBAOD0000-01717-5705-00011 REVO0. (Rel. 5.38)
L
j¢
Wates volume § . -
This is estimatod by combining e various entrics in spreadsheets in mi als. In many of the individual spreadsheets the volume
of water in individual comp o e fuel itself, Is determined and exp d a1 8 volume & of that em. Later, these B
bers are eombined into the 6 a another iexn. Multiplication of the volume fr of waicr in an item by the volume
fraction of the item in a subseq peeadsheet, §.6. 8 combination of iems, and addition of any ricw volume fraction of water
yields the yolume fi of waier in e new combination of itlems. Upon compiction, the yolome s of wates in the entire
Canister is oblained. | | 1 } 1
1 | I | L | |

BBAOC0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. i
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Volume

A B . C ! D | E F . G H | 1
Siem preadsb Vol. . water Fr. of wshy Fr. of ecll Fe. waier inceli Fr.ofcelll  [Frwaer inoel2  [Fref cclivdiv
1
44 [Feet "eel*®  Jintact sides 0.634636073] 0910675391] 0.84344054 0505345761
plses  MIT Asby 0 0.083324600
ide waier  [MIT eell 0.15159946 0.15133946 C.1S185946
FTotd fraction ig fuel cell + side waier 0.657405221] 061553809 0404657953
[Watercells  [MITeell 2 0.164814691 0164314691 o.lmuml |
[Total fraction in cell2 0369472643]  0.964196901
{hem preadsh Pr.efcpl len. Water fr. in em
T NA 0.829) ©.54908376] .
|Divider | Celt+ivider __ o 0]
x4 Axial homog. 0009769231} 0.634536073(
Water Axisl homog. 0085346154} - )
3
57 JOverul] water fraction in eylindes 0580377393
[Water volume in cylinder 225197.0738]
i
* Called “plate svay” dn Homog. MIT Asby
J=* Combined waer . is the fraction of the Iotal water in the entire that comes forn e kem in cotumn A.
4 The act of spreadsheets in file s combsi mp axialty before the final b oa X
(B3]t e homop 0 & cylinder he T areas of watct oels. fucl eells, ond sicc) e dand
sultiplied by the ponding compositions of the cells and sieel. However, the contribution of the waker eells was siready
LGE taken jato in spreadsheet, "Homog. MIT cell ¢2)°. Doing 50 for a second time is & mistake, $o far as the waser content is
mumpummmu dcheet, “Axial b ization”. The 316 $S i 84ded in for the
(€7 genized cylinder spreacsh uummmwmmmnm
1 | | l .
60 Joen iom e mitnum xls, sheet basket vol.: Frube radius 20.463]tebe area 1315.749976
Kl | X-section length hemelg volican density mass
16 Stainless peel 289.000%229| S778S|  16699.91255| 66799 63021 7953 3312576181
73 IXM-19, wbe 1999466644 64 1399626651 $5985.06604 -
XM-19, ends 1518.69664 3 4347.03992 .
XM-19, towal { 60532.15596)

BBAGC0000-01717-0200-00058 REV 00 Att, Il
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Rib vol/pkg

7873636511

13

32

40
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B J
2 {Fr. waser in cell + div.
S
0.54908376)

L)

]

2
13

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. It
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jCalculation of volumes snd miad

Asca of surface of Al cladding

4 ] Sce MIT drawing R3F-3-2. s

JRibs on plate
Height, in . [Width, i n Length, Ribs/side
] e - ]
j0.01 1 0! =2.2-0.02 1o
Q 1 1
VY [Ends of plaies {_ -
End Len, Iwm End arealp Ead vol End volpkg
n_ Jin. 2 in*3 jonr*3
4 j0.178 .06 mA14*B14%2 =C14°C0 =D 14°2 3473°1516%4
Al clad between ribs and foet
Len Thick Arearplare Volplax Volpks
in. i, 2 O jear*3
2 038 [=A19°B19°2 [=C19+Co [mD19°2.5443215°16%4
[Total Al valume in fuc) plates jmI9+EI4+E1S
Fud _
 Thickness [Width, in. Length, in. Vol/plsxe Vol/pkg
jin. i3 oS
03 =22-0.02 2273 =A26*B26°C26 9254730150169

Assamption: From BBADOO00

| Details of imemal dcsign for ict

Lgé Documen Ideatifict BBAOOO!

' Waser volume #
This Is estimaled by pombins
of water in individua! comp
Yi bers are tombined into
fraction of the item n 8 subse;
yields the volume fraction of
U } eanister is obtained

BBA000000-01717-0200-00053 REV 00 Att. Il
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i — - " —— — s cas— oo ——

Volume

A B C D l [3
12 ] bem dth Vol. fr. watcr Fr. of by Fr. of eell
3 ]
 JFuet “ocll*® ntact ides 10.654686073174559 0.910625391290359 w1-CA§
45 JSide plases |MSIT Asby 0] [=1-D44
46 §Side water [MIT cett 10.181559460348061 [0.151559460348061
4/ [Toul & in fuct cell + gide| | -
[Water eells MIT ocll 2 10.164314590676651
[Total fraction in ceft2 |
o0
2% [hem preadsh Fr. of eyl. Jen. Water fy. in kem
52 [Celt 200t NA oz =J49 .
Divider |Cettsivider o - [
>4 |Combs Axial homog. _ |0.00976923076923088 0.654585073174339
Wager Axlat hommog. 0.08584615384561538 1
>0
> water fraction is cylind! wC52°D324C34°D34+CSS* 0SS
| Water voleme in eylinder =PLN43.93/2)"2°64%4* D57
<]
|* Called “plate amay” in
** Combined water fr. is the &
(T2} Thc set of spreadsheet n i
- bi the homop 08
Sattiplied by the ;
ng teken into account in spreads]
3. e homogerisat
EE homogenized eytinder spread
Duta from file mitnom.xls, shoel tube radius
1 . [X-ecction — length g
| 72 J316 Suainlews atzel 0.219647218898433°H69 57.785 =CT2°072
73 ) XM-15, be wPI(YN(43.93/2M(43.93-3y2"D) |64 g , [wC13%0734341.3°2)
XM-19, ends 1aP10%(43.9372°2 =1.5°2 .
XM-19, sotal

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 At I} Page 1iI-63 ) .. 12218/97
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Velume
F H
X-aect ribs/tide Rib ength Rt voUplate Rib wolastiy
CE | ) 3
=ATBYED 77 P01 =R9*15°16
r
15
15
i
(21
[Area
(25 —
(28 |=(2%(A26+B26)°C26)°2.54°2°16° 134
A B
31
KX
'35
1
8BA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 AtL. It Pige fl1-64
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1 F ] G | H [
Fr. wakcr in ocll Fr.of celi2 {Frwater mcel2 Fe ol cclitdiv
|=CA44* DAL EAL
0,15 1539460343061 —
SRS G 613538090434825 eF4To047
18 164814690676691 10.1643 14690676691 .
(19 - i T+11A8 G.S6A 196900661083
>
52
!
-]
i
&6
[:Y4
[ 2:) s
(3 20465 5 owbe arca i =T
70
13 Jvolican | density mass
72 [T 7953 =Fi7°G12
3 (=E73%
[73 }Crevpa
75 FEUM(FIIFT8)
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Rib voi'pkg

ui9*2.5443%4

EECECEEEERE]

%

LEEEE
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—— e PRI e o mrr— o -

Volume

] J
Fr, watee in cell ¢ div.

jub149°149

~ &

RER

i £
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WP characteristics

Vol

186.9)

3038/

R

O vol

End thick _ 1Ead vol.

ot vol

1609

1569

3033)

303013.8371

28 101663.1191

3415490.391

304L shell foc DHLW gims — &

Cakoulations per canister |

(]

Overall kit

Oyt bt ouside

|[Endmick __[Cyl wgtinside

wol inside®

. vol outside

Ead vol

40.96

299.64|

274.26

1.5373 171.088

7109279748

204648569

$326.826071

57.783

that ends 6t inside the

1
ion o 4

Combi

Vel

{Mass

[Moles -

399426.9949

3153473.259,

ST122.715679

DHLW glass

Vol. inside 304L

[vol

L {Mol. Wt

Moles/pky

Vol.givcan

NOITI9743]

604288.7785

2417153.114

SBEI2076]  21.11805340]

326208.2044

Outside surface area, 4

o€, Ak glpckdmn.xi:

182300316

]Fracture factwor |

30

}Surface area, 4 canisters

5649024 481

otal waicr ia package

Volume of Al fuel canister

EEECEERECEEEE

Between inner barrier and

'Void volume in 4 DHLW eanisters

Void volume in Al fue! canisier

Water volume/pke |

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 At. It
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WP characteristics

K L ™ N ) 3 o R

1
"Mot, Wt Moles
$9.94344434] 3657379521
(12 [Voleads + eyl Nk 0D Neckvol [Tt vol Density Mass ML Wie  [Moies
K 97863 4A0818] 10] 1953340535] 9933674372 7.9] T88868,3149] S4.66601796] 144306892
4
o
[:]
1]
20
el
5}
7|
(25
127

i
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A B C D “E
1 JContainer -
& | eternal volume .
{ID.em Hyt. loeide Vel
1369 3005 P10 (B42y2°Ch
-] . . '
Alloy 628 inner barrier
7 oD D Hyt Ot wol
1609 1369 3033 =PI0*(160.972y'2* D3 D4
30AL shell for DHLW giats 4
T Cascutations per oacd - h‘
2 oD D [Ovenall gt Cyl hgt omtsice
K 60.96 — |=813-2°1.5875 29964 =D13-2538
&
< * Assumes that ends fit imsic
A BT T
I} Vol Mass Moles
L =4°N13 =d*F13 "R 13
T DHLW gy J‘
3 Vol inside 3041, _ Volgiskan vol glepkg Deasity
73 - SFIONCIN22°G13 [=B23°0.83 =C23%4 25
fOutsie surface area, & caristers; of. ke gipck]
Fesctare factor
AR ~{Surface area, € canisiers . .
[Total water in packap: .
[Volome of Al fued canisicr 400143 91298551
i Between ianer barrier #nd =D44°113-E30
Void volume in 4 CHLW J426356. Teaz94?
Kk Void volume in Al Puel canister 235197.073491509
'Water volume/pkg =SUM(E31:E33)

|
T 1218597



F . G H 1 J
&
¥ |Ead wick End vol. ot vol — |Demity Mass
23 BRY2"2°F8 =EB1GE & =31
2 JEad Bk Iyt byt nside Cyl. vol ineide™ vol outside |
3113875 =£13-2°1.3878 =PIOSCIVZY2°G13 =PIOMBIN2Y2'EDD SPIOMCIN2Y 2 F13°2
r
15
)
3
.
S Yy LWt Mokes/pkg
K =DDED 2111808431167 o F23/GE)
T -
(%5 Jiss30081601 7926
30
eF23°F 25 .
(%9
(30 .
1 JDoces mot subtract volume of
See Rle glpkgdm.als, sheet @

BBADO0000-01717-0200-00058 REV 00 At (Il Page lll-71
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WP characterietics
K L M N o P
<]
Mol We - Molex
10071 6681 UKL
[]
(T2 |vol ends s.ept ) Neck OD jNeck vol Tot vol Deasity Mass
k) SRR E] 10 =PIO(LIAZF22DI3ED) |»KI3eM13 9 =N13°013
[
L
%1
]
1

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. lil Page WI-72 - 121597



WP characteristics

Q R
]
4
[4]
1
2 F"Mol. Wo* [Moles
3 Jui00/) 82929 =P1MQ13
4
;-]
-
1
(22
g
25
23
31
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Arez and Volume

A ) B | ¢ | o | E ) F | H 1 J K L
[Calculation of volimes and other physical characieristics for a codisposal wasse g
rJ l )
3 Jinner barrier -~ alioy 625
4 o | " 360.9]
9 |iD,em { l%.!i
© [Height, Inside ld bo inside Bd 3035
[Height, sutside 1id s outside Bd 312}
Ares of inside of inner barrier 188269.223|
Area of outside of inner berrier 193376 512
0 JVolume 475844.34| 404572.956 ]
Dencity ~ sl s
2 Mess 4016127.91] 3415490.39 .
3 Mol Wi without Nb 61.3904937] 61.3904937 -
4 Moles | 65419.378] 53635.4931
i |
Valume lnside inner barrier 5253058.89|
{Fitier glass canisior
jOverall oumide height 209.64
jOD, em | IR 60.96
2] iD, em ] $7.785)
 [Height, Inside id w inside kd 27).085
 JHeight, ovtside Bd 10 outside lid 174.26)
4 of instdc of cani $4456.9549
Area of sutside of cant $5361.2100
Volame | $9536.8321
27 § Neck,est. -GD 10{
28] Neck. bpt ) 2538}
Necx, vol | 1991340541
O [Total metal area 113615.542] Area at top of meck effectively already included sbove
[Total metal volume $1530.2226] .
2 JDensity of 304L steel 18,
3 723088.759
34 [Mot. Wt of I04L stee) 546658891
3 Moles of 3041 sieet 13227.4213 Moles in 4 canistcrs $2909.6262
Total metal area, w/o aeck $12818.206 Arex for 4 exnisters 451272823
1 [Total volume of eani $02438.197, Vol for 4 canisters '3205232.79
8 Jinkerior volume 710927978 Vol for 4 eant 28437119
|Glass volume| 604288.779) Vol for 4 eani 241715511
jGlass density| 285 |

BBAO0O00C-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ast. Il Page I11-74 : - 121587



Area and Volume

A B C D | E F | © H 1 J L
1 mass 1T2223.02] Vol for 4 canisters $883392.08
42 mol. wt. 201180834, . |
3 §Glaas mioles [ §1552.6511 Vol for 4 cani: 326208.204
jGlats surface area, outside 41075.204 Ares for 4 eanisiers 185300.816]For fracture factoc of 100 18530081 .6
Void nlumaj_ 106639.196 Vol for 4 canissers 426556.785/
© [ Void inside barricr & outside : 1 .
4 ean | i 2658226.3 ]
‘.
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ar. ITT Page I1I-75



Area and Volume
A D
Calcalation of volzmes and
inner barvier = alioy 825
L em 160.9
J |ID, em 156.9
6 Jiicight, ieside Nd o tide K] 3038
Ficight, owtzide B ¥ outtid 312
[Arca of inside of inocy bard =PI DS DGPIONDSr2°2
[Arcs of sutside of imncr bar] =PI0°DA*DI+PINDVIY 2°2

Volume

wPIO(DY2Y2{DX2Y 2 D6+ 2°PIOMDAZY 2*({D7-DEV2)

|Area of inside of canister

=PIO*DR DRI (D21/2°2°2

(1T |Density . 544
2 JMiass [=DI0*D11
3 JMiot. Wi without Nb [613504937337781
4 JMoics =D12/D13
Volume joside inner bamier =PI0™(DS/2°2°D6
|Fliler giass canister
jOverall ovtaide height 29964
20 JOD, em 96
21 |iD.em 13675
[ 22 JHeight, inside Bd o Inside =D23-2°1.8873
23 JHicight, outride 1id 4o 0utsicd n399.64-2538
L
L

S JArea of outside of - 1=PI*D220D+PHY D202 2°2
'Volume =PID202) 2402 1/2)° ) D22+ 2°P10*(D20/2)"2°((D23-D22)/2)
Neck, ast. = OD 10 i
Neck, hgt =DI9.DB
] Neck, vol =PI0*(D27/2y'2°D28
otal metal area =D24+D25+P10°D27°D28
[Total metal volume =D26+D29
: ity of 3041 sicel 79
3 [Mass [=D31°D32
Mol. Wi, of 304L stee) 54.6658890893323
of 304L sicel =D33/D34
J otal metal area, wio neck {=D24+D25
37 | Total volume of. =PI (D20/2)°2*D23+D29
Intcsior volume «PIO*(D2172y'2°D22
jOlass volume =0.85°D38
jGlass density 2.85
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 At IIt Page HI-76
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Area and Volume

A B C D
mass D39°D40
mol. wt. 2.3 130834311677
moles [=D4 1/D42 .
34 JGlass surface area. outside =PI0° D21 *D22* 05+ FIO (DN 22
9 JVoid volome j=0.13°D38
40 JVoid nsidc barricr & et —
1] 4casisens laD16-H37
BBAOO0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. IT1 Pagc O1-77
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E F
&
[
[
=PI (DA 2{DI D T D6+ PO 2723 j
.44
1°EH
3 §61.3904937337731
[=E12EL3
-]
[
9
2010
2
4
doad
24
o
2! ’
Ares at top of meck effective!
e
] Molcs in 4 =4°D3S
E Ases for 4 canisicrs =4*D3
Vol for 4 cani =4°D37
Vol foc 4 =d*D38
39 . [Volford wd* D39

BBAQO0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. I

Page 11178

121587



Arez and Volume

E F 1
Vol for 4 eanisters wi*D41
o
x Vol for & =t*D43
4 Arca for & canisters it ) For feacture factor of 100
) Vol for 4 canisters w4*D4S
)

BBAQO0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. I
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Are2 and Volume

s ool ol ool sl ool el o
o

UVl L b
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Area and Volume
] K L
1
2
y .
7 j=300*H44
46
47
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et 4 ey
Smm-HLW
A | B | C | D | E ] F G H 1 J
{Calculations for sranium snd boron in the MIT fue waste packape during o simulsted éepradarion and flashing |
2 files are UAINIbSemm. Doesn't include HLW, MIT fuel & B-tieel are Included i
3 ] Dats in columng including "moles® in the heading have been lized 0 ] kg of initial water In Ghe wask: pack:
3 Mudtipliers for moles n solids —multiply moles of s0id by fhese Bactors 10 get moics of slcment |
3 Boraied swoel | CMECY] JMole Eraction of B in the stect
[ [ Asomic weighiafB 1031 I
[Asomic weight of U-B35 233 |
|Normalizing factor 2917.8] Used 10 convert eutput valocs, which were sormakized 10 § kg water initially, back o an
entice waste package :
[1]
[ Time, . {Moles U in sol kg U Ia soln Molcs B s soln kg B in soln Moles U-235, fuct Moles U, soddyi Tot moles U Tot kg U
35736 79523 S.69E-18 S96E-18 1.30E-05 4.095E-04 0.051823] 0 S.18E.02 3.55E+01
5313 7.1168 2.36E08 162E08] " 7.75E-04| 245E0 o] SIIE02 SISEQ2f  3SSE+01
4 653) 6.90365' 1.35E08 SWEDG| 1.085-03[ €STE02 o] SASE-02] S.18E-02 3.35E+01

: . ‘ ]
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Are. 111 Page 11182 ' : 1211557



Smm-HLW
K L M
L
4
[
]
FMoles B in [t mokes B ot kg B
4 4.36E02 4.36E-02} JTE+QO;
4.26E02 4.33E-02 | ITE+CO
4 3.03E-02 IMEL2 1 .02E+00

BBA000000-01717-0200-0005% REV 00 Ast. IIT Page I11-83 12/15097



A B C D E
jCalculations for =
y Hles are UAITI Sl
% ] Dota in cotorne nciuding
[ [Misttiplicrs for moles in solid
S |Borated sieet 1062404
6 |Asomic weight of B 10.81
Asomic weight of U-233 233
Normalizing factoc 29178 Used 10 convert output vajues, which were §
sntire waste packege
) .
L& . yos pH : Mckes Ui sola kg Unsoia [Moles B ia sotn
12 5756 7.9523 J8.691006E-18 |=C12°3D3$7°$ D52/1000 ]0.00001298074
5813 7.1163 10.00000002356641 =C13°3037*$DS3/1000 |0.0007751749
3 _|6.9036 _10:00000001354351 =C14°3D37*$DS2/1000 10.002083993

" BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. 1l
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Smm-HLW
F G
y -
5 Mol fraction of B in the siect
¢
jxg B Io soln Moles U-238, foel Moles U, soddy [Tot moles U
joE12°3036*$DS 21000 [=025°0.2073 =02 =C124012 .
3 JoE13°3035*3D33/1000 o =0.025912°2 =C13+G13+H13
4 J=E14°3D36°SD32/1000 0 »0.025912°2 =C14Gl4+H14
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ast. Il Page 1II-85
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Smm-HLW

J M
r
g
8
L]
}_ y
[TI7axs 0 Moles B in Totmokes B [Taig B
3 |=112°S057°3DSRI000 _ [=0693°5083 =E12¢eK12 =L 12730355 D5&1000
3 |=113°SD57°SsD88/1000__ |=0.6822°3D35 =EI3eK 13 feL13°3D35°SDS&/1000
[=114°3D57°3D58/1000 45517°SD3S 16K 14 =L14vSD36°SDSM1000
BBA0O00000-01717-0200-0005% REV 00 Ast. 11 Page I11-86

121557



— -

Smm+HLW

A | B | [ | D 1 E | _F G H
Jculations. for wraatum and boron e the MIT foel waste package during & simulated degradation and fleshing
4 fles sre UATLa S, UADLaServrr, snd UAITaSimons. Includes HLW and MIT fucl, B-sieet
Dataln ncluding *moles” i the heading kave been sommalized 10 | kg of initial water In the wasie packap
4 [Madtipliers for motes in solids —multiply moles of solid by these factors © get moles of €
§ Boraed sieel 618602 [Mole Faction of B in the sieet
3 “[DHLW Glass SUE02 {Mole fraction of B in the glass
Botax 4 | Gram stoms of B in borax
DHLW Glass 1.66E-03 Mot £ of U-238 in glass
[Atomic weight ol B 1081 T
{Atomic weight of U-235 5 |
Nosmalizing factor 2917.8{ Used 10 convert output values, which were lized 10 1 kg water initially, back 10 an
4 entire wasic packag
Time, ys~_ |pH —_ |Moles Ulnwin Uia soln Moles B ia soin kgBinsoln - [Moles U35, et {Moles U, soddyite Mol U in DHLW
135 0] $.4953 0] 0.00E+00 0.00€£+00] 0.051828] o] 1.85E0)
(161- 128] s 33ELT 266E+00 T21E02 2. 27E400} o} 493E-02( 1.83E-01
359 9.1344 S17E02] 560401 L.I3E81 3.58E+00} o o 1.23E 81
1001 98318 218E02] 1.50E+01 232E01 7.33E+00] of - INE-02]
1206 9.8863 1.80E-02 1.B3E401 211E0 $.65E+00} o 0.00E+00)]
I 1999 $.8418} 3.7 256E-02 2.15E-01 6.79E+00] 0] [X
21 2996 8.7543 .62E-08 L1IE-0S 2.33E-01 7.19E+00 [} [
22 4008 5867 621E-12 4.25E09 2.15E-01 . 6.7TE+00] o] 0.00E+00)
‘ ~ 5006 $.2409 279E-13 L9IE12 1.09E-04 3.0E03 o] 0.00E+00;
6002, 74336 127E-18 L.69E-16 1.M4ELS 392E-04 o] 0.00E+00]
7104 1.5«31'# 2.54E-22) 1.24E-19) LUECS INIEOM 0] 0.00E+00
0.00E+00] 0.00E.+00 0] j 0.00E
0.00E+00] 0.00E+00| 0 0
: - |
(39 1* includes B in 3 308ids, bt mostly the B & smalated & be in boras
30 !
|
y Coenpatation of U-235 in sob
M Time yrs h«muum Vumu JufomDHLW  JU pord, moles U-23$ fraction [U-233 ppr'dmoles
k [ 0 0 0 of .
. 6 1 9.1944 9.99E+00 342603 onsmsl 1.93E0} 0.049932 9.44E-01 481
. 37 1 $.2229 1.26E+01 3.96E-03 0.051825[ 1.93£-03| 0.049516 $.64E-01 4.30E-02]
2 $.2229 1.26E+01 I SSE03 Q.049816) 0.963682635, 4.80E-02}
39 3] 9.1828 2806401 1.97E-03] o.osuml 4. 4E0) 0.048114] 9.23£01] 4 A4E-02}

BBAD00000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. IT1

Page 111-87

1271587



Smom+HLW
A | B C D | E F G H []
3] 9.1528 21.80E+401 7.78E-03} 0043114 0922785297 4A4E02
3 9.1771 4.08E401 1.19E-02 . 0051828 6.31E-03 ©.04501 8.92E-01 410602
44 4| 9.1771 4.08E+01 1.16E-02| 0.045014 $.92EDL 4.10E-02
y -
14 JApproxi % be wsed after this mep is Shat the mtic of U-235 10 total U ks abowt e eatio of U from éhe fue! 10 total U 10 soluti
45
91344 365 L.17E-02 - 0051825 S.1IEQ2 4.76E-01 [
XTI} 1001 2.18E-02 0.051825 1.9E0] 253801 0.00E+00]
98358 12067 ).50E-02 0051825 1.85E-0} 2.19E-08 0.00E+00}
83418 1999} 3.74E-05 0051625 1.8SE01 2.19E-01 0.00E+00}
. 87543 2996| S2E-08 0.051823 14SE01 2.19€-01 0.00E.
S 5847 4008 6.21E-12 0031825 1.43E-0 2.19E01 6.00E 00
Ly $.2409 5006 TI5E13 00351825 1.25E-01 2.19E-01 0.00E+00}
S 72536 6002 L27E-18 0051823 1.85E-01 2.192-01 0.00E +00]
kL 7.6437, 7104 234E-22] 051825 1.8SE-01 2I5E-01 0.00E+00}
) )
BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. II Page [11-88 121587
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Smm+HLW

K L N 0 P S
4
K3
12
(14 JTot moks U Tot kg U-133 [Txkg U |MoksBinppr Mols B in Tamolcs B |Totkg B
3 A IEDL 3SSEL01] 1626402 0.00E+00] 902E+00 T.02E+00] _ 2.216+02
[ 237E01 $.SSE+01]  1.62E402 0.00E+00] 6345+00} TOIEW0] 2216402
LICE01 267E+01] L AAES02 491E01] 4RGEH00]  SAGEH00]  1.72E+C2]Last point wken froms rem UALaSmen aliof
AZE02 3.SEARD]_ 3JIEO1 4.16E400] 1.35E+00 SEAEI0| _ 1.TAEMO2
130601 2ER0]__ LDEI S.02E400 286E02 $15E400] 1656402
3.74E-03 SSIEQ| 236E03| 3.70E400 1.43E 3S25+00]  1.34EA02
i 62E-08 243E06] _ 1.1IEDS, 1ASE00 TIIEDS 2085400 6STE+O1
$2E12 um-no' 4BELD ©D0EA00 0.00E+00] 2ISED1| 6.T7EM00,
2 29E1| A19E13_ 19IE-12 SO0E+00] 0.00E+00] 105604 30203
24 1E18) 1S0E-16] _ 849E-16 C.00E+00] 0.00E+00] 14EQS|  392E04)
y 250 3R0E20|  1.74E-19 C00E+00] 0.00E+00 T24E]  INEDA
y G.00E+00 0.00E+00] _0.00E+00 0.00E+00| 8.006+00 0.00E+00] _ O.00E+00}
y G.00E+00 0.00E+00] _0.00E+00 €00E+00 0.00E+00, 0.00E+00] _ 0.00E+00
39
30

L

[Tot U-235, moles; sol'mKg U-235 in

34 |Moles U-235 ln oo s pot. solution
> .0
5 33060 SIEQ2] ZI6E+00
341E-00 S.ISE02] 2.61E+00
374E03 SITEC2] L36EH00
736E03

S.13E02]  S.B4E+00

BBAQ00000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 At. I
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Smm+HLW.

] ] K ! L M N o P Q R s
1.1ELD S.IGE-Q2]  4.92E+00)
1OSE02 SA6EQ] 7.4Es00]

L¥] : 1.03E02 S.4EG2}  7.00E+00{
43
46 I89EQY] 389E02] 267E+08
$53E03] SSIEDI]  3.79E«00}
3S3E0) 393E03]  2.69E400
L18E-06 SI3E06]  SSIEM
30 35309 3S3E09] 243E06
3 e 1.36E-12) L3E-12] 931E-10]
32 6.1CE-16] G.ICE-16]  4.18E-13]
33). 277E-19} 277E-19]  1.90E-16)
34 S.35E-D) S3SE-23]  3.80E-20)

BBA0O00000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il Page 111-90 . 1211597
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Smm+HLW
A B c _E
1 JCalcotations for uranium and
2 fles are UATLaSmny,
Dets 6 columns incloding .
Multipliers for mles o solid
3 Borated scel Joos1821
DHLW Glass 062365
Borax |
DHLW Glass 163315
| Atomic weight of B 1081
) JAtomic weight of U-235 05
[Normalizing factor . 29118 Used o convert output values, which were
> entire waste package
]
[Time, yts Molcs U ki soin kg Uin soln Moles B in soln
4 {84953 fo =C13°30310"3D3) /1000
6 J126 192229 “|c.003876057 =C16*SD$10°3DS11/1000 Joom20734
369 19.1344 {oos16977s ~C17°SDS10*3D31171000 10313436
3001 193518 Jo02183792 =C1£*30316*$DS 171000 oS
1206 {98563 Jo.01795¢13 =C19°3D$10*3D5 1171000 Jo2107813
S 2071999 Jesas }0.00003739604 wC20°5D$10°3D511/1000 Jo2151748
21 12996 1’840 |¢.00000001615246 =C21°3D516°3D5 1171000 jo2230383
22 J4008 leser ~0.000000000006205423 wC22°3D810°5031 171000 |o2147401
82409 2792415 wC23°30810°5D$ 1 1/1000 lo.0001082343
2536 lxmxs&u »C24°3D$ 10°5D3 171000 }0.0000124313
25104 5437 2 =C25°5D% 10°5D3511/1000 1000001233654
6 . C26°35$10°3051171000
27 =C27°30810°3D31171000
25
* tocleics B in T
2 putation of U-235 in 8ol
134 Jstage® pH Time.yns Moles U la soln Ju grom tues
. k[ o o -
. k731 L1944 .994 “jo.oo34tess |=G13-Gi6
STt {s.2229 1258 “]0:003955716 |o.051525
2 o229 1253 ~10.003876157 3
Ejz“ 1o.1%28 04 10.007970483 joosiszs

BBADO0000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ate. 11T
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Smm+HLW

A B 1 C ] D E
3 1823 _jc.o0rrisa2e . .
3 917 40.52 jao1gs0ss i 0.051825
¥3 7 91771 0.01160795
3
Approximation 1o be wscd o
4 5.1344 369 ) 03169773 [o.051825
4 ~ lossis 1001 . loozisms2 Joosiszs
los3cs 1206 loo1795413 [ons1azs
: (T 1999 } Jo.00003738907 0031825
30 - |s.7343 12996 "~ 10.00000001615246 joosieas
3 8847 4008 23 ~ Jonsig2s
3. 82409 2786924E-15 — Joosiezs
LX 7425% 1.267016E-18 foosiszs
3 76437 7104 2SISTWER 10051825

' ’ . |
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Smm+HLW

F
4
3 [Mole fraction of B i the sxcel
6 Mole faction of B ia the glass
wioms of B in borax
Molc fraction of U-238 o glass
L
B in soln {Moles U-235, fuel JMoles U, soddyle Mol U ia DHLW
3 JsE1S*3D39°SDE31/1000 120.25%0.2073 111.8°3D38
6 J=E16°3D39°3D31 /1000 o u0.024908°2 =110.62°SD38
IE17°3D39°3D31 171000 o ju0*2 =77.304°$DS3
jwE18*3D39*3031 171000 e =19.535°3038
=E19°SD39*3D31 /1000 ic 03038
20 |=E20*3D3$9*3D3$11/1000 lo =0*$DS3
21 J=E21°3039°3D311/1000 o «0*S0SE
22 |aE22°3039*3D31 1/1000 10 mO"3053
23 =E23*30359+30311/1000 |0) w0*3053
24 [=E24*3D39°3081 1/1000 o wO*SD32
29 pE25°3D39*3D311/1000 | ) =0*SDS8
26 JE26*3DS9*30$1 171000 |3 * =0*SDS3
27 J=E27°3039°3D$11/1000 0 [=0°3DS3
L
1
2
34 JU from DHLW U ppt'd, moles U-23$ fraction U-233 ppt'd.moles
0
3G [=31315-116 m0.024976°2 wEIGNEI6+FIC6) wG36*H3I6
»$1513-110.62°3D38 =) 024908°2 =E3TAEI1+F37) =G37°H3?
| =0.024902°2 0.96368265435083 =G33°H38
39 =31513-105.18°3D38 =0.024057°2 . |=EMKEINFIY =G39*HI9

* BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ast. 111
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Smm+HLW

F | | ]

a0 [=0024057°2 10.922745297036174 =GAC*HAQ
B1315-107.99°$ D58 002300772 <EAIREAL+F41) )

y . 0.02300772 151901 1834315 SGATHG
[0 J=5315-77.304 75053 =EASNEAG+F46) =G HAG
A7 Jo51315-19.5355058 =EATHEAT+F&T) =GAT* AT
31515-0°3058 =EASNEAS+F4B) 0@ HAS
=S1315-0°SD32 =EAF(EAD+F4T) =GAHAT

L] 15-0°5D38 =ESONESO+F30) =G30°H30
31 J=S1315-0°3D33 =ESIAES1+FS1) [=G31°K51
33 51315073058 =ESINES24FSD) =GS2°H52
33 J=51315.0°5058 =ESINES3+F33) =GS3°H5)
33 J=315150°5D33 =ESAAESAFSA) =G4V H34

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. Il
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Smm+HLW

W

Totmoks U__ ot kg U-233 kg U btoics B in ppc*
Sl=cisvGisHis =(C13+G13PSDS 10°3031 /1000 =315°$D310°3D81171000
(4 M =(38+G16+H16°H32)*SD310° 3031 1/1000_|=J16°SDS10°3D311/1000
~CITGITHITHIT =(4GHIT+RIT*HAGYSD310*SDS1 V1000 _[=J17°SD310°SDSIUI1000 [0.4912
=<CIS/GILHIZHIS =(147+C1E+HI8HAT)SDS10°SDS1V1000_|=J18°SD310°SDS11/1000 |=1.0404°4
1 fciswGisaisHIS | a(43+G19+H19*HAZ)*SDS10°SDS 11000 _|=J19°SDSI10°SDS11/1000_|w1.2538%¢
(20 J=C20+G20N120+120 =(149+GI0+HI0*HA9)*SDS 10°$ D31 V1000 _|mI20°SDS10°SDS11/1000 |w092377%4
21 C214Ga1 s MR =(30+G21+H21°H50) S5 10°S 0311000 _[=I21°SDS10°SD3I11000_|=0.45344°4
22 [CrvGnizvn 514G+ H2I*HS1)"SD510°SDS 11000 _|=122°SDS10°SDSTI/I000 et s
23 [RC2GTH I ST GIHII HS2*SDSI0°3051 V1000 _|=123°3D510°SDS1L/1000_[w0°¢
34 fscanGaeenzeiie =U53+G24 M H53)*SDS 10°SDSTMI000_|=124°SDS10"SDSII/I000 {04
RCI5+O B+ HISHS =S GISH IS HS4)*SDS 10°SDSIUI000_|=125°3D$10°SD31171000_[=0°4
C26+G254 126426 =IS5+G25+125 HS5)*SDS10°SDS V1000 _[wJ26°SD310°SDS1I/1000_|=0%¢
CIGTI+HITHZ] =USG+GIT+IZT 56, SD310°SDST V1000 _|=I27°SD310°SDS11/1000 |=0%¢

[Tot U-233, moles; sol'n + ppt.

34 |Moles U-233 im soin K¢ U-235 in solution
o
~D36°H36 =136+936 =136°3D310°SD31 /1000
7 feD37°H37 =I374137 =137°3D310°SD31 171000
=D33°H38 =138+138 =138°$D310*SD31 /1000
9 =D39*H9 =139+139 =739°3D810°5D311/1000

BBAD00000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Ast. Il
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Smm+HLW

J L :

[0 | =G40 _ =140+340 =J40" S5 10°3D3 1173000

DAT*HAY SHaiaH) 1°$5310*$DS1 /1000

2 |=DATHA 124342 I Z*3D310°3D31 11000
5 e

HAG =146 =345* 3031075 DS 1171000

T ~Hel [siresey =347°$D810°3D3 1171000

=DaE-Has =3I =348%3D310°5 531 V1000

) =34F*$DS10°5DS 1111000

30 [=D5°H%0 a130+150 2350753 10°353 117000

31 |=corensi wIS1+151 1519303 10°$0311/1000

37 |e0soHss 1524152 =I52°355 1073031171000

33 J=D53°H53 21534353 <153°$DS10°32511/1000

1Y SR ST j=I54*SDS10°3D311/1000

BBA000000-01717-0200-00059 REV 00 Att. I
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Smm+HLW
N [+] P Q
T
&
[
)
4 [Males B in Tot mokes B TotkgB
S Ja(5.234°3D33%0.6914I%6.254+111.8°3D36) - =E1SoM15+N1S " {=015*3D39*$D811/1000
6 J2(0.6383°3D35+110.62°SD35) =E1GHMISHNIS =016°3D39°3D311/1000
|=0.60644°3D35+77.304 *SDS6 =E17+MIT+N17 =OLT*3D39°3D$11/1000 {Last point aken from run U
a0.464 14°$D35+19.535°3035 =E18+MI8+NIS =C18*3D39°5D$1 /1000
 §=(0.41335°3D3540°3D35) =B 194+MIS+N19 =019*$D39*3D3$8 171000
=(0.23093°3D$3+0*$D36) =E20+M20+N20 =020*$D39*$081 171600
21 |=(0.0011825°$D35+0°3D36) =E21 4M214N21 =021°3D$9*$0S$11/1000
22 J=(0"SD3$5+0°3D36) [=E22+M220N22 =022*303$9*3D31 171000
=(0*SD3540*$D35) wEYI+M23+4N23 =023°3D39°3D31 /1000
y 0*3D35+0*3D36) =E24+MUNK w024*$D39*°$D$11/1000
23 |=(0*5035+0*3D35) =E25+M25+N2S =025°$D39*3D81 111000
w(0*3D3$5+0*3D86) =B26+M26+N26 =026°3D3$9*$D31 171000
27 |=(0*3D33+0°3D86) =EZ7+M274NT7 =027*$D39*$DS1 171000
28
0
L3
3
134
33
K
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Attachment V. Listing of pitgen.c, program to generate pit locations and analyse them for occurrence
of cutouts

/*pitgen.c This program generates pits over randemly selected locations

on a rectangular grid, to simulate pitting corrosion in a rectangular plate.
The pits locations are generated sequentially up to some limit (maxpits,
currently specified as 80% of the number 6f grid cells); the sequence is -
divided into intervals (nspits) at which the program analyses the pit
locations to identify cutouts {(collections of non-pitted, contiguous cells
which are completely surrounded by pits). The program can be repeated a
‘specified number of times (specified by the parameter *realize") to
generate statistics on cutout areas. For demonstration and verification
purposes the program can also plot the cutout locations (printsw=1l).

A cutcut is defined as an region containing contiguous un-pitted cells,

and completely surrounded by pits. Contiguous means adjacent in the
horizontal or vertical direction; cells linked only by & diagonal are not
considered contiguous. The basic cutout algorithm processes each non-pitted
cell to trace connections with previously analysed locations. The
bookkeeping for this analysis uses the 2 dimensional integer array

*status”, in which the values identify the cells as belonging to specific
cutouts, and the parameter "color® is used to refer to this id while &
cutout analysis is in progress. To display a map of cutouts, the "colors*
are mapped into printing ASCII characters. The basic cutout identification
algorithm leaves gaps in the color sequence which are eliminated by shifting
the colors into the gaps prior to printing. In this manner the re-use of
printing ASCII characters can be minimized. At the end of each cutout
analysis the non-pit locations are all reset to color=0. .

The algorithm for cutout analysis described in the previous paragraph
requires further specification for cutouts which intersect the grid/plate
boundary. According to the rule requiring complete enclosure by pits,
an intersection with the boundary would preclude classification as a
cutout. The physical interpretation is that as long as a plate fragment
can be supported at at least 1 location (pit-sized cell) it will not be
eble to fall like & cutout. In actual fact, a plate fragment extending
sufficiently far from a single point of support will overstress (and
rupture) the attachment and fall. Hence, the model is not conservative
with respect to the possibility of cutouts breaking off the basket and
falling. A comprehensive analysis of this possibility would require an
understanding of the distribution of length and width for such
attachments, which is beyond the scope of the study to which this code
is applied. 1Instead, this limitation of cantilever capability is
approximated by implementing it on the top and left boundaries of the
grid (plate) and permitting the designation of cutout when .the
collection of unpitted cells intersects the lower or right border. A
cantilever which connects opposite borders (thereby becomming & bridge)
will not be counted as a cutout, in keeping with the additional

support suppl%ed by the connection to the opposite side.

For controlling the cutout plotting mode, use the following values of
printsw:

0. No plotting of cutouts

1. Unique ASCII character symbols for each cutout {(with re-use if there

V-1
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are more than 94 cutouts)
2. Same symbol (.) foz all cutouts, with ‘o' for cantilever locations
3. Combined 1 and 2
Note that ‘'+' is always used to designate a pit location; a cutout
location is indicated by & '.’ or a general printing ascii character
other than '+' (opticns 2 and 1, respectively); a cantilever location is
indicated by a space (' ') or & 'o' (options 1 and 2, respectively).
Using plotting ocption 1 or 3, it is straightforward to verify the correct
functioning of the cutocut analysis algorithm (by visual inspettion); it can:
easily be gseen that each location identified as belonging to a -cutout is ‘
adjacent (contiguous, wertically or horizontally) with at least one other
location also having the same symbol. Furthermore, using options 2 or 3,
it can be easily verified that each cutout is completely surrounded by pits
(with the exception that cutouts within one cell of the bottom or right
border may be bounded by an unpitted border cell, which could have served
as the base of a cantilever if it had occurred at the upper or left
borders, as discussed above).

For additional verification, the program has three different variables which
calculate the cutout area (number of locations within the cutout border) in
three different ways: totalarea,checkcheck, and checkarea. In this version
of the program only the first of these variables is printed, because the
program has been amply verified by the writer; the review may, however, wish
to print them. */

#include <stdlib.h>
#include <stdio.h>
tinclude <math.h>

#include <time.h>
#include <malloc.h>
int **gtatus, //Array to keep the status of each cell (including cutout ID)
nrows=190,ncols=750, //number of rows and columns in the grid.
. becolor, //keeps track of the highest cutout index (color)
maxpits, //maximum number of pits to be placed
*narea, //array to bookkeep number of pits in each cutout
*transfer, //Identification of transfers in downshifting before cutout
plotting
firstslot; //boockkeep gaps in downshifting: ends as number of cutouts
void cutouts(),testhigher({int,int,int,int);
FILE *fout;
int checkup(int r,int c,int color).
printsw=0; //no plots of cutouts
long int count, //Number of pit locations
tcells, //total number of cells nrows*ncols
totalarea, //nurber of pite in cutouts before downshifting (each cut anlyss)
checkcheck, //check by summing array of indices (narea)
chepkarea;llcheck with num pits in cutouts after downshifting

void main()

{int i,ii,j.k,

) nspxts:loooo.//pit accumulation interval between cutout analyses
realize=100, //number of realizations (Monte Carlo iterations)
steps; //number of cutout evaluations for each realization

long int tcount; //total number of random locations tried

float grandarea([20]={0}, //accum:lates cutout area, successive realizations
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grandareasqg(20]=(0), //accumulates sum of squares for SD calc
grandcutouts[20]=(0), //number of cutouts, for successive realizations
grandcutoutsg(20)={0};//sum of squares for num cutocut SD calculat;on
fout=fcpen({*crenstats.out”,"w");//ocutput file
tcells=nrows*ncols; Iltotal number of cells in the grid
maxpits=(int) (0.8*tcells); //no point in pitting all the cells
steps=maxpits/nspits; //number of intervals at which cutouts analyzed
nareas(int*)malloc (maxpits*sizeof (int));//for totaling locs by cutout
transfer={int*)malloc (maxpits*sizeof{int));//for downshifting cutout ID°'s
srand( {(unsigned) time (NULL) ) ; //random seed for the random number generator
statuss=(int**)malloc(nrows*sizeof(int));//allocate basic pit location array
for{ix=0;i<nrows;i++) statusfi)= (1nt')ma110c(ncols'sizeof(int)).
for{ii=0;ii<realize;ii++) //basic loop for each Monte Carlo realization
(for(i=0;i<nrows;i++) //7initialize for each realization
for(j=0;j<ncols;j++) status[i) {jl=0;
count=0;
tcount=0;
while{count<maxpits) //generate pits up to the maximum allowed
{bcolor=0;
i=(int) ({float) rand() *nrows/RAND_MAX); //generate coordinates randomly
j=(int) ({float)rand () *ncols/RAND_MAX) ;

if(i=z=nrows)i-~-; //don‘t hit the limit
if (j==ncols)j--; )
tcount++; //increment total number of tries

if(status[i][j]1==0) status(i)[§)=-1; //mark pit at this location
else continue; //location already pitted, try again

count++; //increment count of pits placed
if (counttnspits==0) //if we have reached the specified analysis interval
{cutouts{); //analyse the pits generated thus far for cutouts

k=count/nspits; //pitting count (fraction) index
grandarealk)+=(float)totalarea;//cumulate cutout statistics by pitting
grandareasglk]+=(float)totalarea*totalarea;//by pitting count index
grandcutouts(k)+={float) firstslot-1;
grandcutoutsqglk)+={float) (firstslot-1)*(firstslot-1);}}
printf("realization td\n",ii);}//print to monitor program execution
fprintf(fout, "$8s%10s%105%102%105%10s\n", "Pitfrac*, "Cutfrac”, "“Shcutfrac*,
"NumCutout*, "SDCutout”, "Avarea”) ;
for (k=1;k<=steps; k++)//print grand summary statistics (all realizations)
fprintf(fout,"$8.3£%10,.3£%10.3£%10.0£%10.3£%10.3£\n",
{float)k*nspits/tcells,grandarealk)/realize/tcells, //avg cutout frac
pow({ {(grandareasqg(k]-pow(grandareak]),2)/realize) /realize, .5)/tcells,
grandcutouts[k) /realize, //avg cutout num
pow( {(grandcutoutsqg{k] ~pow(grandcutouts(k],2) /realize) /realize, .5),
(grandcutouts{k]>0?grandarea[k] /grandcutouts{k] :0}};//avg area
printf("counts= %1d@ total counts= %14\n",count,tcount});}

veoid cutouts ()
{int i,3.k.kk,lastslot,//upper bound of slot for downshifting

gap, //equals 1 if downshifting slot exists
cantarea;//accumulate cantilevered area for checkinq. not printed now
char c;

for{i=0;i<maxpits;i++) ~ //initialize arrays for cutout tabulation
{transfer([i})=0;
nareal[i)=0;)

totalarea=0;

checkarea=0;
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checkcheck=0;
‘ cantarea=0;
for(j=0;3j<ncols;j++)
{if (status[0) [j)==0)status[0]) [j)==9; //Label unpitted border locatzons
if (status(nrows-1) () ==0)status[nrows~1) [j1=-9;}//for attaching cantilever,
for(ie0:icnrows;i++) //but only 2 borders will be used
{if{status[i} [0}==0)status[i) [0]=-9; //for this purpcse.
if(status{i) [ncols-1)==0)status(i} [ncole-11=-9;)
for(i=l;i<nrows=~1;i++) //now process non-border cells
for(j=l;j<ncols-1;j++) .
if(status[i)(j)li=-1) //cnly process for non-pit location
{if((k=status{i)} [j-1))==-9)
{status[i]} [j)=~9;//continue cantilever to left border
testhigher(i-1,3,-9,1);} //attach prior cutouts to this cantilever
else if(k==-1) //going from pit to non-pit location
{bcolor++; //index- for new cutout
status([i) [j]=bcolor;
if ((xXk=status[i-1l][j))==-9)//adjacent to cantilever from upper border?
" {status(i](3j)=-9; //attach this cell to cantilever to upper border
testhigher{i,j-1,-9,-1); //attach prior cutouts to too
if(bcoloxr>0) bcolor--;} //xeset base color for next new cutout
else if{(kk<bcolor)&&(kk!=-1}) //continue existing cutout
{status{i) {j)=kk;
if (bcoleox>0) beolor--;})} //give back the unneeded new color

else “//continue previous color in this line
{status(i] [J)=k;
if ( (kk=checkup({i-1,3,k)) {=0)//This routine will attach to cutouts

{status[i] [1])=kk; //s0 only cantilever is processed here
if(kk==~9) testhigher(i,j-1,-9.-1);)1)//end loop to mark cutouts
for(i=0;i<nrows;i++)
for(j=0; j<ncols;j++)
{if((k=status[i])[j])>0)
{narea[k]l++: //accumulate area by cutout index
totalarea++;} //accumilate total cutout area
else if(k==-9)cantarea++;}//accumulate cantilever area (check only)
for(i=0;i<maxpits; i++)checkcheck+=narea[i] //to check area
i=1;
firstslot=l;
lastslot=l;
gap:ol ’
while(i<bcolor)//loop to identify downshift source-destinatxon pairs
{if((k=narea[i])}>0) //any cutout for this index?

{if (gap==1) //is there a lower index to move it to
{narealfirstslot])=k;//move the total area for this cutout
transfer{i)=firstslot++;//setup to-from to transfer color index
lastslotai;) //mark end of gap (not used)

else transfer[il=i;}//otherwise no transfer

else
{lastslot++;//no area sgo increment upper end of gap
gap=1;} //now there is certainly a gap

ies;) //next index (or ceolor)

for{i=0;i<nrows;ie+)
for({3=0;j3<ncols;j++)
if((k=status{i]) [j]))}>0)
{status(i] [j)=transfer(k]};//now downshift the status values (colors)
checkarea++;} //another check of total (this analysis) cutout area
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if((printsw==1) || (printsw==3))  //picture of pits and cutouts
{for(i=0;icnrows;i++)
{for(j=0; j<ncols;j++)
{switch(k=status[i] [§])
{case -8: c=' ';break; //space for cantilever or border non-pit
case -1: c='+';break; //symbol for pit

default:
1£(k%94!=10)c=(char)(k%94+33);llassign unique symbols, with reuse
else c='~'; //alternative for '+'}

fprintf(fout.'%C'.c):}Ilnow print the map (picture) symbol
fprintf(fout,*"\n");}}
if{(printsw==2) | | (printsw==3)) //Picture with same symbol for all cutouts
(for(i=0;i<nrows;i++)
{for(3=0;j<ncole;j++)
{(switch{k=status{i] [§])
{case -9: c='0’';break;
case -1: c='+"';break;
default: c='."';}
fprintf (fout, "tc*,c) ;)
fprintf(fout.'\n };:})
for(i=0;i<nrows;i++) //reset colors and cantilevers to spaces
for(j=0;j<ncols;j++) if(status[i)ljl!=-1)status{i][j}=0;
fprintf (fout, "pit fretn=%.3f cutout frctn=%.3f num cuts=%d avg cut=t.3£f\n",
{float)count/tcells, (float)totalarea/tcells, firstslot-1,
(firstslot>1?({float)totalarea/(firgtslot-1}:0));
if (printsw==l) //same symbol for all pits (used only for check)
{for(i=0;i<nrows;i++) .
{for(j=0;j<ncols; j++)
fprintf{fout, "tc*, (status(i) [j)==02"'.":"+") )
fprintf(fout,"\n");}
fprintf(fout,"\n*);:}}

int checkup{int r,int c,int color)//Check upper neighbor and reset

{int k; //backward or forward, to lowest color
if{(k=status[r] {c}))==-8) return (-9);//return for attachment to leak

else if({(k==-1)||(k==color)) return (0);//no further processing of thie cell
else if(k<color) //backtrack to attach to existing cutout

(r++; //backup to original location (cell)
statusir] [cl=k;//attach this cell to the existing cutout
c=-=: //backup to previous cell location

status(r]) [c)=k; //attach but don't test; must have had pit above .
testhigher(r,c-1,k,-1);//back one more; now test above and back
return{0);}

else //forward to attach (reset) encountered area (cutout)
{status[r] [c)=color; //attach (reset) this cell (location)
. testhigher(r-1,c,color,0);//move up one row and test back, forward and up
testhigher(r,c+1,color,1);//move forward one cell and test forward and up
return{0);})

void testhiqher(int r, int ¢, int coloer, int nums)//recursively attaches
{int k; //existing cutout cells
if({(k=status[r] [c])>color)&&(ki=-1))//only continue if cell is non-pit
{status(r](c)=color; //attach this cell
if(nums<=0) testhigher{r,c-1,color,-1);//back one column and back and up
testhigher(r-1,c,color,0); //up one row and test back, up, frwrd
if(nums>=0)testhigher(r,c+l,color,1);}}//£frwrd one col and test ftwrd,up

V-5



BBA000000-01717-02000-00059 REV 00 Att. V December 5, 1997
Calculation of the conditional probability of Gd being contacted by acidified water

As explained in Section 7.4.4.1, the conditional probabxllty of Gd being contacted by acidified water,
given that water is penetrating the DOE SNF canister, is equal to the probability that the corroding
stainless steel lies above the DOE SNF canister. This, in turn, is equal to the average depth of the
DOE SNF canister below the surface of the clay which contains the corroding stainless steel
(remnants of the canisters for the HLW glass. To determine this average depth we use the joint-
probability density function (pdf) for the height of the clay surface above the canister bottorn (H)
and the depth of the DOE SNF canister top below the clay surface (h). This joint pdf is approximated
by the product of a uniform pdf for H, between O and the DOE SNF canister diamenter (D), and the
conditional pdf for h, given H, which is uniform between 0 and H-d (the diameter of the DOE SNF
canister). These pdf's are 1/D and 1/(H-d), respectively, so that the average of h over this
distribution is given by

1 -¢ hdh
71 P Nl

where the lower limit of the first integral is set equal to d because any clay (or water) level below the
top of the DOE SNF canister cannot get the acidified water into the canister. The value of this
integral is (D-d)/(4D), which is slightly less than 1/4.

Calculation of fractions/probabilities with respect to insoluble elements (U, Gd) segregating at
the canister bottom

The probability of an' insoluble element, or particulate, falling through corroded steel platc§ is
proportional to the fraction of the plate area corroded. This, in turn, is equal to the sum of the pitting
fraction and the cutout fraction. The average probability of falling through 0, 1, or 2 plates is thus

(14£+82)/3.

For stainless steel and carbon steel the maximum cutout fractions are 0.49 and 0.32, respectively, so
the f=0.4240.49=0.91 and £=0.56 + 0.32=0.88, respectively. With these values for f, the formula
then gives the vahies 0.78 and 0.83 for the probability that any given particle of insoluble element
will fall to the bottom of the canister or for the fraction of such an element uniformly distributed
throughout the package which could fall to the bottom of the packagc This calculation could apply
to uranium or gadolinium.
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Calculation of probabilities of criticality

The conditions necessary to have criticality within the waste package all include water dripping on
the waste package and have sufficient water remaining in the waste package to provide the necessary
moderator, either as standing water or as water attached to clay. A previous criticality evaluation
developed estimates for the probability of enhanced dripping over an individual waste package
(0.07), and the probability of ponding water in the waste package given that there is enhanced
dripping (0.01), Ref. 5.52, p. 20. The probility of the occurrence of these preconditions for criticality
" is then the product of the individual probabilities, 0.0007.

The nominal environmental parameters and corrosion models have changed somewhat since the
analysis of Ref. 5.52. Furthermore, the previous analysis considered the possibility of ponding only
by an intact waste package bottom, while the codisposal package may degrade into an amount of clay
sufficient to retain water for moderation even in the presence of g significant amount of penetration
of the waste package bottom. Nevertheless, the previous estimates still fall within the current range
of uncertainty so it is not appropriate to do a comprehensive re-assessment at this time.
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Check of Flushing Routine for case UalISmmr Stage 1 to 2

End of Stage 1, mole solvent =55.7212=Yy

mass solvent = 1.00383
Almolesaqueous  =4.053240E-07
B moles aqueous = 7.355274E-02
Ca moles aqueous = 1.3760985-08

Delta moles J-13 water (added)/3 = 1.144 =2
Initial moles solvent = 55.5088 = x

x/(x+2) = 0.979812

Start of Stage 2, mass solvent = 0983643,

Al
B
Ca

therefore, reduction factor should be x/(x+z)

3.971413E-07 3.9717878E-07

7.206786E-02 7.207341E-02
1.348317E-08 1.348421E-08

December 12, 1997
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