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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Total System Performance Assessments are an important component in the evaluation of the
suitability of Yucca Mountain, Nevada as a potential site for a mined geologic repository for the
permanent disposal of high-level radioactive wastes in the United States. The Total System
Performance Assessments are conducted iteratively during site characterization to identify issues
which should be addressed by the characterization and design activities as well as providing input
to regulatory/licensing and programmatic decisions. During fiscal years 1991 and 1992, the first
iteration of Total System Performance Assessment (hereafter referred to as TSPA 1991) was
completed by Sandia National Laboratories and Pacific Northwest Laboratory. Beginning in
fiscal year 1993, the Civilian Radioactive Waste Management System Management and Operating
Contractor was assigned the responsibility to plan, coordinate, and contribute to the second
iteration of Total System Performance Assessment (hereafter referred to as TSPA 1993). This
document presents the objectives, approach, assumptions, input, results, conclusions, and
recommendations associated with the Management and Operating Contractor contribution to
TSPA 1993. A parallel effort was conducted by Sandia National Laboratories and is reported
in Wilson et al. (1994, in press).

The principal objectives of the second iteration of Total System Performance Assessment are to
(1) enhance the realism/representativeness of the analyses, (2) incorporate new information and
designs that have become available since the completion of TSPA 1991, (3) test the significance
(i.e., sensitivity) of various conceptual model and parameter uncertainties on the predicted
performance, and (4) evaluate alternate measures of postelosure performance.

The representativeness of the analyses has been significantly enhanced over that presented in
TSPA 1991 by (1) directly incorporating the thermohydrologic behavior in the near-field
environment, (2) directly incorporating the possible corrosion processes and their thermo-
hydrologic dependence in the determination of the degradation time of the waste package
containers, and (3) the incorporation of a more complete radionuelide inventory that includes
39 radionuelides. The near-field environment used in TSPA 1993 is based on thermohydrologic
analyses conducted at the panel scale in order to evaluate the potential edge effects associated
with unheated portions of the repository due to the presence of main axis drift and associated side
adits, the setback of waste packages from these drifts, and the existence of the lower thermal
output from the defense high-level waste.

The new information incorporated in TSPA 1993 includes (1) revised estimates of radionuclide
solubilities (and their thermal and geochemical dependency), (2) thermal and geochemical
dependency of spent fuel waste alteration and glass dissolution rates, (3) new distribution
coefficient (lq) estimates, (4) revised estimates of gas-phase velocities and travel times, and
(5) revised hydrologic modeling of the saturated zone which provides updated estimates of the
adveetive flux through the saturated zone. The new designs that have been proposed since the
completion of TSPA 1991 (which focused on the Site Characterization Plan design) include
(1) alternate thermal loads, (2) alternate waste package emplacement designs, and (3) the concept
of multibarrier waste package containers consisting of an outer corrosion-allowance material and
an inner corrosion-resistant material of various thicknesses.
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The alternate conceptual models that have been evaluated in TSPA 1993 include the assumed
criteria affecting the initiation of aqueous corrosion under the possible thermohydrologic
environments in the vicinity of the repository as well as the conceptual model for corrosion itself.

Finally, the alternate postclosure total system performance measures that have been evaluated in
this TSPA 1993 include (1) the normalized cumulative release of radionuclides to the accessible
environment for 10,000 years and (2) the peak individual dose associated with possible releases
for a 1,000,000-year time period. These later analyses were conducted in recognition of the role
that the individual dose performance criterion may play in the National Academy of Science's
evaluation of the reasonableness/appropriateness of alternate environmental standards that may
be applied to Yucca Mountain (per Section 801 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992 [U.S. Congress,
1992]).

The general approach taken in the Management and Operating Contractor's contribution to
TSPA 1993 is to (1) abstract primary functional relationships from either the results of detailed
process models (for example, the thermohydrologic analyses) or directly from uncertain parameter
distributions, (2) define the dependence of relevant waste package containment, radionuclide
exposure, waste package release, engineered barrier system release, and geosphere transport
properties on the primary thermohydrologic and geochemical variables, (3) incorporate the
functional relationships and dependencies into the Repository Integration Program, and (4) predict
the performance and the uncertainty associated with the uncertain conceptual models and
parameter values. The Repository Integration Program, developed by Golder Associates Inc., has
been chosen for this assessment because it allows the user to incorporate a sufficient specificity
in the process or process interactions to ensure that potentially important correlations and
dependencies are included in the analysis. The utility of the Repository Integration Program has
been previously verified in an earlier comparison of it to the analyses conducted in TSPA 1991
(INTERA, 1993).

Numerous comparisons of the predicted results associated with alternate thermal loads, waste
package designs, and conceptual representations of the initiation of aqueous corrosion plus the
corresponding rates of corrosion, are documented in this report. The results may generally be
grouped into those related to releases from the waste package, those related to releases to the
accessible environment, and those associated with peak individual doses at the accessible
environment. For the waste package, results are presented for (1) the expected value radionuclide
releases for 10,000 and 100,000 years, (2) the expected value cumulative normalized release to
the 40 CFR 191 Table 1 values for 10,000 and 100,000 years, (3)complementary cumulative
distribution functions of normalized cumulative releases from the waste package for 10,000 and
100,000 years, and (4) scatter plots of cumulative normalized release vs. pH. For releases from
the geosphere, results are presented for (1) the expected value radionuclide release for 10,000 and
100,000 years, (2) the expected value of the normalized cumulative release for 10,000 and
100,000 years, (3) complementary cumulative distribution functions of the cumulative normalized
gaseous release for 10,000 years, (4) complementary cumulative distribution functions of the
cumulative normalized aqueous release for I0,000 and 100,000 years, and (5) scatter plots
illustrating the sensitivity of cumulative normalized release to the unsaturated zone percolation
flux. For individual peak doses, results are presented for (1)the expected value doses for
1,000,000 years, (2) complementary cumulative distribution functions of the peak dose for
1,000,000 years, and (3) scatter plots of the sensitivity of peak individual dose to the unsaturated



zone flux, the saturated zone flux, and pH. For each result, comparisons are made to evaluate
the sensitivity of waste package and geosphere releases to alternative thermal loads and waste
package designs.

Based on the Total System Performance Assessment results presented, it is possible to conclude
that, in general, when considering the integrated release from the waste package for 10,000 years
(and the corresponding release to the accessible environment over this time period), the higher
and lower thermal loads, represented by 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) and 70.4 kW/ha
(28.5 kW/acre) respectively, yield slightly lower releases than does the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre)
case. In the case of the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) case, this reduction is due to the delay in the
initiation of aqueous corrosion at the higher temperatures/lower water saturations. In the case
of the 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) case, this reduction is due to the lower aqueous corrosion rates
and waste form alteration rates at the lower temperatures. These conclusions are also germane
to the 100,000- year time period, although the differences are not significant given the range of
other uncertainties affecting the results.

As in previous Total System Performance Assessments, the normalized 10,000-year cumulative
releases to the accessible environment are dominated by _4C releases. The _4C release is
controlled by the time of "failure" of the waste package container and therefore is strongly
dependent on the thermohydrologic near-field regime as well as the conceptual representation of
aqueous corrosion and corrosion rates. The integrated aqueous releases to the accessible
environment for 10,000 years are extremely small (less than a 10 percent probability of being
greater than 10_ of the 40 CFR 191 Table 1 values), and are also controlled by the time at which
the containment is breached as well as the percolation flux and dispersion in the unsaturated
zone. The dominant aqueous radionuclide released over this time period is 99"I'c.

The effect of alternative thermal loads on the peak individual dose over a 1,000,000-year time
period is insignificant. This is a direct result of the fact that while the thermal load can cause
differences in expected releases and the corresponding doses over the time period that the thermal
regime is perturbed, at larger time these effects have no impact on the predicted consequences.
However, this conclusion must be prefaced by noting that the long-term "dryout" of the
geosphere expected at very high thermal loads was not evaluated in this study due to a lack of
a sufficient suite of process-level thermohydrologic analyses over a wide range of uncertain
hydrogeologic parameters and boundary conditions. This so-called "extended-dry" concept should
be considered more explicitly in future Total System Performance Assessment iterations.

The result of varying the waste package container thicknesses indicate, as expected, that as the
outer wall thickness is increased, the package lifetime also increased and the corresponding
releases decreased. While the differences between a 10-cm and 20-era outer mild steel container

are not significant, there is virtually no release for 10,000 years when a 45-cm outer container
is used. This conclusion also is relevant when comparing the releases for a 100,000-year time
period. Again, however, as the time period is increased to 1,000,000 years, even the long-lived
45-cm waste package is predicted to yield equivalent peak doses to the other waste package
designs.

It warrants noting that conclusions regarding the relative advantages or disadvantages of
particular design options based on the present Total System Performance Assessment analyses
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must be qualified by the confidence in the current conceptualization of the system and its
components. As significant uncertaintiesremain in the understandingof the very-near-field
environmentand it's effect on the initiation andrate of aqueouscorrosion, some caution should
be exercised prior to unconditionallyaccepting the conclusions presented above.

The Total System Performance Assessment analyses conducted as part of TSPA 1993 have
significantlyextendedthe analyses performedin TSPA 1991. However,uncertaintiesstill remain.
As performance assessment is an iterative process, it is important to identify those assumptions
anduncertaintieswhich contributesignificantly to the predictedperformance so they may be the
focus of continuedinvestigationand analysis. The primarysourcesof significant uncertainty are
(1) panel- and drift-scale thermohydrologicanalyses, (2) initiationand ratesof aqueouscorrosion
processes, (3) the ambientunsaturated-zonepercolationflux, and (4) the conceptualrepresentation
of fracture-matrixinteractions.

Additionalthermohydrologicanalyses arerequiredto evaluatethe effect of uncertainand spatially
variablethermohydrologicproperties,uncertainfracture-matrixconceptualmodels, and uncertain
ambient percolation fluxes on the expected far-field, near-field and very-near-field (waste
package-scale) thermal and hydrologicregimes as a function of space and time. Considerable
uncertaintyremains regarding the processesaffecting the initiation and rate of aqueouscorrosion
under the range of possible thermohydrologic environments likely to be encountered under
variousthermal loading scenarios at Yucca Mountain. Greaterunderstandingis requiredof the
cathodic protection of the innercontainer, the processes affecting the growth of pits, and even
the definition of waste package"failure" in orderto providea more defensible argument for the
range of likely waste packagelifetimes.

The ambient unsaturatedzone percolation flux remains a very significant parameter in this
iterationof Total System PerformanceAssessment. Any director indirectobservationsto better
quantify the expected flux value and its uncertaintyshouldbe employed. It is foreseen that the
preliminarysite-scale unsaturated-zonemodel, to be completed by the U.S. Geological Survey
in fiscal year 1994, should be the basis for subsequentiterationsof Total System Performance
Assessments. In addition, the conceptual understanding of how water moves through the
unsaturatedzone at YuccaMountainneeds to be improvedbeforeinitiatingthe next Total System
Performance Assessment iteration. In the present iteration, the composite porosity model of
fracture-matrixinteraction is used, but additional "testing" is required to determine the relative
significance of alternateconceptualizations.
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1, INTRODUCTION

Yucca Mountain, Nevada, is currently being characterized by the U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE) to determine its suitability as a potential site for a mined geologic repository for the
permanent disposal of high-level radioactive waste. An important component in the
determination of the suitability of the Yucca Mountain site is the ability of the natural and
engineered barriersto contain and isolate the radioactive wastes from the biosphere. The method
used to evaluate the ability of the site and engineered barriers to meet regulatory criteria is
referred to as performance assessment. Although several different criteria may be used to
determine the performance of the site and engineered barriers, generally the evaluations
conducted to date have used the total cumulative radionuclide release for 10,000 years to the
accessible environment normalized to the Table 1 limits specified in the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) Standard (40 CFR Part 191). _ Although the EPA standard is no longer
directly applicable to Yucca Mountain, it is a useful measure of total system performance and
can be used as a surrogate performance measure for judging the suitability of the potential
geologic disposal system. In addition, because the NAS committee is evaluating the possibility
of a dose-based standard, the performance of the site and engineered barriers using dose as the
performance measure has also been evaluated.

Total system performance assessment (TSPA) combines the effects of the waste package and
other engineered barriers and the site to determine the release of radionuclides to the accessible
environment due to all significant processes and events. Several evaluations of total system
performance of the Yucca Mountain site have been conducted by a number of different
organizations. These earlier assessments have included the Sandia National Laboratories (SNL)
preliminary evaluations reported in the Environmental Assessment (DOE, 1986), which reported
the results of performance evaluations by Thompson et al. (1984) and Sinnock et al. (1984).
Pacific Northwest Laboratory (PNL) performed a preliminary total system risk assessment in
1988 (Doctor et al., 1992). Independent of the DOE program, the NRC completed Phase 1 of
their Iterative Performance Assessment in 1990 (NRC, 1990). The Electric Power Research
Institute (EPRI) completed a Phase 1 performance assessment in 1990 (McGuire et al., 1990),
and a Phase 2 evaluation in 1992 (McGuire et al., 1992). Recent assessments have been
performed on behalf of the Yucca Mountain Site Characterization Project (YMP). These are
reported in PNL (Eslinger et al., 1993) and SNL (Barnard et al., 1992) documents. These latter
analyses constitute the first iteration of the TSPAs and are referred to as TSPA 1991. Each of
the above analyses has used a different level of detail with which to represent the individual
processes of relevance to the performance of the potential mined geologic disposal system.

i i ii|l i

_The EPA Standard promulgated under 40 CFR 191 does not currently apply to Yucca
Mountain as per the language of Section 801 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992. This Act directs
the EPA to contract with the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) to conduct a study to
determine the reasonableness of different types of environmental standards (notably, individual
dose) to protect human health. Based on the NAS recommendations, EPA is to promulgate a
new standard explicitly for Yucca Mountain. The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
would then modify 10 CFR Part 60 to be consistent with the revised EPA Standard.
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The TSPAs areconductediterativelyduringthe courseof the investigations leading to the license
application. The iterative assessments are used to identify the key issues which should be the
focus of site characterizationand design activities. The results of a performanceassessment
iterationprovideinput to regulatory/licensingand programmaticdecisions as well as providing
guidance to prioritizesite characterizationand design activities.

Beginningin fiscal year 1993, the CivilianRadioactiveWaste ManagementSystem Management
and OperatingContractor(CRWMSM&O) was given the responsibility to plan, coordinate,and
manage the second iteration of TSPA (hereafter referred to as TSPA 1993) for the Yucca
Mountain Site CharacterizationProject Office (YMPO) of the Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management. The M&O responsibility also includes conductingTSPAs which would
complementthe analyses being performedby other participantr (principallySNL with support
from Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) in the area of waste package
performance). This document presents the objectives, approach,assumptions, input, results,
conclusions, and recommendationsassociated with the M&O TSPA 1993.

1.1 OBJECTIVES

The primaryobjectives of TSPA 1993 have been derived after a review of the programmatic
needs for TSPA and the assumptionsincorporatedin TSPA 1991. The aim of any assessment
of total system performance is to either (1) enhance the realism/representativeness of the
analyses, (2) incorporate new information or designs into the analyses, (3) test the
impact/importance(i.e., sensitivity) of certain assumptions on the behavior of the system, or
(4) evaluate alternativemeasures of performance or safety. In the case of TSPA 1993, all of the
above general objectives apply.

In TSPA 1991, while it was recognizedthat the thermohydrologicenvironmentin the vicinity of
the waste packages and repository would be perturbed following waste emplacement, the
thermohydrologicregime was not incorporatedinto the analyses except as an assumed delay time
relatedto the "rewetting" of the repository. This "wwetting" was assumedto start at 300 years
following emplacementand continuewith a uniformdistributionfor 1,000 years so thatall those
waste packages that were going to come in contactwith liquidwaterwere "rewet" at 1,300 years
afteremplacement. Similarly, the containerlifetime incorporatedin TSPA 1991 was an assumed
log-uniform distributionbetween 500 and 10,000 years afterthe repositorywas "rewet". Both
of these assumptions were required due to the paucity of thermohydrologic analyses and
corrosionrate information.

The TSPA 1993 analyses presented in this document directly incorporate the expected
dependencyof several processes and parameterson the thermohydrologicregime. In particular,
detailedthermohydrologicanalyses areused to determinethe temperature,aqueousflux, gaseous
flux, and liquid saturationin the vicinity of the repository undera numberof possible thermal
loads. These primary results are then used to modify the radionuclideexposure, engineered
barriersystem (EBS) release, and geosphere transportproperties that affect the radionuclide
releaseto the accessible environment. In addition,TSPA 1993directly incorporatesthe corrosion
(both general and pitting) of the waste package'scorrosionallowance outerbarrierand corrosion
resistant inner barrierin determiningthe expected time to "failure"of the waste package. The
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direct inclusion of thermally-dependentprocessesand parameters,and the corrosionof the waste
package, is a significant advancement over the simplifications required in TSPA 1991.

The analyses of aqueous releases presentedin TSPA 1991 utilized a radionuclideinventorythat
was limited to the radionuclides believed to contributemost significantly to the normalized
cumulative release over 10,000 years (with the normalization being to the Table 1 values in
40 CFR 191). The presentTSPA 1993 greatlyexpandsthe inventory to include all radionuclides
(and their parents)which may potentially contributeto the peak individual dose over a time
period up to one million years. In addition,TSPA 1993 considersthe inventory associatedwith
spentfuel from commercialnuclear reactors as well as defense high-level radioactivewaste. A
defense waste inventorycomponentwas not consideredin the SNL analyses in TSPA 1991, but
was considered in the PNL analyses (Eslingeret al., 1993).

Since the completion of TSPA 1991, significant new information has been collected and new
designs have been proposed which change some of the fundamental premises of the earlier
analyses. In particular,laboratory measurementsof radionuclidesolubility and retardation over
a range of likely environmental conditions (namely, temperatureand geochemistry) have been
generatedby scientists at Los Alamos National Laboratory(Los Alamos). In addition, thermally
dependent waste form alteration and glass dissolution rates are available from studiesconducted
at LLNL and PNL. The design of the repository (with special emphasis on the thermal load),
the mode of waste package emplacement (vertical in borehole vs. horizontal in drift), and the
waste package design (varyingthicknesses of an outer corrosion-allowance materialsuch as mild
steel surroundingvarying thicknesses of an inner co_osion-resistant materialsuch as Alloy 825)
have all undergone changes since the completion of TSPA 1991. The earlier analyses
concentrated on the Site Characterization Plan (SCP) thermal load (nominally 141 kW/ha or
57 kW/acre), was:e emplacement mode (vertical in borehole) and waste package design (thin
corrosion resistant material). Although the proposeddesigns are not fixed, an important role of
performance assessment in general and the TSPAs in particular is to assess the
advantages/disadvantages of the different proposed designs from a postclosure performance
perspective. As a result, TSPA 1993 incorporates alternate designs and investigates the
sensitivity of the releases to the accessible environment to these alternate designs.

An important goal of any assessment of performance must be an evaluation of the impact of
certainassumptionson the expected behaviorof the system being modeled. The results may be
sensitive to certain components, processes, or parameters used to describe the subsystem
behavior. Identifying the important processes and parameters can be useful in assisting the
project in focussing resources on those areas that contribute most significantly to the overall
performance. As a result, analyses conducted as part of TSPA 1993 aim to identify the key
assumptionsand the sensitivity of the results to these assumptions.

Since the completion of TSPA 1991,the total system postclosmc performance measureapplicable
to Yucca Mountain has been questioned by Section 801 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992.
Previously, the principal postclosureperformance measurewas the cumulative normalizedrelease
integrated over 10,000 years (refen'ed to as the EPA sum). Section 801 calls for the NAS to
evaluate the reasonableness/appropriateness of alternate environmental standards to assure the
protectionof the public if a nuclear waste repository is located at Yucca Mountain. In particular,
the NAS is to evaluate the potential use of a dose-based standard to protect the public from
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futureradiationexposure.Althoughitisimpossibleto prejudgetheoutcomeof theNAS
committeeconvenedtoaddressthisissue(aswellashow EPA may decidetoimplementthe

recommendationsoftheNAS committee),itdoesseemprudenttoquantifytheexpecteddoses
associatedwithapotentialrepositoryatYuccaMountain.As aresult,TSPA 1993considersboth
thecumulativenormalizedradionuclidcreleaseattheaccessibleenvironmentand thePeak
individualdoseas relevantPerformancemeasures.The Peak doseisthehighestdosethe
maximallyexposedindividualmay receivewithinonemillionyearsfollowingrepositoryclosure.
In addition,becausethetimeperiodofregulatoryconcernisalsouncertain,theanalysesto
incorporatethearrivalofthemostsignificantradionuclidepeaks(whichcanoccurseveraltens
tohundredsofthousandsofyearsafterclosuredependingon thepackagelifetimesand water
traveltimes)havebeenextended.

In summary, the major objectives of the current TSPA 1993 iteration are to:

I. Incorporatethermaldependencyon individualprocessesand parameters,

2. Evaluate the effects of alternate thermal loads,

3. Evaluate the effects of alternate waste package designs,

4. Evaluate alternate measures of total system performance,

5. Incorporate new site and design information,

6. Incorporatea more representativeinventoryincludinghigh-levelwaste(HLW),

7. Conduct sensitivity analyses to identify the key processes and parameters affecting
postc!z, sure Performance, and

8. Provide guidance to site characterization and design activities.

In addition to defining the enhancements/modifications in this M&O contribution to TSPA 1993,
it is useful to identify those aspects that ate different from either TSPA 1991 or the SNL
contribution to TSPA 1993. Due to limited resources and the desire to minimize duplication, the
TSPA 1993 analyses presented in this document do not consider the possible effects of disruptive
events such as human intrusion, volcanic intrusion (whether direct release effects or indirect
effects), and tectonism. These processes and their potential impact on postclosure performance
are discussed in TSPA 1991 (Bamard et al., 1992; Eslinger et al., 1993). The SNL contribution
to TSPA 1993 does incorporate analyses of some disruptive events (see Wilson et al., 1994, in
press). While it is acknowledged that a complete TSPA must include all reasonable scenarios
which could contribute to the release of radionuclides to the accessible environment, our attention
is focused on the site- and design-related effects on the expected release rather than the externally
initiated releases that are much more dependent on the assumptions regarding the probability of
occurrence and geometric descriptions of the event. The reader interested in the direct releases
associated with these disruptive scenarios is referred to Barnard et al. (1992), Eslinger et al.
(1993), and Wilson et al. (1994, in press).
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1.2 APPROACH

The general approach taken in this TSPA 1993 to evaluate the postclosure performance of a
potential repository at Yucca Mountain, is to (1) abstract primary functional relationships either
indirectly from results obtained from detailed process models, or directly from uncertain
parameter distributions; (2) define the dependence of relevant radionuclide exposure, EBS release,
and geosphere transport properties on the primary thermohydrologic regime; and (3) incorporate
the functional relationships and dependencies into the Repository Integration Program (RIP). The
RIP is a performance assessment and site characterization strategy evaluation program developed
by Golder Associates Inc. (Golder Associates Inc., 1993). The RIP is a TSPA model that uses
the Monte Carlo method to propagate uncertainty in parameters and processes to produce
probabilistic predictions of the repository performance. The RIP is not a model in the normal
sense of the word in that it does not explain the behavior of the system or its components, but
instead attempts to describe the behavior by incorporating as many of the system dependencies
as the user chooses to specify. To a certain extent, the RIP program is similar to a spreadsheet
calculation which tracks the movement of mass from a source to a receptor. The theory and
capability of RIP are described in Miller et al. (1993, in press). A user's guide for RIP has been
published by Kossik and Hachey (1993). An example application of RIP to the Yucca Mountain
potential repository site is presented in Golder Associates Inc. (1993). A comparative evaluation
of RIP-generated results with those generated in TSPA 1991 has been documented in INTERA
Inc. (1993).

The RIP has been chosen for this assessment because it allows the user to incorporate sufficient
specificity in the process or process interactions to ensure that potentially important correlations
and dependencies are included in the analysis. The user may specify the relevant parameters
describing the behavior of each of the major components of the waste disposal system (i.e., the
waste package, the EBS, the geosphere, the biosphere, and externally initiated events and
processes). In Section 1.3 a brief description of how RIP was implemented in TSPA 1993 is
presented.

Because RIP does not explicitly explain the behavior of any component or process incorporated
in the representation of the total system, it requires significant abstraction from a variety of
sources. In the present application of RIP in TSPA 1993, the following sources have been used
to derive input values.

TOPIC REFERENCE

Hydrothermal regime
- Panel scale flux, temperature, water saturation See Appendix A
- Waste package scale temperature See Appendix B

Radionuclide inventory See Appendix C
Waste stream See Appendix D
Oxidation/aqueeus corrosion rates See Appendix E (Stahl, 1993)

See Appendix F (Lamont, 1993)
Spent fuel alteration rates Gray (1993)
HLW Glass dissolution rates Bourcier (1993)
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TOPIC REFERENCE

Radionuclide solubilities See Appendix G (Triay, 1993)
Diffusion coefficients Conca (1990)
Radionuclide distribution coefficients See Appendix H (Meijer, 1993)
Gaseous flux See Appendix I (Ross, 1993)
Saturated Zone velocity Barr, personal communication (1993)

(see also Wilson et al., 1994, in press)
Percolation flux Wilson, personal communication (1993)

(see also Wilson et al., 1994, in press)

Because one of the primary objectives of this iteration of TSPA is to evaluate alternate designs,
analyses at a range of thermal loads (70.4, 141, and 282 kW/ha, or 28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre),
with a range of outer corrosion-allowance material thicknesses (10, 20, and 45 cm), and a range
of inner corrosion-resistant material thicknesses (0.95 and 3.5 era) have been conducted. The
results of both radionuclide release and dose calculations are presented.

1.3 GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE REPOSITORY INTEGRATION PROGRAM

The general structure of RIP consists of a front-end, a back-end, and a post-processor. The front-
end is where the user defines and samples the parameter values and functional relationships using
a Monte-Carlo type sampling algorithm. Each sampling represents a realization, a description
of a possible state of the system. The back-end is where the actual computation occurs. The
back-end is run for each sampled realization created by the front-end. The RIP also has the
capability to run only the expected value realization, in which case the expected value from each
probabilistic distribution is used as input to the back-end. The post-processor is used to display
the results and conduct simple sensitivity analyses. The results may be presented as time history
plots in which the temporal response of the dependent variable (whether release or dose) is
plotted, complementary cumulative distribution functions (CCDF), or sensitivity analyses
consisting of either one- or two-dimensional scatter plots or simple parameter correlations.

The computational part of RIP consists of four primary components: the waste package/EBS
radionuclide release module, the geosphere radionuclide transport module, the biosphere transport
and dose module, and the disruptive events module. The first three modules are briefly described
in the following sections. Because no disruptive events have been implemented in this
TSPA 1993, the interested reader is referred to Miller et al. (1993, in press) for a discussion of
how RIP may be used to treat scenarios.

1.3.1 Waste Package/Engineered Barrier System Radionuelide Release Module

The waste package/EBS component of RIP can be used to describe several processes which, if
they occur, could lead to radionuclide release to the geosphere. These processes include
container degradation and "failure", the exposure of the rapid-release fraction of the inventory,
the alteration/dissolu*ion of the waste form causing the exposure of the bound portion of the
radionuclide inventory, and the mass transfer of radionuclides from the waste package through
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the EBS to the host rock. Each of these processes may be dependent on the near-field
environment; in particular the thermal, hydrologic, and geochemical conditions in the vicinity of
the waste package. Many of these dependencies are incorporated in this iteration of TSPA 1993.

Container degradation or "failure" is a function of the time it takes for aqueous corrosion
processes to be initiated as well as the corrosion rates (both general and pitting) once corrosion
has started. [Note: For most temperatures, dry oxidation of the container walls is extremely slow
(see Appendices E and F) and can reasonably be neglected. However, it is conceivable that
certain backfill designs might result in extremely high temperatures which could necessitate the
inclusion of dry oxidation degradation processes (Ryder, personal communication, 1993; see also
Wilson et al., 1994, in press, and Appendix B).] The time at which aqueous corrosion is initiated
is dependent on the thermal load, as a result of the "drying" effect of the thermal regime. The
factors affecting the initiation of aqueous corrosion under varying humidity and temperature
conditions are complex and uncertain (McCright, 1993). To address this uncertainty, two
different criteria for the initiation of aqueous corrosion, based on either the degree of water
saturation or temperature have been considered. The corrosion rates are also uncertain and
variable. Two alternate conceptualizations of the corrosion rates based on the assumptions
described by either Stahl (see Appendix E) or Lamont (see Appendix F) have been considered.
In general the time to "failure" of the mild steel outer wall is a function of the corrosion rate and
the thickness of the outer wall. The corrosion rate in turnis a function of temperature and time,
with the temporal dependency reflecting the possible build-up of an external rind which tends to
slow the corrosion process. The time to "failure" of the Alloy 825 inner wall is a function of the
corrosion rate (which is uncertain and variable from waste package to waste package),
temperature, and the thickness of the inner wall. For all analyses, it is conservatively assumed
the cladding has "failed" congruently with the inner container wall.

Once the waste package and cladding have been breached, the radionuclide inventory is exposed.
The RIP allows three inventories to be specified: a free inventory that is released instantaneously
once the primary container fails, a gap inventory that is released instantaneously once the
secondary container (i.e., cladding) fails, and a matrix or bound inventory that is released as the
waste form is altered and dissolved. Because the inner wall of the waste package and the
cladding are assumed to fail congruently in TSPA 1993, only a prompt release inventory (to
represent the sum of the free and gap inventories) and the matrix inventory have been used.

The exposure of bound radionuclides in the spent fuel or glass matrix is a function of the
alteration rate. In TSPA 1993, the alteration rate (represented by the fraction of the bound
inventory available for release in a given time period) is a function of the normalized dissolution
rate and the total normalized surface area of the spent fuel or glass matrix. The normalized
dissolution rate (in gm/m2yr) is a function of temperature and dissolved carbonate content. The
total normalized surface area (in m2/gm) is assumed to be a constant for each realization (i.e., the
potential dependency of temperature on the effective surface area is not considered).

Once radionuclides have been dissolved, they may be transferred to the host rock by advective
or diffusive transport. [Note: Gaseous radionuclides are released instantaneously once they are
exposed, whether they are part of the prompt release or bound inventory.] Aqueous phase
advective releases are a function of the dissolved radionuclide concentration in contact with the

waste and the flux past each waste package. Aqueous phase diffusive releases are a function of
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the effective diffusion coefficient, a geometric factor for steady-state diffusion (see Chambr_
et al., 1985), and the dissolved radionuclide concentration. The radionuclide concentration will
be controlled by either the elemental solubility or the exposed but unreleased radionuclide mass
divided by th_ water volume in contact with the waste matrix. The individual radionuclide
solubility is determined by the mass fraction of each radionuclide of a particular element which
varies with time due to ingrowth and decay. In TSPA 1993, elemental solubilities are a function
of temperature and, in some cases, pH. In TSPA 1993, the aqueous flux is controlled by the
applied thermal load, while the effective diffusion coefficient is a function of the water content
(after Conca, 1990) which in turn is a function of the thermal load and the ambient water
saturation and percolation flux.

1.3.2 Geosphere Radionuclide Transport Module

The RIP incorporates a simplified description of radionuelide transport through the geosphere.
The geosphere may be "discretized" into multiple legs or pathways that may be combined in
parallel or in series. These pathways may be specified to represent different flow regimes (i.e.,
aqueous or gaseous flow), different flow domains (i.e., the saturated or unsaturated zone), or
different cross sections of the repository. In TSPA 1993, both gaseous and aqueous flow and
radionuclide transport are considered, with the aqueous phase being divided into the unsaturated
and saturated zones. The unsaturated zone has been divided into nine columns corresponding to
nine panels of the repository. Each column has been divided into five or six pathways based on
the inferred hydrostratigraphy at the centro[d of each column. The hydrostratigraphic unit
thicknesses were based on U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) cross sections through Yucca
Mountain (USGS, 1993).

The RIP allows for different flow modes to be assigned to each pathway. A single-flow mode
may be used to represent an equivalent continuum porous medium and a multiple-mode pathway
may be used to approximate varying degrees of fracture-matrix coupling in a dual-porosity, dual-
permeability medium. For single-mode pathways, RIP uses an analytical solution to the one-
dimensional advective-dispersion equation. For multiple-mode pathways, RIP uses a modified
Markovian solution algorithm to predict the transition of mass between the modes. In
TSPA 1993, the rate of water imbibition into the matrix and/or the rate of radionuclide diffusion

into the matrix exceeds the rate of fracture transport has been assumed; therefore, radionuclide
transport is matrix-dominated. As a result, only the single-mode equivalent continuum
approximation to describe the transport in the geosphere has been used. The possible effect of
assuming varying degrees of fracture-matrix coupling have been investigated in the earlier
application of RIP to the TSPA 1991 data set (INTERA, 1993).

In TSPA 1993, the retarded travel time of _4Cfrom the repository to the accessible environment
(i.e., the surface) has been derived from analyses conducted by Ross (1993) (see Appendix I and
Wilson et al., 1994, in press). These analyses are based on first predicting the gaseous phase
temporal and spatial velocity at Yucca Mountain due to the application of a 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) thermal load. This velocity field is then used to predict the arrival times for
retarded _4C particles released at 1,000 year time increments from 1,000 to 18,000 years
following repository closure to reach the accessible environment (with the retardation being
temperature dependent).
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The unsaturated-zoneaqueous transport employed in TSPA 1993 has used hydrologic and
transport propertiesderivedfrom either TSPA 1991 or more recent information. The ambient
unsaturatedzone aqueousflux used in TSPA 1993 is the same as that employed by SNL in their
TSPA 1993 analyses (i.e., anexponentialdistributionwith anexpected value of 0.5 mm/yr),with
the exception that (a) the percolationflux when the saturatedmatrix hydraulicconductivityis less
than the percolation flux has not been reduced, and (b) a linearly increasing/decreasingflux to
approximate the effects of possible climate changes has been considered, while the SNL
contribution to TSPA 1993 uses a step-function change in flux when the climate change is
inferredto occur. Possible thermal perturbationsto the unsaturated-zoneaqueousflux are not
considered in this TSPA iteration. That is, it is assumedthat once radionuclidesare released
from the EBS, they are transported throughthe geosphere at a rate proportionalto the ambient
percolation flux.

Radionuclidetransport in the saturatedzone is also assumedto be representedby an equivalent
continuumin TSPA 1993. The interstitialvelocity distributionhas been based on recentprocess
modeling reported by Barr(1993) (see Wilson et al., 1994, in press). Other transportproperties
(namelydistributioncoefficients), were obtainedthroughexpert elicitations of YMP scientists at
Los Aiamos (see Appendix H).

1.3.3 Biosphere Transport and Dose Module

Recent modifications to RIP, since the release of Version 3.0, describedin Kossik and Hachey
(1993), allow for dose to be predicted. In general, RIP tracks the mass of each individual
radionuclidethrough the system to the accessible environment. This mass is thenconverted to
activity prior to post processing (such as determiningthe cumulative activity released over a
certain time period and normalizingthe cumulativeactivity released by the Table 1 values in
40 CFR 191 for comparison to the EPA limit). In the biosphere transport module of RIP, the
radionuclidemass released in each time step is transferred to a mixing cell where it is diluted
with the assumed lateral flow through the aquifer. The mixing cell is considered to be large
enough to capture the entire radionuclideplume. Water from the mixing cell is assumed to be
available for consumption as drinking water or for other household or farming uses. The
radionuclideconcentrationsof the water extracted from the mixing cell are converted to doses
using publisheddose conversionfactors such as those presentedby PNL inTSPA 1991 (Eslinger
et al., 1993) or by the Waste IsolationSystems Panel (NAS, 1983).

The volumetric flux in the aquiferwith which any radionuclidesreleased from the unsaturated
zone will be diluted is a function of the Darcy flux throughthe saturatedzone as well as the
cross-sectional area perpendicularto the flow. The cross-sectional area may be a function of the
horizontaland vertical dispersionof the radionuclideplumeand/or the capacityof the well used
to pumpthe water to the surface. ForTSPA 1993, the horizontalDarcy flux has been based on
the results of Barr (1993) (see Wilson et al., 1994, in press). A cross-sectional area of
2.0 x 105m2 which is based on a plume width of 4000 m and thickness of 50 m has been
assumed. The assumed thickness is the mid-point of the range analyzed by SNL in their
contribution to TSPA 1993 (Wilson et al., 1994, in press).
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1.4 RELATED TSPA 1993 ANALYSES

Both the M&O and SNL have conducted TSPA analyses in the current iteration. The M&O
approach, assumptions, results, conclusions, and recommendations are presented in this document.
The SNL approach, assumptions, results, conclusions, and recommendations are presented in
Wilson et al. (1994, in press). The aim is to combine the two organizations' documents into a
single YMPO report that could then be reviewed by external organizations (such as the
Performance Assessment Advisory Group of the Paris-based Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development's Nuclear Energy Agency [OECD/NEA]).

All analyses of total system performance are, by their very nature, abstractions or "roll-ups" from
more detailed physically-based representations of the relevant processes and parameters affecting
radionuclide release to the accessible environment and ultin,ately the biosphere. Both the work
reported on in this document as well as that described in Wilson et al. (1994, in press) have
relied on input from process-level understanding generated by data interpretation and detailed
modeling conducted by other participants, including LLNL, Los Alamos, the USGS, SNL, and
the M&O.

The TSPA software being used by the M&O and SNL are essentially shells into which varying
levels of detail can be placed. The level of detail depends more on the overall objectives of the
analyses, the desired computational efficiency, and the assumptions deemed relevant by the
analysts, than on the software itself. In general, RIP simplifies the individual processes
incorporated in the assessment so they can be represented by analytical expressions and relies on
functionally-dependent relationships developed from more detailed models or information. As
a result, RIP has a lot of flexibility to evaluate the effects of parameter dependencies and
alternate parameter distributions on cumulative release or other performance measures. The Total
System Analyzer/Yucca Mountain Integrating Model software used in the SNL analyses also uses
simplified representations of individual processes. However, these representations differ from
RIP in that they can use numerical solution techniques. This can allow an increased level of
detail, if the analyst so desires, at the expense of increased computational time and decreased
flexibility to address parameter dependencies and correlations.

Although the M&O and SNL are using two different computational tools for assessing the total
system performance, the primary difference in the two app_'oaches is the level of detail
incorporated in the abstraction from the process models. This difference between the two sets
of analyses is embodied in the assumptions made by both organizations as to what and how
process-level understanding is abstracted. The assumptions made in the two sets of analyses are
much more important to the results than is the computational scheme embodied in the codes
being used. No decision has been made as to which approach (or both) will be used for future
TSPAs.

1.5 ORGANIZATION OF THIS REPORT

Following this introductory section in which the overall objectives and general approach followed
in TSPA 1993 are described, the assumptions, input, and results of our TSPA 1993 analyses are
presented. Our presentation has been divided into a discussion of the waste package/EBS
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performance (i.e., the source term for geosphere transport) in Chapter 2 and the geosphere
performance in Chapter 3.

Within the waste package/EBSchapter(Chapter2) a conceptualdescriptionand inputparameter
values for the radionuclide inventory, the container "failure", the mobilization of the
radionuclides,and the transport of radionuclidesto the host rock are presented. For a number
of different alternative designs and assumptions regardingthe initiation and rate of aqueous
corrosion,the following is presented(1) the expected value radionuclidereleasetime history over
10,000 and 100,000 years, (2) the expected value cumulative release normalized to the 40 CFR
191Table 1 values over 10,000 and 100,000 years, (3) CCDFs of normalized cumulativereleases
from the waste package over 10,000, and 100,000 years, and (4) scatter plots of cumulative
normalized releasevs. pH (dueto the effect of pH on radionuclidesolubility). The principal aim
of these comparisons is to evaluate the sensitivity of the waste package releases to different
thermal loads, waste package designs, and conceptual representationsof corrosioninitiation and
rates in a spatiallyand temporally variablethermal regime.

Within the geospherechapter(Chapter3), conceptualdescriptionsand inputparametervalues for
gaseous phase transport,aqueousphase transport in the unsaturatedzone, and transport in the
saturatedzone and the biosphere are presented. For a numberof different thermal loads and
waste package designs the following are presented (1) the expected value time history of
radionucliderelease to the accessible environmentover 10,000 and 100,000 years, (2) the
expected value of the cumulativerelease to the accessibleenvironmentnormalized to the 40 CFR
191 Table 1 values over 10,000 and 100,000 years, (3) CCDFs of the cumulative normalized
gaseous releaseover 10,000 years, (4) CCDFsof the cumulativenormalizedaqueousreleaseover
10,000 and 100,000 years, (5) the expected value time history of dose over 1,000,000 years,
(6) CCDFs of the peak dose over 1,000,000 years, (7) scatter plots illustratingthe sensitivity of
cumulative normalized release to the unsaturatedzone percolationflux, and (8) scatter plots of
the sensitivity of peak individual dose to the unsaturatedzone flux, the saturatedzone flux, and
pH. The principal aim of these comparisonsis to evaluate the sensitivity of geosphere releases
to alternative thermal loads and waste package designs as well as to evaluate alternate measures
of postclosure total system performance.

Following the presentation of the materials and results in Chapters 2 and 3, the results are
summarizedand relevant conclusions and recommendationsare made for additional analyses
and/orinformationthat should be acquiredby the site characterizationand design activities that
would assist in increasing the certainty/robustnessof the performance predictions(Chapter4).
To a limited extent, TSPA 1993 results are compared with those presented in TSPA 1991 to
highlight the improvements in the conceptualizationsemployed in this iteration. Information
needs that would be important priorto initiating the next total system performanceiterationare
also identified.
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2. WASTE PACKAGE/ENGINEERED BARRIER SYSTEM

The waste package and EBS analyzed in TSPA 1993 is described in this section. The waste
package is the waste form, either spent nuclear fuel or vitrified high-level waste, and the primary
and secondary metallic barriers that contain it. The EBS is the waste package and the engineered
setting into which it has been emplaced. The EBS may _onsist of the drifts or of vertical
boreholes. The EBS may have an air gap between the waste package and the host rock, or may
have a backfill engineered to have certain hydrologic and/or geochemical properties. When EBS
is used herein, it may refer to an emplaced waste package, an ensemble of emplaced waste
packages, or all emplaced waste packages.

The analysis of waste package and EBS covered several designs and included several different
conceptualizations of container failure. A summary of the analysis variations (design and
conceptualization) is presented in Table 2-1. Note the labeling convention established in
Table 2-1 for each of the cases (right hand column). Three thermal loads were considered: 70.4,
141, and 282 kW/ha (28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre). The waste packages were assumed to be
located in the excavated drift with no backfill. Three different outer container or overpack
thicknesses were considered: 10, 20, and 45 cm. For the 141 and 282 kW/ha (57 and
114 kW/acre) cases, two different inner container thicknesses were considered: 0.95 cm and

3.5 cm. For the 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre), only the 0.95-cm case was analyzed.

Four distinct failure conceptualizations were also evaluated. The conceptualizations are different
in two primary areas: (1) definition of when aqueous corrosion of the containers begins, and
(2) overall waste package failure model (Stahl (1993, Appendix E) or Lamont (1993,
Appendix F)). These differences are described in detail in Section 2.1.2. Briefly, the aqueous
corrosion is assumed to begin or initiate either due to saturation in the repository being greater
than residual saturation, or due to the repository temperatures dropping below 100°C. The
threshold for saturation-dependent corrosion initiation is based on the irreducible saturation. At
saturations greater than 8 percent (which corresponds to the residual rock matrix saturation), a
continuous layer of water is assumed to form on the rock, allowing for aqueous waste package
corrosion and diffusive transport of radionuclides from the waste package. The Stahl and Lamont
models are different in the rates of corrosion assumed to occur at different temperatures. This
leads to different failure distributions for each of the models.

The waste package/EBS conceptual representation employed in TSPA 1993 includes thermal
effects on solubilities, saturations, flux distribution, and alteration rate. A two-dimensional
hydrothermal analysis using VTOUGH (Nitao, 1989) was conducted in order to evaluate
temperature, saturation, and flux distributions for three thermal loads, 70.4, 141, and 282 kW/ha
(28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre). The analysis used an equivalent continuum assumption, and the
thermohydrologic stratigraphy and parameters of Klavetter and Peters (1986). The horizontal
model geometry consisted of a central heated area surrounded by a nonheated area. Figure 2-1
shows the plan view of the repository, indicating the area with spent fuel (concentric, equal area
Rings 1-6) and the area with defense HLW (Ring 7). The HLW was assumed not to contribute
any heat, thus was placed in the outer unheated ring of the model. The temperature was
calculated for a location of 5 m from the drift wall. The vertical discretization is shown in

Figure 2-2. The base case initial condition was zero ambient infiltration with a geothermal
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temperaturedistribution.The upperboundarywas assumed to be at constanttemperature(13°C)
andpressure(0.86 atm). The lowerboundary,located1 km intothe saturatedzone, was assumed
to be atconstant temperature(53°C) and constantpressure (15 arm). The lateralboundarieswere
closed to fluid and heat flow. The fuel characteristicswere similar to that used in the SNL
contributionto TSPA 1993: (1) 40,750 metric tons heavy metal (MTHM) pressurizedwater
reactor(PWR) fuel and 22,250 MTHM boiling waterreactor (BWR) fuel, (2) 22.5 yearout-of-
reactorPWR and 23.5 yearout-of-reactorBWR fuel, and (3) 42,200 MegaWatt-.dayper MTHM
(MWd/MTHM)PWR burnupand 32,200 MWcl/MTHMBWR burnupfuel.

The description of the waste package/EBS which was analyzed in TSPA 1993 includes:
radionuclide inventory, container failure, waste mobilization, transport of radionuclides, and
descriptionof the EBS. A schematic,of the waste package/EBSis presented in Figure2-3. The
inventory consists of both spent fuel and HLW in separate containers. The container failure
description includes both the primary outer container failure as well as the secondary inner
container failure. Threeoutercontainerthicknesses (10, 20, and45 cm) areconsidered, and two
innercontainerthicknesse_ (.95 and 3.5 cm) areevaluated. Corrosionleadingto containerfailure
is initiated accordingto r_o different conceptualmodels: saturationor temperaturedependent.
TSPA 1993 assumes there are threebasic release modes: (I) no release, (2) advective release,
and (3) advective plus diffusive release, with the ratiodeterminedby advective and diffusive
properties. Waste is mobilized for advective release by the waterflux in the repository which
will vary over time and space due to both thermaland hydrogeoiogic factors. Diffusive release
may also occur. Transportfromthe containersdepends on the flux, saturation,temperature,and
characteristics of the engineered backfill.

The waste package section is divided into three subsections: Section 2.1 - Conceptual and
ParameterDescriptions,Section 2.2 - Waste Package/EBSResults, and Section2.3 - Conclusions.
In Section2.1, the radionuclideinventory, waste packagedesign,waste packagefailure,alteration
and mobilization of the waste inventory, and u'ansportfrom the containers are defined both
conceptually and with detailed values for each parameter. Comparisonwith the TSPA 1991
conceptualization is also included in this section. In Section 2.2, results of waste package
analyses conducted for TSPA 1993 are provided. The containerfailure distributionsdeveloped
for TSPA 1993 are presented. Expected value releases are thenpresentedto compare different
thermal loads, waste package designs, and initiation of corrosion models. The CCDFs for
100 realizations are presented followed by the selected sensitivity analyses for the uncertain
parameters. Section 2.3 presentsconclusionsbased on the waste packageanalyses conducted for
TSPA 1993.

2.1 CONCEPTUAL AND PARAMETER DESCRIPTIONS

The conceptual and parameter description of the waste package includes five subsections
(radionuclideinventory, container failure, waste mobilization, radionuclidetransport,and EBS
configuration) as well as a comparison with SNL's TSPA 1991 (Barnard et al., 1992)
conceptualization.
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2.1.1 Radionuclide Inventory

Theradionuclideinventoryusedin the TSPA 1993 analysis is dividedintotwo basic components:
spent fuel (PWR and BWR) and HLW. The inventory used in the analyses is based on
inventories for the PWR, BWR and HLW in the CharacteristicsDatabase (CRWMS M&O,
1993). A weighted average spent fuel inventory was determined. Screening was conducted
based on contributionof the radionuclideto (1) potential release normalized to 40 CFR 191
Table 1 values overtime periods from 1,000 to 1,000,000 years,and (2) potentialaverageannual
whole body dose over time periodsfrom 1,000 to 1,000,000 years. This screening is explained
in more detail laterin the section. Spent fuel (both PWR and BWR) and HLW are included in
the inventory. The spent fuel is apportioned into the heated area of the repository
conceptualization,and the HLW inventory is locatedin the unheatedarea. It is not expected that
the HLW waste package temperatureswill be significantly different from the host rock in the
vicinity. The spent fuel is dividedinto the six equalarearings shown in Figure2-1. Thirty-nine
radionuciidesfor spent fuel and thirtytwo radionuclidesfor HLW are includedin the analyses.

Spent Fuel: The spent fuel is composed of PWR and BWR fuel with tonnages of
40,747 MTHMand 22,253 MTHMrespectively to reacha total of 63,000 MTHM. The average
burnuprate for the TSPA 1993 analyses is based on a content of 64.68 percentPWR fuel and
35.32 percent BWR fuel with bumups of 42,300 MWd/MTHM and 32,250 MWd/MTHM
respectively for an average burnupof 36,437 MWd/MTHM. Thirty-year-oldfuel is assumed.
The spent fuel inventoryassumes the PWR and BWR fuel aremixed (Table 2-2). The metric
tons of uranium (MTU) (for practicalpurposes the equivalent of MTHM) is calculated by the
numberof PWR spent fuel assembliesper container. The decay chainsfor the radionuclidesare
presented in Appendix C.

High-Level Waste: The HLW inventorypresented in Table 2-3 is directly from DOE (1987).
The thermal outputof the HLW is small in comparisonto the spent fuel. The burnupvalue for
HLW is assumed to be 10,000MWd/MTUafterGolderAssociates Inc. (1993). This is used only
for purposesof normalizationto the EPA standard. The assumptionis 7,000 MTHM of HLW
in 14,000 containers. The waste is assumed to be derived from West Valley, Idaho National
Energy Laboratory,SavannahRiver Laboratory,and HanfordFacilities.

Screening: The screening of radionuclidesfor inclusion in the analyseswas done using the ratio
of the inventory to EPA Table 1 release limits. The screening process followed several steps.
The ratio of the weighted average spent fuel inventories of specific radionuclides to
corresponding EPA Table 1 values were determined for 1,000, 10,000, 100,000, and
1,000,000 years. The fractionalcontributionof each isotope to release at a time of 1,000, 10,000,
100,000, and 1,000,000 years was calculated assuming a combination of delay due to waste
package lifetime and retardedtransportof 1,000 to 1,000,000 years. Isotopes which contributed
at least a fractionof the EPA limit at any of the selected times passed this screening. The entire
decay chainfor daughterswhich contributedgreater than 10.5of the EPA limit at any time were
also included.

The screeningusing dose was basedon inventoriesfromthe CharacteristicsDatabaseat the same
time periods. The waste form was assumed to be altered at a rate of 105 of the total inventory
per year (Ci/yr). The isotopes were assumed to dissolve, as they were made available by the
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assumed wasteform alterationrate,at the maximumsolubilities accordingto NAS (1983), EPRI
(1992), and Barnardet -1. (1992). The advective, downward flux in ground water moving
throughthe unsaturatedzone was assumed to occurat 0.1 mm/yr over a cross sectional areaof
33,000 m2. On arrivalat the saturatedzone, the isotopes were assumed to mix in the saturated
zone witha flow rateof 10,000 m3/yr. Ingestionof 700 liters/yearby a personusing this ground
water was assumed. The ingested dose was calculated using the maximum effective (whole
body) dose conversion factorfrom DOE (1988), NRC (1981), or EPA (1988). The fractional
contributionof each isotope to total dose at times of 1,000, 10,000, 100,000, and 1,000,000 years
was determined. Forradionuclideswith two or moreisotopes present in the waste, the solubility
limit was set for the element (i.e., all isotopes) and then proportionedbetween the individual
isotopes by the mass fraction present at the correspondingtime. All isotopes contributingless
than 10"sof total dose at any time period were eliminatedfrom the inventoryunless they were
in the decay chain for daughters which contributed10"5of total dose at any time.

2.1.2 Container Failure

The container failure conceptualization for TSPA 1993 is defined to include effects of
temperature, saturation, and oxidation rates. The TSPA 1993 analyses consider container
descriptionsof several configurations approximatingmultibarrierwaste package designs. The
design consists of an inner and an outer container. The waste package designs analyzed in
TSPA 1993 include:

• 0.95-cm inner containerof Incaloy and a 10-cm outer containerof mild steel
• 0.95-cm inner containerand 20-cm outercontainer
• 0.95-cm inner containerand 45-cm outercontainer
• 3.5-cm inner containerand 10-cm outercontainer

A number of approacheshave been taken to develop container failure rates. Barnard et al.
(1992), Lamont (1993), Stahl (1993), and Bullen (personal communication)have all developed
containerdegradationmodels. The following presents a description and a comparisonof the
various container degradation models. This is followed by a description of the TSPA 1993
method for developing containerfailure distributions.

2.1.2.1 TSPA 1991 Failure Distribution Description

The TSPA 1991 containerfailure model (Barnardet al., 1992) was a distributionbased on, but
not directly dependenton temperature. An initial dry out period of 300 years during which no
containerfailure occurredwas followed by a "rewetting" period with a uniformdistribution of
1,000 years, so thatall packageswere rewet at 1,300 years afteremplacement. Containerfailure
startedfollowing the rewettingperiod. A loguniform distributionfrom 500 to 10,000 years was
sampled to provide a maximum failure time, prior to which all containers were to fail. The
failure distribution did not explicitly account for different container oxidation modes or
temperatureeffects on containerfailure.
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2.1,2.2 Stahl Failure Distribution Description

Based on empiricaldata, Stahl (1993, Appendix E) developed equationsfor three penetration
rates: (1) high temperatureoxidation, (2) general aqueouscorrosion,and (3) general corrosion
with a pitting factor. The equations are temperature and time dependent. The primary
documentationfor the model is included in Appendix E. The equations are concerned with
overpackpenetration.

The equations, which give the total penetration,are summarizedas follows:

(1) High-temperatureoxidation (dryoxidation):

P = 178,700 x t °'_3x e .¢rtccr

where P = penetration in microns,
t = time in years, and
T = temperaturein o Kelvin.

This corrosion mode is only active when conditionsare considered to be "dry". Such
conditions are assumed to occur in some TSPA 1993 analyses when liquid saturationis
below residual saturation and in other analyses when temperature is above 100°C.
Figure 2-4 presents the penetration depth for arbitraryconstant temperaturesusing the
Stahl formulation. The penetrationis relativelyinsignificant, even for high temperatures.

(2) General aqueouscorrosion:

P =2,525,000 xt _47x e -_

This corrosion mode is active when conditions are "wet". This condition is assumed to
occurin some TSPA 1993analyses when liquidsaturationis above residualsaturationand
in other analyses when temperatureis below 100°C.

(3) General corrosion with a pitting factor (aqueouspitting corrosion):

P = I0,I00,000 xt °'47xe -2ssOrr

This corrosion mode is also active when conditions are "wet", and is four times more
rapidthan general aqueous corrosion.Figure 2-5 presents the penetrationdepth for the
Stahl (1993, Appendix E) formulationfor pitting corrosion at arbitrarilyselected constant
temperatures.

These equationscan be used to determinethe penetrationdepth given constant temperature. For
variable temperatures(both spatially and temporally), the equations have been manipulatedto
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determine the penetration depth for a particular time period at a particular time-varying
temperature distribution.

2.1.2.3 Lamont Failure Distribution Description

Lamont (1993, Appendix F) developed a container failure model based on oxidation/corrosion
rates at various temperatures. The oxidation rates for dry oxidation, general aqueous corrosion,
and pitting corrosion were elicited from waste package corrosion experts at LLNL. These are
the same three corrosion modes as Staid (1993, Appendix E) described. The effect of dry air
oxidation was determined to be negligible in most cases, but was included in the model (Lamont,
1993, Appendix F). The two other corrosion modules in the Lamont container failure
conceptualization are general wet or aqueous oxidation and aqueous pitting corrosion. Draft
documentation on the model is included in Appendix F.

For general wet oxidation, Lamont elicited information on the expected corrosion rates and
temperatures. The model assumes this is only active for a mild steel outer wall of the
multibarrier waste package. The expected corrosion rates, assuming a single pit per container,
for the three multibarrier waste package overpack thicknesses are presented in Table 2-4. The
highest corrosion rate is expected to occur when temperatures are near 80°C. If temperatures are
greater or less, the corrosion rates are slower which leads to longer expected failure times.

A quadratic function was fit to the 20°C and 80°C corrosion rates. The 100°C rate was not used
in the Lamont quadratic fit, but was evaluated in this study to see if the determined fit was close
(Lamont, personal communication). To match the 80°C peak and fit the 100°C rate also, a fourth
point was inserted (Figure 2-6). For temperatures greater than 96°C, the general wet oxidation
process was assumed inactive (Lamont, 1993, Appendix F).

The Lamont model included another component, pitting corrosion, which is only active on the
inner container, and only after failure of the outer container. Information was elicited from
LLNL concerning the distribution of annual pitting rates at two different temperatures (70 and
100°C) for this model. This information was then implemented in a probabilistic pitting model
(Lamont, 1993, Appendix F). LLNL elicited values for the median and 95 percentile of pitting
rates, for a low, median and high growth rate scenario. The elicited container corrosion rates are
presented in Table 2-5. The corrosion rates are given as a growth factor and a probability, and
have been used to calculate a conservative time to failure (see Table 2-5). Lamont used the rates
to develop distributions for the pit growth for all pits on a container. Lamont assumed many pits
may exist on a particular container, and then implemented an extreme value distribution to
determine the pit which was considered to grow during a particular time step. If a single pit
penetrated the container, the container was assumed to have failed. The TSPA 1993 abstraction
of the Lamont model is presented in Section 2.1.2.5.

2.1.2.4 Bullen Failure Distribution Description

Bullen (personal communication) developed container failure curves showing the fraction of
containers failed at a particular time for given environmental conditions. Similar cases have been
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developed by Bullen for use by EPRI (see Shaw and McGuire, 1993). The failure modes
included by Bullen (personal communication) were the same as Stahl and Lamont, with the
addition of a defective construction mode. The failuredistributions developed by Bullen have
been generated for four different thermal regions in the repository for three thermal loading
scenarios. Threedifferentthermal redistributionmechanismshave also been evaluatedby Bullen,
namely conduction, convection, and heat-pipe. Table 2-6 includes the Weibull distribution
parametervalues for conductionfor the three thermal loading scenarios for both the SCPdesign
containerand for a steel container like the multibarrierwaste package outer container. The
values in Table 2-6 are only given for two conditions: (1) a temperaturezone with a time period
above boiling and then some time below boiling (alpha), and (2) a temperature region with
temperaturealways below boilin,', (beta). If one were to look only at these two temperature
regimes, the additional waste pr.ckagesnot includedin these two temperatureregions would need
to be reapportionedto these two regions. Figure 2-7 presentsthe dryoxidation rate information
used by Bullen. Figure 2-8 presents Bullen's calculated penetration rates for the SCP design
container. The Bullen resultsare presentedonly for comparisonpurposes and are not used in the
developmentof containerfailuredistributionsfor TSPA 1993.

2.1,2.5 Container Failure Implementation in TSPA 1993

The RIPallows the userto define severalfailuredistributionsfor both a primarycontainer option
and a secondarycontainer option. In TSPA 1993, for the primarycontainer option the obvious
choice is to simulate the overpack failuredistribution. However, the secondarycontaineroption
in RIP does not allow any dependency of the failure distribution based on environmental
conditions. Thus, the primarycontainer failure distribution option was used to include the
combined effects of dry oxidation and general aqueous oxidation on the overpack as well as
pitting corrosion on the inner container. The secondary container option in RIP was used to
simulate degenerateor immediate failure of the cladding.

The development and implementationof container failure distributions in RIP for TSPA 1993
requiredseveral steps. Briefly, these steps are defined below. Figure 2-9 presentsthe steps in
sequence.

I. Given a certain thermal load, the temperature, flux and saturation distributions were
calculated foreach of six spent fuel waste package groups and one HLW waste package
group. (See Appendix A).

2. The corrosion rates for the abstractionof each of the failure models (Stahl (1993,
Appendix E) and Lamont (1993, Appendix F)) were determined as a function of
temperature and time.

3. Fora particularanalysis, a determinationwas made to use either temperatureor residual
saturation as the initiation process for corrosion. The time prior to the initiation of
corrosion was determined based on the hydrothermal analyses presented in
Appendix A.
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4. The steel corrosion penetration depth as a function of temperature and time was plotted
and the time required to breach the outer container was determined.

5. The inner container penetration depth as a function of temperature was determined for
the 5th, 50th, and 95th percentile cases (for Lamont abstraction only).

6. The time required to penetrate the outer container was combined with the time required
to penetrate the inner container to determine the time required to breach both of the
barriers.

More detail on each of these steps is provided below.

STEP 1: Temperature, Sat:wation, and Flux

The three previously defined areal power density (APD) scenarios were implemented in the
TSPA 1993 analyses. These three scenarios each resulted in a unique temperature distribution
for each ring for each loading. The temperature distributions for locations 5 m from the waste
package center, developed using VTOUGH (Nitao, 1989) are presented in Appendix A. In RIP,
these temperatures were implemented as a temperature distribution table for each ring.

The liquid saturations for the three APDs were also calculated using VTOUGH. The plots of
liquid saturation as a function of time for each of the rings are presented in Appendix A. The
saturations for each repository ring were implemented in RIP using an approximate fit to the
VTOUGH saturation curve. For initial TSPA 1993 analyses, cases with a saturation of less than
residual saturation assumed general aqueous corrosion and pitting corrosion were not active.
Additional analyses used temperature as the dependent parameter for corrosion processes
(i.e., when the temperature was greater than 100°C, no aqueous corrosion occurred). The liquid
fluxes for the three APDs were also calculated using VTOUGH. The results of the VTOUGH
analyses for repository level flux were implemented in RIP for each ring by approximating the
flux at a given time with a simple function. The flux curves from VTOUGH are presented in
Appendix A. These flux values were compared with results from a similar conceptualization by
Buscheck and Nitao (1993), and the results compared favorably (see Appendix A).

STEP 2: Dry Oxidation

Temperatures developed in VTOUGH were averaged for each time step, and a corrosion rate was
determined for these averaged temperatures. This corrosion rate was then active for the length
of the time step. This calculation was also conducted external to RIP. A plot showing the
implementation of the Stahl (1993, Appendix E) dry oxidation penetration depth at various i_
temperatures was presented in Figure 2-4. For the temperatures calculated both at the waste
package surface and 5 m into the rock, the penetration depth is considered insignificant. Thus,
dry oxidation was disregarded in the following analyses.

The Lamont model uses an Arrhenius relationship as follows:
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P-klexp(- _)

where

P = penetration rate (mm/yr),
k_, k2 = constants, and
T = temperature (°K)

and assumes dry oxidation is a temperature dependent process. The penetration rate due to dry
oxidation of carbon steel is (Uhlig, 1948):

Temp °C Rate (mm/vr)
25 6.35E-6
540 10.08

For temperatures similar to those obtained in Appendix A (i.e., 100° to 200°C), the penetration
is insignificant. For greater temperatures (i.e., 300°C), similar to those achievable with a backfill
(Appendix B), the oxidation penetration rate becomes quite significant. These dry oxidation
results were not included in the following analyses because no backfill was assumed in the drift
for the thermal calculations.

STEP 3: Aqueous Corrosion Initiation

For the cases with corrosion initiation dependent on saturation, it was assumed that when the
saturation dropped below residual saturation, corrosion was inactive; otherwise corrosion was
active at the rate governed by the temperature in the particular ring. For the cases with corrosion
initiation dependent on temperature it was assumed that when the tempe'-_.,are increased above
100°C, corrosion was assumed inactive; otherwise corrosion was active at the rate according to
the temperature in the particular ring. Particularly for the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) case, with
both of these conceptual models, a period of time elapsed prior to the initiation of aqueous
corrosion.

STEP 4: Aqueous Corrosion of Outer Container

For general aqueous corrosion, TSPA 1993 uses four different conceptualizations for comparison;
two each for both Stahl and Lamont. The conceptualizations use either saturation or temperature
as a basis for corrosion initiation and are as follows.

Stahl - Saturation Based ($1). This conceptualization abstracts information from Stahl (1993).
Dry oxidation is not included. Aqueous pitting corrosion is simulated to develop failure
distributions for the outer containers. As long as liquid saturation is above residual saturation,
corrosion is assumed to occur. The temperature distribution for each of the seven rings was
developed in VTOUGH for each AID analyzed. A total penetration depth with time for each
of the rings was determined using the temperature distributions presented in Appendix A and the
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Stahl penetration equations. Figures 2-10, 2-11, and 2-12 depict the penetration depth vs. time
for the innermost and outermost repository rings for the three thermal loads investigated: 70.4,
141, and 282 kW/ha (28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre). The time at which the penetration depth was
equal to a specified overpack thickness was determined. This failure time was used as the
midpoint of a uniform distribution and a range extending an arbitrary value of +/-25 percent from
the mean was determined. A similar distribution was calculated for each ring. Tables 2-7 to 2-9
present the calculated failure times for each of the APDs based on corrosion occurring when
water saturation is greater than residual saturation. Tables 2-7a, 2-8a, and 2-9a present the time
to failure assuming general corrosion occurs on the outer container. The time to failure for each
of the three outer container thicknesses is presented. For the 20-cm and 45-cm outer containers,
the time to failure is greater than 100,000 years for all seven rings. Tables 2-7b, 2-8b, and 2-9b
show the time to failure assuming pitting corrosion (four times the general corrosion rate) occurs
on the outer container. The time to failure is greatly decreased from the general corrosion time
to failure. Tables 2-7b and 2-8b show a consistent increase in time to failure from the inner

repository ring to the outer ring, due to generally decreasing temperatures (i.e., lower corrosion
rates) as one moves away from the center of the repository. Tables 2-9a and 2-9b (282 kW/ha
[114 kW/acre] case) indicate a complexity associated with a dryout period, or a time period in
some of the rings in which the liquid saturation is below residual saturation. During this time
period, no corrosion occurs. Thus, the time to failure for the waste packages in different rings
shows an increase from Rings 1-4, but then drops for Rings 5-7. Ring 7, because it has no
dryout time, has the shortest time to failure of any of the rings for the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre)
case. Because the Stahl (1993) model causes relatively rapid (10s of years) failure of the inner
container, this additional time was not added to the failure time.

Stahi - Temperature Based ($2). This conceptualization also abstracts information from
Stahl (1993) and deals only with the overpack. Dry oxidation is not included. As an alternative
to the saturation based corrosion initiation, temperature is used as the dependent parameter.
When the temperature drops below 100°C, general aqueous corrosion is assumed to initiate.
When temperature is above 100°C, no corrosion occurs. Table 2-10 presents the calculated time
to failure when corrosion is assumed to occur at temperatures below 100°C. The 70.4 kW/ha
(28.5 kW/acre) case is not included in Table 2-10 because temperatures are never greater than
100°C. Also, Table 2-10 only shows the time to failure for the pitting corrosion model with a
10 cm overpack. The trends in the time to failure in Table 2-10 can generally be attributed to
the proximity of a ring to the center of the repository and the dryout period for a ring.

Table 2-I I presents the saturation based failure distribution as it was implemented in RIP. Table
2-12 presents the temperature based failure distribution as it was implemented in RIP.
Table 2-11 values were calculated from the previously presented (Tables 2-7 to 2-9) times to
failure caused by pitting corrosion on the different overpack thicknesses. The start time was
calculated as 75 percent of the expected time to failure, and the duration of the failure time was
calculated by adding 25 percent to the expected time to failure and then subtracting the start time t
from this value. Table 2-12 values were calculated with the same method as Table 2-11, but

using Table 2-10 as the expected value for time to failure. Because Tables 2-11 and 2-12 are
based on Tables 2-7 to 2-10, the times to failure follow the same trends.

Lamont - Saturation Based 0bl). Abstracting the Lamont (1993) general aqueous corrosion rate
information into RIP requires fitting a curve to the elicited thermally-dependent corrosion rates
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(Figure 2-6) and using the temperature distribution defined in the hydrothermal analyses. The
aqueous corrosion was assumed to occur when saturation was greater than residual saturation.
The mean container failure times for general aqueous corrosion only at the 141 kW/ha (57
kW/acre) APD for the Lamont model are presented in Table 2-13. The times to failure presented
in Table 2-13 indicate a general decrease in time to failure from the center of the repository
outward. This trend occurs because the hotter central repository has lower corrosion rates (see
Figure 2=6) than do the cooler outer rings. The trend is evident for each container thickness.

Lamont- Temperature Based (L2). The abstraction of the Lamont (1993) generalaqueous
corrosion model was also used for this failure distribution description. However, corrosion was
assumed not to occur when simulated temperatures were above 100°C.

STEP 5: Pitting Corrosion of Inner Container

Because Stahl (1993) assumes the inner container fails in only 10 years, this small time factor
is not included in the Staid failure distributions.

For pitting corrosion, failure distribution descriptions L1 and L2 were abstracted from Lamont
(1993). The median growth rate (Table 2-5) was used. A single pit was tracked per container.
This is different than the Lamont model which includes multiple pits per container, and three
different growth rates--low, median and high. The information on the median corrosion rate
(5th, 50th and 95th percentiles) was used to determine container failure distributions. WeibuU
distributions were developed to incorporate the potential variability in corrosion rates. The pitting
corrosion rates active on the inner container are combined with general aqueous corrosion
penetration of the outer container and the corresponding times to failure for saturation dependent
corrosion initiation are presented in Table 2-14. The temperature dependent failure distributions
are presented in Table 2-15. Table 2-14 shows the calculated time to failure for the cases with
a 10-cm overpack and either a .95-cm or a 3.5-cm inner container thickness. The median, 5th,
and 95th percentile time to failure is shown for each ring. The 5th percentile time to failure
increases from Ring 1 to 7. The trends in the median and 95th percentile are less consistent
because of the temperature effects on the time of failure of the outer container, which may
contribute to rapid failure if the system temperature is near the peak corrosion temperature of
80°C. This defines why the hottest ring (Ring 1) does not fail the quickest.

Table 2-15 presents data similar to Table 2-14 for 141 and 282 kW/ha (57 and 114 kW/acre),
except the assumption is that corrosion initiation doesn't occur unless temperature is below
100°C. Generally, time to failure is longer than those in Table 2-14 (saturation dependent
corrosion initiation) for the hotter rings and about the same for the outer, cooler rings of the
repository. The RIP implementation of the Lamont failure distributions is presented in
Tables 2-16 to 2-17. These distributions were developed by taking the calculated data in
Tables 2-14 and 2-15 and fitting a Weibull distribution to the data.
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STEP 6: Total Time to Failure

The time required for penetration of both the outer container and the inner container is assumed
to be the time to failure of the waste package. This is conservative because it does not take any
credit for the cladding and it assumes the whole waste package inventory is available for release
when a single hole penetrates the waste package. The outer container penetration depth with time
was calculated using the aforementioned general aqueous corrosion abstracted models. When the
outer container was penetrated, the corrosion model was switched to the pitting corrosion model
(in Lamont's case) and the total time to penetrate the outer container and the inner container was
determined.

The reference case for TSPA 1993 takes no credit for the cladding. However, alternative
approaches to incorporating the cladding are provided by Golder Associates Inc. (1993). Golder
Associates Inc. uses two different scenarios for cladding failure. Scenario A assumes the
cladding fails instantly as soon as the primary container fails. Scenario B assumes that all fuel
rods experience pinhole failures instantly after emplacement, but only fuel rods in containers that
fail at early times are additionally degraded due to oxidation of the fuel pellets. The area of the
spent fuel is assumed to increase by 100 times in this case, due to increase in surface area caused
by oxidation reaction. Containers whose fuel rods are split by the increase in spent fuel volume
due to oxidation, release both aqueous and gaseous nuclides. Those which only experience
pinhole failures release primarily gases. Golder Associates Inc. (1993) assumed each cladding
scenario has a 50 percent likelihood of occurrence.

2.1.3 Waste Mobilization

Previous TSPA analyses have included a factor identified as water contact mode, with certain
waste release characteristics. This analysis does not use such a formulation. Instead, TSPA 1993
divides the waste packages into seven groups, each of which has a characteristic set of saturation,
temperature and flux histories which define conditions at the waste package and thus the potential
release mechanisms. Within each repository ring, all waste packages experience the same
environmental conditions. For example, a repository ring may start off in the "nominal" or dry
mode due to the high initial temperature and low saturation, but be modified to advective and/or
diffusive release characteristics as the temperature decreases and flux increases. The seven
repository rings are based on the VTOUGH analyses discussed previously. TSPA 1993 assumes
there are three basic release modes: (1) no release, (2) advective release, and (3) advective plus
diffusive release.

The TSPA 1993 conceptualization of waste mobilization is affected by temperature, saturation,
and flux. For initial analyses, no release is allowed when saturation is less than residual

saturation when it is assumed that aqueous waste package corrosion and diffusive transport of _
radionuclides from the waste package does not occur. The advective release condition occurs
when the seepage in the repository is greater than the matrix hydraulic conductivity. For
saturations greater than eight percent and zero background ambient percolation flux, there is only
diffusive release. For nonzero downward fluxes, there is both advective and diffusive release.
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Additional analyses were conducted using IO0°C as the transition between dry oxidation and
general aqueous corrosion. The failure distributions and, thus, waste mobilization, are somewhat
different than for the saturation dependent failure distributions.

2.1.3.1 Matrix Dissolution Rates---Spent Fuel

Gray et al. (1992) experimentally analyzed the effects of pH, temperature, and total carbonate
concentration on the dissolution rate of spent fuel. They provided three possible curve fits to
their data: a theoretical Arrhenius-type fit, a mixed theoretical and empirical fit, and an empirical
polynomial fit. The second was chosen for TSPA 1993 because it provided a reasonable fit and
preserved much of the functional form expected by Gray et al. (1992):

R_= 1.65 + 1.41(1og[C ]) +0.0341(pH) +0.160T

where l_t . = matrix dissolution rate (mg/m 2. day),
C = total carbonate concentration (molarity),
pH = nominal pH of the water contacting the matrix (assumed to be the same as the

pH of the ground water), and
T = temperature of the spent fuel (°C).

Converting the dissolution rate to g/m2"yryields:
f

R_ =0.602 +0.515(1og[C]) +0.01245(pH) +0.0584 T

The graphic representation of the temperature and carbonate dependent spent fuel dissolution rate
is shown in Figure 2-13.

In TSPA 1993, the carbonate concentration (C) was sampled over a uniform distribution from
0.002 to 0.02 (Gray, 1993), and pH was sampled from an arbitrarily selected uniform distribution
from 6.0 to 9.0.

2.1.3.2 Matrix Dissolution Rates---Glassified High-Level Waste

Bourcier (1993) outlines a conservative conceptualization for the dissolution of the glass waste
form. The rate equation commonly used to describe the dissolution of glass is:
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where Rgl = dissolution rate of glass (g/day),
Am.B_ = surface area of the glass exposed to solution (m2),
kT,pH ----. rate constant for glass dissolution which is primarily a

function of temperature and pH (gm/m 2 day),
Q = concentration of dissolved silica in water, and
K = equilibrium constant for amorphous silica.

Bourcier estimates a "reasonable and conservative value" for the surface area to be

Am.sin= 125 m2/canister.

A functional form for the rate constant for glass disolution, k, was derived from regression
analysis of experimental data:

k = I0(-0"001"/2-0.(1231T.O.OOI49T2-1.136x10"sT3-l.155pH+O.0813pH 2 +0.000131JpH3)

where k has units of gm of glass/m2 day, and T is in °C. This equation is valid from 10 to 100°C
and pH values from 1 to 12.

From Bourcier's temperature-dependent estimates of Q and K, a reasonable linear dependence
of Q/K on temperature was derived:

Q/K-0.1425 +0.001878 T

where T is in °C. Graphically, the glass dissolution with respect to temperature is presented in
Figure 2-14.

The dissolution conceptualization presented here embodies several assumptions and limitations.
The radionuclides are released as fast as the glass structure breaks down, which is conservative
because it does not account for solubility-limited radionuclides. No credit is taken for the fact

i that "experiments have shown that the actinides more commonly are included in alteration phases
at the surface of the glass either as minor components of other phases or as phases made up
predominantly of actinides" (Bourcier, 1993). The model ignores all solution chemistry other
than pH and silica concentration. However, a variety of experiments show that species such as .

dissolved Mg and Fe can change glass dissolution rates by up to several orders of magnitude,
with Mg decreasing the rate and Fe increasing the rate (Bourcier, 1993). The model also ignores
vapor phase alteration of the glass. In addition, "if a canister containing glass is breached and _
humid air reaches the glass, the glass will react and form a thick alteration rind composed of
hydrated glass and secondary phases. The durability of this material with respect to later contact
with fiquid water may be much greater or much less than the unaltered glass" (Bourcier, 1993).
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2,1,3,3 Additional Parameters Important to Waste Mobilization

Spent Fuel Surface Area: There is 5.0894 m2 of surface per assembly of PWR and 1.9494 m 2
of surface area per assembly of BWR. For the case of waste packages containing 21 PWR fuel
assemblies, this is equal to 21 x 5.0894 or 107 m2 per waste package. This case is comparable
to the 40 BWR case which is 40 x 1.9494 or 78 m2 per waste package. The range for spent fuel
surface area used in TSPA 1993 was 78 to 107 m2 per waste package.

Defense High-Level Waste: For each canister, the surface area is 5 m 2 with a factor of 10 to
30 included to account for cracking (Bourcier, 1993) leading to 50 to 150 m 2 per canister. Since
it is assumed that there are 4 canisters per waste package, for the case corresponding to the
21 PWR case, this suggests 200 to 600 m2 of surface area per waste package.

The volume of water contacting the spent fuel and glass waste forms is equal to the surface area
times an assumed 0.001-m thick water film. Thus, the volume of water contacting the spent fuel
becomes 0.078 to 0.107 m3, and contacting HLW becomes 0.2 to 0.6 m3.

Effective Catchment Area: The effective catchment area is the total area over which vertical

liquid flux is collected and thus available for a single waste package. The effective catchment
area is assumed to be a uniform distribution from 8.5 to 46.5 m2. The range is from a minimum
of the area of one waste package to the projected area for a waste package assuming a center to
center distance of 3,75 m by 12.4 m.

Geometric Factor for Difl_ion: The geometric factor for diffusion is defined as

f_:4_R_a

where

R = the equivalent spherical radius of the waste package which is 2.23 m for
Rings 1 to 6 and 2.50 m for Ring 7,

n = porosity = 0.1 to 0.3, uniform distribution (Golder Associates Inc., 1993),
and

fs(i) = 1 if saturation is greater than 8 percent; otherwise it is 0.

2.1.4 Modes of Radionuclide Transport

Once the radionuclides are released from the waste form and dissolved in the water film around

the fuel matrix, they may be released from the waste package. The release rate is a function of
mode of transport (advective and/or diffusive) and the concentration of the radionuclides in the
water. This concentration may be limited by the solubility limit of the element. The mode of
transport is dependent on the saturation and flux for the particular waste package group.
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2.1.4.1 Solubilities

The solubilities for the radionuclides used in the TSPA 1993 analyses include the effects of
temperature and pH where the data or theory exist to support the formulation of such
dependencies. An expert elicitation at SNL (see Appendix G) noted that different isotopes of the
same element have the same solubilities, although the actual solubility in a particular solution is
dependent on the mass fraction of the isotope in the solution. The solubilities of some of the
elements were also expected to have the same temperature and pH dependencies. The groups
of elements whose solubilities behave similarly were taken to be:

(I) Ra and Sr
(2) Pa, Sn, Th, and Zr
(3) Ni, Pb
(4) Np, U
(5) Ac, Am, and Sm.

For the first three groups, very little temperature-dependent data are available. Thus, the
solubilities were assumed to be those elicited (which were valid for 25°C_<T_<95°C,6<_pH_<9,and
all ground-water compositions expected at the proposed repository). For the fourth and fifth
groups, the most detailed and recent data (Nitsche et al., 1992a,b) were for Np and Am,
respectively. As per the elicitation, the solubilities of the other members of the fourth and fifth
groups were correlated directly to the solubilities of Np and Am. The solubilities of the elements
within a particular group are thought to behave similarly, therefore, in RIP they were assumed
to be exactly correlated. There is inevitably some error in this assumption. However, the data
do not exist for a more accurate formulation. The ground-water composition is very important
in determining the temperature and pH dependence of the solubilities (Appendix G). The
solubilities corresponding to UE-25 J# 13 water were selected for the following reasons: (1) The
water from UE-25 J#13 (tuff aquifer) is probably more representative of the water that will be
found at the proposed repository horizon than the water from UE-25 p#1 (carbonate aquifer);
(2) most of the previous solubility work has assumed UE-25 J#13 water, and this is consistent
with PNL's TSPA-91 (Eslinger et al., 1993) efforts; (3) more temperature-dependent data are
available for UE-25 J#13 in the work by Nitsche et al. (1992a,b); and (4) the solubilities of Npi

and Pu do not vary more than an order of magnitude between the two waters. Table 2-18
presents the solubility values or functions used in TSPA 1993 analyses. Note that some of the
solubilities do not have a defined pH and/or temperature dependency. The table lists the
radionuclides, the solubility of the radionuclide, the function of any pH or temperature
dependency for the solubility, and the source of the data. Table 2-19 presents solubilities for
Am, Np, and Pu. These are both pH and temperature dependent.

Some of the solubilities that were elicited had log-beta distributions. These were approximated
using log-normal distributions. The differences are negligible, except perhaps for Ni. For Ni,
the log-normal distribution is broader, extends farther to the higher values, and has a slightly
higher mean value. Thus, the log-normal distribution is nominally conservative with respect to
the log-beta distribution.

For Cs, Wilson's (1993) measured solubilities (using UE-25 J#13 ground water) (1.2E 5 gm/m3
at 250C, and 1.5E-9 gm/m 3 at 85"C) were used. He did not have any estimate of the error, so
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a log-triangular distribution was assumed that extended an order of magnitude in each direction
from each data point. The temperature at which the solubility was switched from one distribution
to the other was selected to be the mid-point, 55°C.

When incorporating the temperature-dependent solubility data into TSPA 1993, a functional form
was assumed that was provided by Ines Triay of Los Alamos (Appendix (3, personal
communication to Carl Bruch, July 22, 1993):

f

cI c2
_(S)=Co +-- +--. +c3T+c4{nCT)T T2

where S is the solubility, T is the temperaturein degreesKelvin, andc0...c4are the coefficients
that are determinedfrom curve fitting. The assumptionsfor this formulation arc included in
Appendix (3. To incorporatethepH-dependence,a functional form was assumedsimilar to that
describedby Gray et at. (1990) for dissolutionrates:

cl c,
ba(_ ,,co+-- +-_ +c4T+c3bI(T) +c_HT T2

Using the multiple linear regression component in SPSS software (SPSS, 1993), the following
coefficients were calculated:

........... ,,,, i[ ,,,, ' , , ' ' ...... '" ' ' ,,_ ,, , ,i,, ...........

' _1 i ' ' ' " "' " ' ' ''¸ "" " "' ' ' " "i

Am 453.2986 0 [ -1.602404E7 [ -0.922433 0 -0.801841 0.73455

Np 134.7607 0 -4227824 -0.242123 0 -1.492653 0.85197

Pu 19.69678 0 -143002.9 -0.070033 0 0.067152 0.90185

The corresponding graphic representation is given in Figures 2-15 through 2-17.

For Np, the lower the pH, the higher the solubility. Temperature has a significant effect on the
solubility when greater than 70°C. For Am, the same trends are evident but the change in
solubility with temperature is relatively much smaller than it is for Np. The Pu solubility
decreases constantly with increasing temperature, and is relatively unaffected by pH differences.

2.1.4.2 Diffusion Coefficients

The diffusion coefficients used in TSPA 1993 are derived from the diffusion coefficient curves

presented in Conca (1990). The diffusion coefficient is presented as a function of water content
for tuff gravel. The 2nd order polynomial regression curve fitted to the data is:
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D_" (- 1.8773 ×104) +6,2741× 10-0WC +4.1674 × 10-0WC2

with an R2 - 1.000, where Deff= effective diffusion coefficient in cm2/sec, and WC = water
content. This relationshipdoes not hold at extremelylow watercontents (Conca, 1990).

To implementthe above equationin RIP, the volumetricwatercontentvalues were convertedto
saturationby dividing by a porosityof 0.4. The diffusion coefficient was set to 1.0xl0"6m2/yr
when saturationwas less than residual saturation. The equationimplementedin RIP was:

D_- -5.9135 x 10.5 +7.9154 xl0"4$w+2.103041×I0"3S_

where St = liquid saturationand D_ris in m2/yr. The curve is presentedin Figure 2-18.

2.1.5 Engineered Barrier System Configuration

The TSPA 1993 analyses evaluatedan in-driftemplacementdesign. A designwas assumedwith
the containerplaced on a layer of crushedtuff above the drift floor. The driftwas assumed not
to be back.filled.The repositorymay be slopedat an approximatethreepercent gradeto promote
drainageof any seepage away from the packages. In this case, so long as a continuous water
f'flmexists, the diffusive pathway will always be present, and any aqueous releases will be
diffusive if the velocity of the repository flux is small. The diffusive velocity is calculated as:

where Deff = effective diffusion coefficient (m2/yr), and L = path length (m).

The materialunder the in-drift waste package design will be simulated in RIP as a pathway.
Materialcharacteristicsdeterminedfor the crushedtuff and implementedin the EBS pathwayare
describedbelow. The thickness of the c_shed tuff invert is expected to be 0.5 m. Porosity is
0.1 to 0.3. The diffusion coefficient is determinedfrom Conca (1990).

2.1.6 Comparison with Sandla National Laboratories' TSPA 1991

The TSPA 1993 conceptualization contains numerousdifferences from the SNL TSPA 1991
conceptualization. The data input for TSPA 1993 is compared with TSPA 1991 (Barnardet al.,
1992) in Tables 2-20 to 2-24. In particular, temperaturedependencies were explicitly included
in TSPA 1993 for such parametersas solubility, dissolution, repository flux and saturation,and
containerfailure. The following highlights some of the differences between TSPA 1993 and
TSPA 1991 and indicates the significance of such differences.
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The inventoryused in TSPA 1993 contains the same numberof metrictons as in TSPA 1991,
but the number of curies is slightly higher (Tables 2-20 and 2-21). Also, burnupvalues are
significantlyhigher. Solubility values aresubstantiallydifferentfor selected radionuclides,such
as 23_Np.The gap fractionis assumed to be the same percentagein TSPA 1993 as in SNL'_
TSPA 1991. TSPA 1993 contains 39 radionuclides,instead of just 9 as used in the aqueous
releases in TSPA 1991.

The container failure distributions implementedin TSPA 1993 are developed dependent on
saturation,temperature,and corrosionrates, unlike 0",erelatively simple distributiondeveloped
for TSPA 1991. Table 2-22 shows the comparisonof the parameters.

Table 2-23 presents the comparison of TSPA 1993 and TSPA 1991 parameters for waste
alteration. Two of the major differences are: (1) TSPA 1993 uses the Conca diffusion curve
explicitly, insteadof segmenting the curve as was done in TSPA 1991; and (2) the TSPA 1993
alterationrate is temperaturedependent.

Table 2-24 presents the TSPA 1993 and TSPA 1991 parameters for waste transport. Significant
differences are evident in nearly all parameters. Some of the major differences between
TSPA 1991 transport parameters and TSPA 1993 transport parameters are: (1) explicit
representationof Conca diffusivity curve in TSPA 1993, (2) repository level spatially variable
percolation rate calculated in hydrothermalanalyses for TSPA 1993 with constant rate below
repository using different percolation rate than TSPA 1991, (3) larger effective catchmentarea
in TSPA 1993 than in TSPA 1991, (4) implementationof rubblezone, below waste packages in
TSPA 1993 insteadof airgap, and (5) in-driftemplacementin TSPA 1993 instead of in-borehole
emplacement.

2.2 WASTE PACKAGE RESULTS

The results of the analyses of the TSPA 1993 waste packagearepresentedin this section. The
various containerfailure distributionsdeveloped externalto RIP and then implementedin RIP
arepresented. Simulatedexpected value case releasesfromthe wastepackagearethenpresented
for the three APDs, different container designs, and different corrosion initiation
conceptualizations. A subsection showing the CCDFs, in termsof cumulativereleases from the
waste packages into the host rock, for the variouscases is presented. The section closes with a
presentationof several sensitivity analyses of selected inputparameters.

2.2.1 Failure Distributions

The failure distributioncurves for the many configurationsanalyzed arc compared to determine
variationsdue to thermalloading, containerdesign, and corrosioninitiation models. The figures
presentedin this section arederivedfrom simulationswhich areset up to show when individual
waste packages fail. Each waste package in the simulation contains a single curie of a
radionuclidewhich does not decay during the time period of interest(i.e., 100,000 years). The
total number of waste packages is the same as the numberof packages used in the 21 PWR
cases.
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2.2.1.1 Alternate Thermal Loads

The cumulative containerfailure distributionsfor alternatethermalloads '_singthe Stahlmodel
with a 10-cm overpackarepresentedin Figure2-19. Note the curve label_are the same as those
used previously where the first number indicates the APD, the second is the outer container
thickness, the thirdis the innercontainerthickness, andthe last is the model and whetheror not
it is temperatureor saturationdependent corrosion initiation. The failure distribution for
70.4 kW/ha(28.5 kW/acre) initiateslaterthanboth of the otherAPDs. The failure of containers
in Ring 7 is evident in the failure distributionfor all thr_ APDs, though it is earlier than Rings
1-6 in the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) case and later in the 70.4 and 141 kW/ha (28.5 and
57 kW/acre)cases. Ring 7 failure shows up as the distinct straightsegment from over 6,000 to
the peak of the 141 and 70.4 kW/ha (57 and 28.5 kW/acre) curves. For the 282 kW/ha
(114 kW/acre)curve, the Ring 7 segment is the straightportion of the curve from 0 to almost
4,000. Generally, the waste packages fail earlier for 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre), than for the
282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre), or 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) cases. The actualindividual failure
distributionfor each of these cases is presented in Figure 2-19b.

2.2.1.2 Alternate Outer Container Thicknesses

The containerfailure distributionsfor waste packageswith different outercontainer thicknesses
at the 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre) thermal load arepresentedin Figure2-20. The outer container
thickness is 10, 20, or 45 cm. The failure distributionsfor the 10-cm and 20-cm case have the
same shape, though the 20-cm distributionis pushedout in time by several thousandyears. The
45-cm case startssignificantly laterin time and many of the containershave notfailed by the end
of the simulation period of i00,000 years. This is due to the overpackbeing thick enough to
keep from failing during the high temperatureearly period, after which corrosion rates are
significantly slower so failure requires much longer.

2.2.1.3 Alternate Processes for Initiation of Aqueous Corrosion

The containerfailure distributionsfor alternateconceptualizationsof the processes which may
cause aqueous corrosion to become active have several important differences. For the Stahl
(1993) case, 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre), and 10-cm overpack,Figure 2-21 shows the distinction
between saturation dependent and temperature dependent corrosion initiation. Saturation
dependentcorrosion initiationbegins earlier, and correspondingly the packagesfail morequickly
than when the temperaturedependentcorrosioninitiationis assumed. Thus,saturationdependent
corrosioninitiationis conservative. Using Lamont(1993), 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre),and 10-cm
overpack, the distinction between saturation dependent and temperature dependent corrosion
initiationis similar (Figure2-22a). The saturationdependentdistributionbegins earlier and fails
the packages more quickly than the temperature dependent corrosion initiation case. The
containerfailures in the individualrings are more obvious in the temperaturedependentcorrosion
initiation case, than in the saturationdependentcorrosioninitiation case (Figure 2-22b).
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2.2.2 Waste Package Release from Expected Value Case

The analyses conducted for TSPA 1993 included sensitivity on a number of important design
aspects of the waste package and the surrounding engineered barriers as well as conceptual
differences in the corrosion model. The primary design variants were APD (70.4, 141, and
282 kW/ha, or 28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre), outer container thickness (10, 20, and 45 cm), and
inner container thickness (.95, and 3.5 cm). The conceptual difference was whether corrosion
initiation was dependent on saturation or temperature. A summary of the basic designs and
conceptualizations which were analyzed is depicted in Tables 2-1 and 2-25. The discussion
which follows begins with an initial design of 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre), outer container thickness
of 10 cm, inner container thickness of .95 cm, and the saturation dependent corrosion transition.
For the purpose of this analysis, this case is selected as the Reference Case.

The 10,000- and 100,000-year expected value cumulative normalized release from the waste
package for the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre), 10-cm overpack, .95-cm inner container, S1 failure
distribution (Staid model, saturation dependent corrosion initiation) and 39 radionuclide inventory
are presented in Table 2-26. The radionuclides with the highest normalized release are _27Ac,
U3Am, 14C, s_Ni, 237Np, 2t°pb, 239pu, 226Ra, and 9_Tc. The expected value release curves for
Reference Case total release and selected radionuclides are presented in Figure 2-23. The highest
normalized release over 10,000 years is provided by 14Cand 237Np, while 21°pb and 226Ra provide
the highest normalized release over 100,000 years.

Table 2-27 presents the 10,000- and 100,000-year normalized cumulative release for 17 design
cases. Column 1 in Table 2-27 identifies the design according to APD (kW/acre), outer container
thickness (cm), inner container thickness (cm), and failure distribution. The other columns
present the total normalized cumulative release, as well as the normalized release for _4C,237Np,

99Tc, and 21°pb, for both 10,000- and 100,O00-year simulations.

2.2.2.1 Alternate Thermal Loads

The expected value case release for the alternate APDs are presented in Figure 2-24a for
10,000 yea,'s and Figure 2-24b for 100,000 years. These curves represent the case for the
10-cm overpack and the .95-cm inner container, Staid failure distribution, and saturation
dependent corrosion initiation. For the 10,000-year simulation, the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) case
expected release occurs sooner and appears to be larger than the other two cases. The normalized
cumulative release shown in Table 2-27 for 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) is greater than for
282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) which is greater than the 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) release. It is
expected that this is due primarily to the corrosion rates being higher at the temperatures more
prevalent to the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) case. Figure 2-24b shows a greater release for the
70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) than for the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) case. However, the case of
70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) has significantly more 2t°pb than the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) case,
thus the normalized value for 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) is still higher than 70.4 kW/ha
(28.5 kW/acre).

For the 20-era overpack, the results are relatively similar (Figures 2-25a,b). For the 45-cm
overpack, the results are provided in Figure 2-26. The 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) case does not
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have any container failure during the 100,000-year simulation period. The 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) case produces earlier release and appears to level off, while the 282 kW/ha
(ll4kW/acre) case begins release around 70,000 years, and is steadily increasing at
100,000 years. The normalized cumulative release for the 282 kWPaa (114 kW/acre) case is
significantly larger than for the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) case. This may be due to the
45-cm overpack securing the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) case canisters through the hot period so
when the outer container fails, the system has cooled.

2.2.2.2 Alternate Design

Comparison of the releases for designs with the same AID and different outer container
thicknesses is shown in Figures 2-27a and 2-27b. As might be expected, when the outer
container thickness is increased at a given AID, the release decreases. Especially, when the
container size is increased to 45 cm, the release drops substantially. At late times, 70.4 and
141 kW/ha (28.5 and 57 kW/acre) case releases begin to look similar. The results in Table 2-27
allow this comparison to be made for the S 1 failure distribution for all APDs.

Comparison of the effect of increasing the thickness of the inner container for the Lamont (1993)
failure distribution shows increasing the thickness decreases the release (Figures 2-28a, 2-28b).
The decrease in release is always approximately 10 percent, independent of the failure
distributiontype.

2.2.2.3 Alternate Initiation of Aqueous Corrosion

A direct comparison of the release due to different failure distribution types is important in order
to evaluate whether or not the difference in saturation or temperature has an effect on release.
For the 141 kWPaa (57 kW/acre), 10-cm outer container thickness, and .95-cm inner container
thickness, the saturation dependent failure distributions (S l: Stahl; LI: Lamont) provide greater
release than the temperature dependent failure distributions ($2: Stab_l;L2: Lamont) (S1>$2;
Ll>L2) (Figures 2-29a, b and 2-30a, b). The difference is primarily in the early time release
when saturation dependent corrosion is active and temperature dependent corrosion is not active.
For the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) case, the same relationship is present (S1>$2). When
comparing Stahl vs. Lamont for the same conditions (saturation or temperature corrosion
transition), the Stab3 distributions provide greater release (SI>L1; $2>L2) (Table 2-27). The
difference between conceptual_za_ons results is approximately a five percent difference in release,
hardly significant given the other uncertainties in the simulations.

2.2.3 Complementary Cumulative Distribution Functions of Waste Package Release

The wastepackageconfigurationspresentedinSection2.2.2werealsosimulatedformultiple
realizations.The resultsofnormalizedcumulativereleaseforI00realizationsarecombinedinto

CCDFs forcomparisonpurposes.Due totheminimalnumberofparameterswithprobability
distributionsin TSPA 1993 (asmost parametersare now functionallydependenton the
thermohydrologicenvironment),theCCDF resultsmimic theexpectedvalueresults.The
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parameters which were sampled included pH, effective catchment area, _4Cgap fraction, many
of the radionuclide solubilities and surface area of waste. The results are presented in the
following subsections for alternate thermal loads, alternate designs, and alternate
conceptualizations for corrosion initiation. The Reference Case CCDF is presented in
Figure 2-31 for 10,000 years and in Figure 2-32 for 100,000 years. The total CCDF is primarily
due to _4C,237Npand _Tc releases. [Note: The 100,000-year CCDF is normalized using the
same values as the 10,000-year CCDF.]

2.2.3.1 Alternate Thermal Loads

The CCDFs for alternate APDs for 10,000-year simulations are presented in Figure 2-33 and
CCDFs for I00,000 years are presented in Figure 2-34. As observed in the expected value cases,
the CCDFs from greatest to lowest release were 141, 282, and 70.4 kW/ha (57, 114, and
28.5 kW/acre). The CCDF for 100,000 years does not include _4C,but the relationship between
APDs still holds.

2.2.3.2 Alternate Design

A comparison of normalized release from alternate designs of outer container thickness (10 and
20 cm) for 10,000 years is shown in Figure 2-35. The 45-cm case is not shown because there
is no release at 10,000 years. The CCDFs for 100,000 years are presented in Figure 2-36.
Again, the 100,000-year CCDF does not include _4C,but the relative difference is similar to the
10,000-year CCDF. As observed previously, the CCDF release decreases as the overpack
thickness increases. A significant decrease in release is gained by simulating a 45-cm overpack.

2.2.3.3 Alternate Initiation of Aqueous Corrosion

Cumulative releases associated with corrosion initiation differences are comparable in
Figure 2-37. CCDFs for 100,000 years are presented in Figure 2-38. The saturation dependent
corrosion initiation results in greater normalized release than the temperature dependent corrosion
initiation. Again, this is similar to the expected value ease.

2.2.4 Sensitivity Analysis Results

While the uncertainty of the waste package parameters is recognized, the parameters as input to
RIP did not generally contain large uncertainty ranges. The pH and radionuclide solubility
(dependent on pH and temperature) are two parameters with significant uncertainty ranges
actually input to RIP. Sensitivity analysis in the form of scatter plot analysis was conducted on
these parameters to determine the overall impact of pH and solubility on radionuclide release.
In particular, the solubility of Np as a function of pH was evaluated due to its significant
contribution to the total release.
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ThepH range evaluated in TSPA 1993 was from6.0- 9.0. Figures 2-39 to 2-41 show the scatter
plots for release relative to pH for the three AIDs at 10,000 years and 100,000 years. These
simulationsuse theStaid failuredistributionconceptualization and saturationdependentcorrosion
initiation. These plots include only the aqueous releases from the waste package (i.e., _4Cis not
included in the total release on these scatter plots. The correlation of pH to release disappears
from the 10,000-year plot to the 100,000-year plot for both the 141 and 70.4 kW/ha (57 and
28.5 kW/acre) cases. This trend can be traced to the observation that most of the release over
100,000 years is due to 2_°pb,a daughter of U. Due to the lower solubility at high pH, the
parents of 2t°pbstay in the waste package thus yielding higher 2_°pbreleases but lower releases
of the parents at high pH. The exception to this is the highest APD case which has a general
increase in release with increasing pH. This may be due to the higher temperaturespresent at
time of failure. Solubility of Np changes morerapidlyper degreechange at higher temperatures
than at lower temperatures.

The effect of pH on solubility as it affects 23VNprelease is depicted in Figures 2-42 to 2-44. The
figures are very similar to Figures 2-39 to 2-41, indicating that evaluating the solubility of Np
as a function of pH is crucial to evaluating the overall release from the waste package. The
normalized release at 10,000 years for all three AIDs shows a gradual decrease from a pH of
approximately 7.5 to 9. The normalized release at 100,000 years shows a greater independence
of pH except for the 141 and 70.4 kW/ha (57 and 28.5 kW/acre) cases at the upper pH
bound (9.0).

As a f'malscatter plot example, the Lamontfailure distributioncase for 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre)
is presented in Figures 2-45 to 2-46, first for total release and then for Np. The trends are
similar to those shown in Figures 2-39 to 2-41. The normalized release at 10,000years decreases
as pH increases from 7.5 to 9. At 100,000 years, the normalizedrelease appears independent of
pH. The 237Npnormalized release shows correlation with pH both for the 10,000- and
100,000-year simulations, though the pH at which normalized release begins to decrease is
around 8.5 for 100,000 years and around 7 to 7.5 for 10,000 years.

2.3 CONCLUSIONS FROM WASTE PACKAGE ANALYSES

Several conclusions may be drawn from the waste package analysis results described in this
section. These conclusions are highlighted below and discussed in greaterdetail in Section 4.

• For the assumptions and conceptualizations presented, the releases from the waste
package according to thermal load are lowest from 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre),
282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre), and then 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre).

• As might be expected, the increase in containerthickness providesa decreasein release
from the waste package for the time periods evaluated(up to 100,000 years). However,
the increase from 20 cm to 45 cm provideda substantially greaterrelative decrease in
the total release. This is due primarily to the significant number of intact 45-cm
overpack containers at 100,000 years.
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• The temperaturedependentcorrosion initiation provedto be less conservativethan the
saturationdependentcorrosion initiation conceptualization. Considerableuncertainty
and disagreementas to the appropriateconceptualizationappears to exist.

• Dry oxidation ratesappear inconsequentialin the Stahl conceptualization even for very
high temperatures (500°C). The Lamont conceptualization, however, provides
significantly greaterpenetration at high temperatures. The high temperaturesexpected
in a backf'flledrepository lead to significantly different release values when using the
Stahl or Lamont conceptualization.

• Both the Stahl and Lamont conceptualizationappear to rapidlyfail the inner container
(formerlythe SCP case).

Additional workis requiredin orderto reduce uncertaintyrelatedto several aspects of the waste
package analyses including: (1) corrosion rates(dryoxidation, generalaqueouscorrosion, pitting
corrosion), (2) corrosion initiation conditions (saturation, temperature dependencies), and
(3) radionuclidesolubilities (especially _37Np).These factorscontributeto the majorradionuclide
releases fi_,mthe waste package. Thus, reductionof the uncertainty in these parameterswould
significantly reduce uncertainty in the waste packagemodel.
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Table 2-1. Summary of Analysis Variations Evaluated in TSPA 1993

|

Areal Power Outer Inner Failure Case

Density Container Container Conceptualization I Label
(kW/acre) (cm) (cm)

i ,,,,, ill l lll i

28.5 10 .95 S 1 28.5/10/.95/S 1

20 .95 S 1 28.5/20/.95/S 1

45 .95 S1 28.5/45/.95/S 1

57 10 .95 S1, L1, $2, L2 57/10/.95/S1
57/10/.95/L1
57/10/.95/$2
57/10/.95/L2

10 3.5 L1, L2 57/10/3.5/L1
57/10/3.5/L2

20 .95 S1 57/20/.95/S 1
i

45 .95 S 1 57/45/.95/S 1

114 10 .95 $1, $2, L2 114/10/.95/S1
114/10/.95/$2
114/10/.95/L2

i

10 3.5 L1 114/10/3.5/I., 1

20 .95 S 1 114/20/.95/S 1
i ii

45 .95 S 1 114145/.951S1
i

S 1 = Stahl Failure Model; corrosion initiation is dependent on saturation - residual (8%)
$2 = Stahl Failure Model; corrosion initiation is dependent on temperature - boiling (100"C)
L1 = Lamont Failure Model; corrosion initiation is dependent on saturation - residual (8%)
L2 = Lamont Failure Model; corrosion initiation is dependent on temperature - boiling (100*C).
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Table 2-2. Spent Fuel Waste Inventory

i ,,,, n,, ,,,, , ,. .. , , ,, i,, , i ,,, ,'I',' ,, I, " ' ,,,

ISOTOPE ORIGEN2 SCP Design Multlbarrier Waste
30 year Inventory _ (CI/Container) 2 Package Design

(Ci/MTHM) (Ci/Container) 3
, , ,,, ,,, i . .,,, I,, 1 ' ,,, ,, .. , , i, ,,. f'

227Ac 1.97E-5 4.14E-5 1.92E-4

UlAm 3.92E3 8.23E3 3.82FA

_UAm 2.34E1 4.91E1 2.28E2

243Am 2.82E1 5.92E1 2.75E2

14C 1.48E0 3.1 IE0 1.44E1

_CI ' 1.18E-2 2.48E-2 1.15E- 1
, , ,,, ,, ,, , ,, ,., ,,, , ,,. ,., , ,.

2UCm 1.41E3 2.95E3 1.37E4

USCm 4.27E- 1 8.97E- 1 4.16E0

2_Cm 9.38E-2 1.97E- 1 4.14E- 1

13SCs 5.67E- 1 1.19E0 5.52E0

l_ 3.72E-2 7.81E-2 3.62E-1
,,, ,,n ,, ,

93MN'b 1.98E0 4.16EG 1.93E 1

_Nb 8.91E-1 1.87E0 8.68E0

_l_li 2.52E0 5.29E0 2.45E1

63Ni 3.31E2 6.95E2 3.22E3

237Np 4.87E-1 1.02E0 4.74E0

23tpa 3.59E-5 7.54E-5 3.50E-4

21°Pb 7.15E-7 1.50E-6 6.96E-6

1°Tpd 1.37E- 1 2.88E- 1 1.33E0
, .. ,,.

'3Spu 3.57E3 7.50E3 3.48FA

239pu 3.75E2 7.88E2 3.65E3

:mPu 5.73E2 1.20E3 5.58E3
,, , , , ,L i, ,. , , , ,,

UiPu 3.56FA 7.48E4 3.47E5

242pu 2.18E0 4.58E0 2.12E 1
., , ., , , ,, , , ram, , ,

2_6Ra 2.64E-6 5.54E-6 2.57E-5

22SRa 3.36E-10 7.06E-10 3.27E-9

79Se 4.80E- 1 1.01 E0 4.67E0
.....................
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Table 2-2. Spent Fuel Waste Inventory(Continued)

................... i un|Jill I I J , I I _rul ill lit I" lull' . "UUUI' II I'

ISOTOPE ORIGEN2 SCP Design Multibarrler Waste
30 year inventory I (Ci/Container) 2 Package Design

(CI/MTHM) (CI/Container) 3

151Sin 3.77E2 7.92E2 3.67E3
, , ,, ,u , ,,.| ,, ,, , , ,,L u,, u J

n6Sn 9.25E-1 1.94E0 9.01E0
, ,, , ,,, , ,, u, i , ,. u,. u ,.ul , , , ,

_l'c 1.51El 3.17EI 1.47E2
, , ,u, ,,,, ., .u.. ,, , , ,,

4.32E-7 9.07E-7 4.21E-6
, ,, , , i u,, ,, , , , , ,

3.79E-4 7.96E-4 3.69E-3

232Th 4.71E- 10 9.89E- 10 4.59E-9
,, ,, , , ,., u , ,,uu , . ., ,, u

233U 7.82E-5 1.64E-4 7.62E-4
, , ,, , , ,.,. , ,

_U 1.43E0 3.00E0 1.39E2
, , ,,,., ,.,. , , , , u., , , ,

=sU 1.68E-2 3.53E-2 1.64E-2
,,, u =,, ,,, , ,, ,,,,, ,

_U 2.93E- 1 6.15E- 1 2.85E0
u , , , , , .,

mU 3.14E- 1 6.59E- 1 3.06E0
L , ,u, ,

2.58E0 5.41E0 2.51E1

Assumes 40,747 MTHM PWR with burnup 42,300 Mwd/MTHM

Assumes 22,253 MTHM BWR with burnup 32,250 Mwd/MTHM. See Appendix C. ORIGEN2
(Croft, 1983).

2 2.1MTHM/container.

3 9.74 MTHM/container, 21 PWR case.

' Chlorine inventory assumed to be nongaseous release.

2-28



Table 2-3. High-Level Waste Inventory

Isotope TSPA 1993 HLW Isotope TSPA 1993 HLW
Inventory Inventory

(Ci/Contalner)_ (Cl/Contalner)I
r

_TAc 6.02E-4 2_Pu 4.73E0

UlAm 8.65E1 _Pu 3.30E0

_'_Am 2.06E-2 u_Pu 5.02E-3

U3Am 3.67E-2 UIPu 1.48E2

mCm 1.14El 226Ra 9.37E-8

USCm 5.64E-5 _Se 9.18E-2
L_

_Cm 6.39E-6 _Fc 3.30E0[

13SCs 1.15E- 1 _ 1.51E-5

I_ 1.90E-6 _ 1.24E-5

94Nb 3.02E-5 232Th 1.05E-4

93"Nb 5.48E-1 233U 5.84E-4
, H , ,,, , , ,

_i 2.70E-2 _U 5.00E-2
[

237Np 2.83E-2 _sU 7.93E-5

23tpa 9.74E-4 _ 4.35E-4

21°Pb 2.72E-8 z3sU 3.78E-3

23Spu 4.00E2 9_Zr 7.01E- 1

Assumed 4 canisters per container. Source: DOE (1987).

r_lp
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Table 2-4. Elicited General Corrosion Rates for Overpack (After Lamont, 1993)

I i ii , i ff nil, i i ,fT i ,,,, , m,,if , ,,

Temperature General Corrosion Expected Failure (yr) 1
('C) Rate (mm/yr) .......

10 cm 20 cm 45 cm
overpack overpack overpack

20 .12 833 1667 3750

80 .38 263 526 1184

100 .20 500 1000 2250

Failure times are calculated assuming corrosion begins at time = 0 and failure occurs when
penetration = overpack thickness.
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Table 2-5. Pitting Corrosion Rates (After Lamont, 1993)

Inner Container Thickness
3_em

Growth .95 cm
Condition __

70"C 100"C 70"C 100"C_ ....._..,.,.,..m ...._.__._._ _ -_---,-_-_---" "--'"_''--

g p T'm_ to g p Time to g P Time to g p Tilm_ to
(mm/ Failure (ram Failure (mum Failure (mama Faiimre

yr) (yr) ! /yr) (yr) t /yr) (yr) t /yr) (Yr)t

Low growth rate .003 .033 95960 .299 .033 963 .003 .033 353,535 .299 .033 3543'

(5 percentile) _____._ ------.-- _ -----'---- ----"

Median growth .030 2.994 .033 96 .030 .033 35,354 2.994 .033 354
rate

(50percentile) _ ---------------

Highgrowth rate .299 .033 963 29.939 .033 I0 .299 .033 3547 29.939 .033 35
)(95.--. percentile _ _

i Time to failure is calculated external to Lamont's model assuming growth of a pit occurs each year at the given probability. The
time required for the penetration of the inner container by the pit is called time to failure°

Note: g = growth .rate
p = probability



Table 2-6. FailureTime and Fractionof ContainerSusceptible
to CertainTemperatureZone (Bullen, 1993)

Parameter 28.5 kW/acre 57 kW/acre - 114 kW/acre.
. conduction conduction conduction

SCP Steel SCP Steel SCP Steel
II III] l I l IIl[l I IIIII IHllllfll III I '" I III '' ' II'II

Mean early failure time (yrs) 500 500 500 500
i ,m,,, , i ill, i ,,,,, i ,, ,,,,, , i i ,, ,, i , ,i i,, ,, , ,, i

Mean failure time- 2400 2400 2400 2400
alpha(yrs)

Mean failure time - 400 425 400 425
beta (yrs)

Failure rateparameter- 2 2 2 2
alpha and beta

Dry-outtime - 0 0 2000 2000 2000 2000

alpha (yrs!....... l..........
Fractionfailed at .001 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001
emplacement

Fractionsusceptible to early .004 .004 .004 .004 .004 .004
failure

Fraction- alpha- wet .02 .02 .05 .05 .005 .005

Fraction- alpha- dry .325 .325 .65 .65 .045 .045

Fraction- beta - wet .04 .04 .01 .01 0 0

Fraction- beta - dry .56 .56 .09 .09 0 0
............. "' .... '"'q II ,i, ' ' ' J, i i mr, ,

Note: Alpha and beta represent different thermalprofiles.
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Table 2-7a. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to General Corrosion
Using Staid Corrosion Model - 28.5 kW/acre _

.,,,,, , ,, ,,, , ,, . , Illllll[ llll ,, , ,,,,,, ,,,,, , ,,, 'l Ill II I II ,, ,, , , I'll ill II I '"

RING Overpack Thickness
i , i H i i, ,,,,,, , ii, ,, , r, ,,,, i,r,,, i ,,

10 cm 20 em 45 cm
[] i i ill I ""'"'" " i ii il i /I i i

1 >100,000 :>100,000 >100,000

2 >I00,000 >I00,000 >I00,000
,,, , ,,i, ,,,,, i i i ii, ,, , i i i, i ,,, ii i i i ,,,, , ,,a , , , i ii

3 >I00,000 >I00,000 >I00,000

4 >I00,000 >I00,000 >I00,000

5 >100,000 >100,000 >i00,000
,,,,,, ,,,,.,. ,,= ,.,,, , ,, ,,, ,,,,, , i,, , i ,, ,,, , J , i i ,,,.,

6 >100,000 >100,000 >100,000
, , ,, ,,,, ,,,. , i ,,, i ,,, , , ,,,, , ,,,,,, i , ,,.....

7 >I00,000 >I00,000 >I00,000
i H , , lq,i, i ii i i i i i i ,,, l

Table 2-7b. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to Pitting Corrosion
Using Stahl Corrosion Model - 28.5 kW/acre_

I ii i iiiiiiimnlnllll i Ill |llai I IIIHI II II "1 Inl II ,aItH t ca, t_ all, t NI ,_t t ill ]rl i r

RING Overpack Thickness

10 em 20 cm 45 cm

I 4400 38,000 > 100,000

2 4800 40,000 >I00,000

3 5200 42,000 > 100,000
I II II I II III

4 5600 45,000 >100,000
II I II1_ I II I IIIII Ill I IIIIII I I Ill I II

5 6500 50,000 > 100,000
_ IIII I I I I I I I I_111 II II

6 8000 56,000 > 100,000
I II I II I II ill III III I

7 12,000 68,000 > 100,000

Assumes corrosion begins at time = 0 years.
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Table 2-8a. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to General Corrosion
Using Stahl Corrosion Model = 57 kW/acre _

.... illllrlll II,III,I ,, , ,,,, ,,, , , H ,, , , ,,,, m ....

RING Overpack Thlckness
i,,H i, i Ti,,,, ,, ii H, i, ii i . , ,,i ,,. , , ,

10 cm 20 cm 45 cm
I IIIII I I II1'I , H,,,,,, , ,,,,,,,,,, ' ............ HI11 I II[II ' II I I I '

1 52,000 >100,000 >I00,000
ill i L i,, i i i ,,, H, , i , ,,,H i .,|. ,i j

2 57,500 > 100,000 > 100,000

3 62,000 >100,000 >100,000

4 69,000 > 100,000 > 100,000

5 77,500 > 100,000 > 100,000

6 92,000 > 100,000 > 100,000

7 >100,000 >100,000 >100,000
I , '' " I' II I " III m ' , ,_...........

Table 2-8b. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to Pitting Corrosion
Using Stahl Corrosion Model - 57 kW/acre_

H , ,,,H,,,.,,, u. ,, _r. , ,,, H,,_ H., I[ t _ t,IH,.,,,,, =: , ,,, '

RING Overpaek Thickness
I

em 20 cm I 45 cm10

1 660 3500 79,000
,, ,,,,,, , ,, ,

2 690 3925 84,000
, , ,, , ,, , ,,,

3 730 4400 90,000

4 820 5025 96,000
H,,, , ,,

5 970 6200 > 100,000
, ,,,,,

6 1425 8900 > 100,000

7 3100 19,300 > 100,0b_O

Assumes corrosion begins at time = 0 years.
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Table 2-9a. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to General Corrvsion
Using Stahl Corrosion Model - 114 kW/acre _

, , , , I ili 'I ]11 I I '111 II I' ,,,. ,,u, Irl 'Ill I I '111 ....]

RING Overpack Thickness
, u,m ,, , i, , i i ,,,,,,,,,,, ,, ,, ,,,,,, ,, ±, i, ,,, ,,,,, , ,,t , ,, , i ,

10 cm 20 cm 45 cm
_' I'111 I I I P'i i i"ii ' l ii ' "' -

1 46,800 >100,000 >100,000
i H, ,.,, , i .., i , , ,, ,,, ,, , .., ..= H,.,. , , u ,,, -

2 48,300 >ItX),000 >100,000
I J ill L_ ii i'll __ Ill iHit ii ,Ill i ill, il i i illi ,ill i ill ' ill

3 51,400 > 100,000 > 100,000
, ,., , ,i ,,., , ,., H,.,, ,, i ll..,, ., ,. , ., ,, ,,,t H,_H,

4 54,400 > 100,000 > 100,000
, H ,H , ,,, ,, , ,,, i , , ,,, ,,, , , H,,,

5 35,900 > 100,000 > 100,000
, .,, , , ,,_,,. ,, , ,,. ,,.., , ,,,. .. , .,,,, , ,,, , ,, , ,,, , ,,,

6 42,100 >I00,000 >I00,000

7 19,100 >100,000 >100,000
11 I[ I I [ II i llJl_l I I I[ I [ II [ I[ HI' ,

Table 2-9b. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to Pitting Corrosion
Using Steal Corrosion Model - 114 kW/acre t

1! 1 1 ._. I 7 I I . Z: I I 1 ILl I I! ! ] UI J l _ .

RING Overpack Thickness

10 cm ! 20 cm [ 45 cm
ii IIIII II I I lID iii [_ IJl I IIIIII i Ila_ I I II 1|1111 I I II I] III

1 6250 13,600 61,300
, , ) ,,. , ,, .,, , , ,, ,. , ,

2 6350 14,800 64,300
, , , t , , ,, , ,

3 6450 15,100 67,300
, , , , , , ,., , , ,,.,

4 6650 16,350 68,900
_,,, , ,,, , ,, , i,, , , , , ,,,,

5 3950 8400 51,1 O0
, ,,, ,, , , , ,, ,, ,,,,, , ,, ,,, ,, ,,

6 4250 9500 57,600
, , , , ,,,. ,,

7 950 2950 81,700
, ,, , ,,,II ii I [ i [_ III

t Rings 1-4 have dryout of 3160 years, Rings 5-6 have dryout of 1780 years, and Ring 7 has
no dryout period.
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Table 2-10. Calculated Time to Failure (Years) Due to Pitting Corrosion
Using Stahl Corrosion Models - 57 kW/acre and
114 kW/acre - 1000C switchpoint

57 kW/acre - 114 kW/acre -

100"C switchpoinP 100"C switchpoint 3

RING Overpack Thickness Overpack Thickness

10 cmz 10 cm4

1 4840 15,750

2 2710 15,150

3 3370 14,370

4 2560 13,670

5 1210 13,060

6 1710 11,250

7 3810 6540

Assumes corrosion initiation begins at the following times: Rings 1-3 = 1,000 years;
Ring 4 - 316 years; Rings 5-7 = 0 years.

2 57/10/.95/$2.

3 Assumes corrosion begins at the following times: Ring 1 - 6,600 years; Ring 2 = 6,400 years;
Ring 3 - 6,000 years; Ring 4 - 5,700 years; Ring 4 - 5,700 years; Ring 5 = 5,300 years;
Ring 6 - 4,800 years; for Ring 7, corrosion occurs from 0 - 300 years and then stops until
3,600 years.

4 1141101.951S2.
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Table 2-1 la. RIP Implementation of Failure Time for 28.5 kW/acre
Using Stahl Corrosion Model (Pitting) ]

:: ,, , , , , , . i , ,, , , , , , "

Ring 10 cm 20 cm 45 cm
, , , ,.,, ,, ,, .

Start Duration Start Duration Start Duration
,, ,, ........ ,, , , ,.. , ,, ,,,, , , . , ,,

1 3300 2200 28,000 19,500 100,000 100,000
, , , , ,. ,, ,,,., ,

2 3600 2400 30,000 20,000 100,000 100,000
'' "1 ' ' ' '" "

3 3900 2600 31,500 21,000 100,000 100,000
,, . , , ,, , , ,,.

4 4200 2800 33,750 22,500 100,000 100,000
.,,,, , , , , , ,,

5 4875 3250 37,500 25,000 100,000 100,000
• , ,, , , , ,, ,

6 6000 4000 42,000 28,000 100,000 100,000
, , , .,, . , ,,, , , ,

7 9000 6000 51,000 34,000 100,000 100,000
,

Table 2-1 lb. RIP Implementation of Failure Time for 57 kW/acre
Using Stahl Corrosion Model (Pitting) ]

,.............

Ring 10 cm 20 cm 45 cm
,. ,,. , ,, , ,,. , , .,, , , ,,. , , ,, , , ,, ......

I

Start Duration Start [Duration Start Duration
,, , ., ,,, ,, , , ,, I , " ' ,' I, ,',

1 495 330 2625 1750 59,250 39,500
, ,| ,, , , ,. ,

2 520 340 2945 1965 63,000 42,000
,, , , . . ,,, • ,, , , , ,, ,

3 550 360 3300 2200 67,500 45,000
,.,,

4 615 410 3770 2510 72,000 48,000
, ,,, , ,, , ,, ,. , ,. ,

5 730 480 4650 3100 100,000 100,000
., , , , , , ,

6 1070 710 6675 4450 100,000 100,000
, , ,, ,,

7 2325 1550 14,475 9650 100,000 100,000
,,. , . ,. , , ,,i
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Table 2-I I c. RIP Implementation of Failure Time for 114 kW/acre
Using Stahl Corrosion Model (Pitting) _'2

Ring 10 cm 20 cm 45 cm

Start Duration Start Duration Start Duration
i

1 4690 2850 10,200 6800 46,000 30,600

2 4760 3180 11,100 7400 48,200 32,200

3 4840 3220 11,300 7550 50,450 33,700

4 4990 3320 12,250 8200 51,650 34,500

5 2960 1980 6300 4200 38,300 25,600

6 3190 2120 7100 4800 43,200 28,800

7 710 480 2200 1500 61,250 40,900

t .95 em inner container thickness.
2 Time to resaturate above 8 percent saturation for each of the rings is as follows: Rings 1-4 are

3160 years; Rings 5-6 are 1780 years; Ring 7 is 0 years.

Note: All times are in years.
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Table 2-12. RIP Implementation of Failure Time for 57 kW/acre
and 114 kW/acre Using Stahl Corrosion Model
(Pitting) - 100°C switch to aqueous corrosion

, , , , , ,

' ' ......... ' ,I " ,, ,, i , ,, , ,- ,, , , ,, , , ,,

Ring 10 cm 10 cm
, , , ,,

Start Duration Start Duration

1 3630 2420 11,800 7880
, , ,, , , ,, ,

2 2340 1550 11,350 7580

3 2510 1680 10,750 7200

4 1910 1280 10,250 6830
, , ,, ,, , ,,, i , ,, ,

5 900 610 9800 6525
, , , , ,, ,,

6 1290 860 8430 5630
,,, ,, , ,, ,,

7 2850 1910 4900 3275
, , , , ,, ,

Note: All times are in years.
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Table 2-13. Calculated Time to Failure for General Corrosion Using
Lamont Corrosion Model - 57 kW/acre _

Ring Overpack Thickness
,, ,. ,.,. ,, ,,,,,,,. ,,.,,

10 cm 20 cm [ 45 cm
IIIII

1 650 1150 2025

2 600 1050 1900

3 575 975 1800
, , , ,,, ,=

4 475 850 1650

5 400 "/25 1500

6 300 600 1300

7 275 500 1175
b, , , , , ,, ,

_ Assumes corrosion begins at time = 0 years.

Note: All times are in years.
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Table 2-14. Calculated Time to Failure for Pitting Corrosion Using Lamont
Corrosion Model - 57 kW/acre (10 cm overpack)

" ' ' i , ' ' , i i ,,, ,L L ,,, ..... , i ,f ,,, ,,,,, ,, ,, , , ,,, , ,, ,,_

Ring .95 em _ 3.5 cm a
, , , , ,, , ,, ,, ,,

1 750 1500 700 1050 > 100,000 700

2 700 28,000 625 1050 > 100,000 650
• , , , , ,

3 650 43,000 525 1200 >100,000 600
,,,, , i ,,,

4 600 58,000 450 1700 >100,000 500
, ,, , ,

5 700 70,000 400 10,000 > 100,000 500
,, , , , ,,, ,,, ,, ,,

6 1200 82,000 300 20,000 >100,000 525
, , , , , , , i ,

7 4400 91,000 250 30,000 > 100,000 650
' ' ,illi,, ' | '',, '" '

i 57/10/.95/].,1 = See Table 2-1.
2 57/10/3.5/L1 = See Table 2-1.

Note: All times are in years.
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Table 2-15a. Calculated Time to Failure for Pitting Corrosion Using Lamont
Corrosion Model and 57 kW/acre - lO0°C switchpoint

....... , f T , , , . . ,1 f , ,,, .. ,, . , ' " ', ' ' 'Mr , " , .

Ring .95 em I 3.5 em2
, ,,,

]

median $th 9$th median 5th [ 95th
' , _ , . ,,, 1 [ i1, ' H, [ ,i , ,, , _, , I 71 ,:,'

1 1600 62,800 1380 3850 > lO0,O00 1440
• | , ., , ,, , ,

2 1390 67,300 1160 7400 > 100,O00 1220
. , ,

3 11l0 64,800 930 4700 > lO0,O00 970
. , , ,

4 9 l0 66,300 670 6100 > lO0,000 730
. ,, , ,,, , ..

5 750 69,800 410 9900 > 100,000 490
, , ,, , ,,,,,,a , ,,, ,, , , , ,, ,, ,,,

6 1230 81,100 310 21,500 >100,000 520
,, , , ,,, , , , • , , , , ,,,,, ,

7 4300 89,900 260 29,800 > 100,000 640

i 57/10/.95/L2
2 57/10/3.5/L2

Table 2-15b. Calculated Time to Failure for Pitting Corrosion Using Lamont
Corrosion Model and 114 kW/acre - 100°C switchpoint

Ring .95 cm I 3-_ cm_
I

T ,,,, ,,, ,, , ,,• =
I

median 5th I 95th median I 5th 95th
, , , 111 1_ . . L , I''III 11111 i 11. 11 lilt 111 T ' 1111

i m

1 7160 9470 7030 7560 >100,000 7070
, ,, , ,,

2 6970 8800 6840 7350 99,000 6880
, ,, ,,, ,, ,,,, ,, , , ,,, ,,, ,,, , , ,,

3 6570 8330 6430 6940 > 100,000 6480
, , ,,,

4 6220 8000 61O0 6600 > 100,000 6140
,, H,,,, , , ,,

5 5860 7850 5730 6280 > 100,000 5770

6 5350 7600 5230 5800 >I00,000 5260
, , ,, , , ,,, i ,,, , ,-- , ,,,_

7 3790 5250 3690 4100 >100,000 3720
,,: , ,, | , , , ,, ,_ J

I 114/I0/.95/L2.
2 114/I0/3.5/L2.

Note: Alltimesareinyears.
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Table 2-16. RIP Implementation of Pitting Corrosion for Inner Container with
10 em overpack for 57 kW/aere Using Lamont Corrosion
Model - 8 percent saturation - Weibull distribution _

,,t,.... 1 i ,.i i | i i i .,,.m. i ill i

Inner Container Thickness

Ring .95 em 3.5 em

Start , Slope Duration Start ,l Slope Duration,,, , , ,,, ' YII ' " i ,,

1 700 2.112 59.5 700 0.259 1439.7

2 625 0.249 326.7 650 0.265 1591.5

3 525 0.252 53"6.3 600 0.286 2157.0
, |ll i ,i ,.,,..

4 450 0.246 664.1 500 0.331 3627.5

5 400 0.269 1171.7 500 0.623 17,106.4

6 300 0.325 2780.5 525 0.897 29,296.8

7 250 0.475 8979.2 650 1.200 39,830.0
i H i ,.'..,' ,,.

Assumes corrosion begins at time = 0.

Note: All times are in years.
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Table 2-17a. RIP Implementation of Pitting Corrosion for Inner Container with
10 cm overpack for 57 kW/acre Using Lamont Corrosion Model -
100"C switchpoint- Weibull distribution 1

Inner Container Thickness

Ring .95 cm 2 3.5 cm3
,=. , , ,, , , ,, , ,.

Start Slope [Duration Start Slope I Duration
, , ,, , T ,

1 1380 0.260 901.3 1440 0.394 6103.6

2 1160 0.259 949.3 1220 0.528 12,370.6

3 930 0.249 783.1 970 0.446 8478.0
.= ,.,. ,, ,,.. ,,,, , ,i,

4 670 0.261 978.2 730 0.502 11,147.9
. , .,. ,. , ,

5 410 0.275 1287.8 490 0.621 16,985.2

6 310 0.327 2821.4 520 0.940 30,978.4
,, ,,, , .. ,=._

7 260 0.472 8779.1 640 1.194 39,637.6

J Assumes corrosion begins at the following times: Rings 1-3 = 1,000 years;
Ring 4 = 316 years; Rings 5-7 = 0 years.

2 57/10/.95/L2.
3 57/10/3.5/L2.
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I

Table 2-17b. RIP Implementation of Pitting Corrosion for Inner Container with
10 cm overpack for 114 kW/acre Using Lamont Corrosion Model -
100°C switchpoint- Weibull distribution _

Inner Container Thickness

Ring .95 cm2 3.5 cm3

i /lllli/lll i i i i i ii il Jill_i i| ii i ill i li'
Start Slope Duration Start Slope Duration

,, ,,,,.,,''", ..............' ,., . ,,,,,,,,_ I II II I r. ., I ......... ,,I "

1 7030 0.524 261.5 7070 0.279 1822.2
, , , , , , ...........

2 6840 0.539 256.4 6880 0.277 1762.3

3 6430 0.561 270.0 6480 0.275 1740.7
, ,HI, 111 , , I lift ,U',,lJ 1, I

4 6100 0.530 239.6 6140 0.275 1742.3

5 5730 0.524 261.5 5770 0.280 1884.2

6 5220 0.503 269.2 5260 0.283 1969.38

7 3690 0.533 198.9 3720 0.264 1519.5
,,, ,i, I .i .... _.... ,i iii i fill .u iii i,i IIpI _ii, ± .... ..................

Assumes that corrosion begins at the following times: Ring 1 = 6,600 years;
Ring 2 = 6,400 years; Ring 3 = 6,000 years; Ring 4 = 5,700 years; for Ring 7, corrosion occurs
from 0-300 years and then stops until 3,600 years.

2 114/10/.95/L2.
3 114/10/3.5/L2.

Note: All start times are in years.
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Table 2-18. Solubilities for TSPA 1993

RN Solubility (g/m 3) Functional Form Source

Ac f(T)--Same as Am Same as Am Elicitation, (Nitsche
et al., 1992a,b)

Am f(T) See Table 2-19a Nitsche et al.,
(1992a,b)

C NA (gaseous) NA (gaseous) Golder (1993)

Cm f(T) T < 55°C, [LT: 1.2e-6, 1.2e-5, 1.2e-4] Wilson (1990)
T > 55°C, [LT: 1.5¢-10, 1.5e-9, 1.5e-8] _

Cs LT: 1.2, 3.9e+2, LT: 1.2, 3.9e+2, 2.1e+3 Golder (1993),
2.1e+3 EPRI (1992)

I NA (gaseous) NA (gaseous) (]older (1993)

Nb LU: 9.3e-5, 9.3e-3 LU: 9.3e-5, 9.3e-3 Elicitation

Ni LB: 5.9e-2, 5.9e+3, 10 [2.0212 (0.25 DIST3+I)] Elicitation
105, 0.25

Np fiT) See Table 2-19b Nitsche ¢t al.,
(1992a,b)

Pa LU: 2.3e-5, 2.3 10**(5*DIST2-4.6383) Elicitation

Pb LB: 2.1e-3, 2.1, 10**[-1.1805*(0.08*DIST3+l)] Elicitation
6.6e-2, 0.08

Pu f(T) See Table 2-19c Nitsche et al.,
(1992a,b)

Ra LB: 2.3e-4, 2.3, 10**[-I.6383*(0.1*DISTl+l)] Elicitation
2.3e-2, 0.1

Se LT: 7.9e+2, LT: 7.9e+2, 7.9e+3, 5.5¢+5 Golder (1993),
7.9e+3, 5.5e+5 EPRI (1992)

Sm fiT)--Same as Am Same as Am Elicitation, (Nitsche
et al., 1992a,b)

Sn U: 1.3e-6, 1.3e-2 0.013*DIST2+I.3e-6 Elicitation

Sr LB: 9.0e-2, 90, 10"*[0.9542"(0.12 DISTI+I)] Eli¢itation
9.0, 0.12

Tc LT: 3.5e-2, le+2, LT: 3.5e-2, le+2, 9.9¢+5 Golder (1993),
9.9e+5 EPRI (1992)
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, ,,,, ,,,,,, , ,, ,,, ,,, ,,,,,,,, t,,_ , , ,, ,,, IIIIII111115 L Illll'l II '
I

RN Solubility (g/m 3) Functional Form Source
, ,i i i i i i Ir ,,inll , ' ! 11111 II I , Ill " 1, ][ I 11 III 11 , IIIH 11." I iHlim

Th LU: 2.3e-5, 2.3e-2 !0**(3*DIST2-4.6383) Elicitation

U f(T)--Same as Np Same as Np Elicitation, (Nitsche
et al., 1992a,b)

Zr LU: 9.1e-8, 9.1e-3 10**{5*DIST2-7.0410) Elicitation
,,,,,i, , ,,, i Hi i iii i i i H i HH H II I I ] I I,t!

RN = radionuclide

All solubilities have units of g of element/m 3 of solution.
DISTI = Normal distribution with tt = 0 and a = l; for Ra and Sr.
DIST2 = 0 to l; Uniform; for Pa, Sn, Th, Zr.
DIST3 = Normal distribution with tt = 0 and a = l; for Ni and Pb.
pH = 6 to 9, uniform.
LB = log-beta distribution; min, max, expected value, coefficient of variation.

These are approximated by a log-normal distribution.
LT = log-triangular distribution; min, expected value, max.
LU = log-uniform distribution; min, max.
N -- normal distribution; mean, standard deviation.
U = uniform distribution; rain, max.
e+ = positive power of ten.
e- = negative power of ten.
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Table 2-19a. Temperature- and pH-Dcpendent Solubilities for Americium

III ' lrlrl I IIII _ '1 I fill II I 'llqll'all I I I , ' [_ l,,t i I'I_1111 I1'1 ' = : ± :

Solubility for the given temperature range (gm/m 3)
pH .......................................

T < 42.50C 42.50C < T <TSoC 75°C < T
III I IIII ' Imlll I _ I II ,'........... H,%'

< 6.5 N: 4.4e-4, 1.5e-4 N: 6.1e-1, 1.7e-1 N: 4.1e-4, 4.1e-4
i ,if, ,ill ,, , i ii i i i i ,,,, i i, ,,, , i,m ,, ,,,

6.5<pH_<7.75 N: 2.9e-4, 0.7e-4 N: 2.4e-3, 2.2e-3 N: 7.5e-5, 4.1e-5
i i i ii ii iii 1111 ii 111 i i , i i t • 11 , i , iiii i i11

> 7.75 N: 5.8e-4, 4.6e-4 N: 2.9e-3, 2.9e-3 N: 8.3e-5, 5.1e-5
I II I I II I I I I I I I IIIII I! I II III I I IIII III

N: Normal distribution; mean, standard deviation

Table 2-19b. Temperature- and pH-Dependent Solubilities for Neptunium

I lJlllJl[ l fill I ii III L _ I ii [ III I IIII I

Solubility for the given temperature range (gm/m 3)
pH ........................

T _<42.50C 42.50C < T < 750C 750C < T
l fill l lllllllll n IUll I I lll,ll l II I IlII[YIIIL I Ill lllll hill II llllll ll'l l l r I l lI t IL l 1 II

< 6.5 N: 1.3e+3, 0.07e+3 N: 1.5e+3, 0.09e+3 N: 2.8e+2, 0.2e+2
I ii IIIII I iii I i ii I I IIII ii II I

6.5<pH<._7.75 N: 3.1e+l, 0.5e+l N: 2.3e+2, 0.2e+2 N: 3.6e+1, 0.9e+l
I II I I I I I III I i II II I I II I II

> 7.75 N: 1.0e+l, 0.2e+l N: 2.4e+1, 0.2e+l N: 2.1e+l, 0.09e+l
I I IJ I _ I II I I I I I III II II I I III II I I III I1[ I I II I Ell I I I _ Iir

N: Normal distribution; mean, standard deviation

Table 2-19c. Temperature- and pH-Dependent Solubilities for Plutonium

III i iii iIi1_ I j IIIII i I I I II II Ill II I III III I I I ] I II Im II I i III Ill

Solubility for the given temperature range (gm/m s)
pH I

T < 42,50C I 42"5°C < T <75°C 750C < T

_<6.5 N: 2.6e-I, 1.0e-I N: 6.5e-3, 2.6e-3 N: 1.5e-3, 0.5e-3

6.5<pH_<7.75 N: 5.5e-2, 3.4e-2 N: 8.9e-3, 2.2e-3 N: 2.1e-3, 0.2e-3

> 7.75 N: 7.0e-2, 1.9e-2 N: 2.9e-2, 0.2e-2 N: 1.8e-3, 0.1e-3
i = , i , , , , ,.. ,,= , ..... ,,, ,

N: Normal distribution; mean, standard deviation
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Table 2-20. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Container Parameters With TSPA 1993 Container Parameters

RIP TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993 TSPA 1993

MODEL PARAMETER RIP RIP RIP
BASE CASE SCP BASE CASE MPC BASE CASE 21PWR57 kW/acre

PWR -- 19,980 30,000 - Spent Fuel 6468 - Spent Fuel (1078/ring)
No. packages BWR-- 13,320 14,000- HLW 3829-- HLW

no HLW _____

Waste bumup (MWd/MTHM) PWR -- 33,0130 38,747 - Combined 42,300 - PWR
BWR- 27,500 32,250- BWR

39,075 combined

to Mass waste/pkg = MTHM in 2.1 MTHM/pkg 2.1 MTHM/pkg for PWR/BWR 9.74 MTHM/pkg for PWR/BWR

repository/# of waste containers _ .5 MTHM/pkg-HLW 1.828 MTHM/pkg-HLW



Table 2-21a. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Inventory Parameters With TSPA 1993 Parameters

;,, , ,,,

INVENTORY TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993 TSPA 1993
RIP RIP RIP

BASE CASE SCP BASE CASE l MPC BASE CASE 1
(Ci/container _) (Ci/container _) (Ci/container 3)

, =, ,, ,

243Am 32.34 59.2 274.668

_4C 1.54 3.29 14.4
,.,.

_3SCs .7371 1.19 5.52
,.,,., , ,, , ,,, , ,, ,,. ,

129I .06195 .0781 3.62

237Np 2.352 1.02 4.74

239pu 646.8 788. 3.65
, , ..

79Se .8001 1.01 4.67
, , ,

126Sn 1.5015 1.94 9.01
,,..,,,, . ,., , ,,,

99Tc 25.83 31.7 1.47

2_U 3.969 3.0 1.39

TSPA 1991 is for 10-year-old fuel. TSPA 1993 inventory is for 30-year-old fuel. 28 additional
radionuclides are included in the TSPA 1993 inventory, which includes parents of 237Np.

2 Ci/container = Ci/MTHM * 2.1 MTHM/container.
3 Ci/container = Ci/MTHM * 9.2 MTHM/container.
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Table 2-2 lb. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Inventory Parameters With TSPA 1993 Parameters

,,= ,, , ,,_
]

INVENTORY TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993 TSPA 1993
RIP RIP RIP

BASE CASE SCP BASE CASE MPC BASE CASE

Gap Fraction Gap Fraction Gap Fraction

243Am 0 0 0

14C .02 .02 0.0125 -->0.0575:
Uniform

13SCs .02 .02 .02

129I .02 .02 .02

23_Np 0 0 0

239pu 0 0 0
, ,,,,= , , , ,,,,

79Se .02 .02 .02
,, ,,, , ,, , ,,,, ,,

126Sn 0 0 0

_I'c .02 .02 .02

234U 0 0 0
,,, , ,,, , ,,,
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Table 2-21c. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Inventory Parameters With TSPA 1993 Parameters

INVENTORY TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993 TSPA 1993
RIP RIP RIP

BASE CASE SCP BASECASE MPC BASE CASE
Solubility (g/m 3) Solubility (g/m 3) Solubility (g/m3)

243AITl LU" 2.92E-6, 9.2E-4, (see Table 2-19) (see Table 2-19)
1.6E-4

14C gas gas gas

_35Cs infinite LT:l.2,3.9E2,2.1E3 LT:1.2,3.9E2,2.1E3

t29I infinite gas gas
H.

237Np LU: 1.40E-5, 4.50E-3, (see Table 2-19) (see Table 2-19)
7.82E-4

239pu LU: 3.82E-5, 1.22E-2, (see Table 2-19) (see Table 2-19)
2.10E-3

79Se infinite LT:7.9E2,7.9E3, LT:7.9E2,7.9E3,
5.5E5 5.5E5

, , H H ,. .

126Sn LU: 1.26E-4, 4.03E-2, (see Table 2-18) (See Table 2-18)
6.93E-3

99Tc infinite LT:3.5E-2, 1E2, LT:3.5E-2,1E2,
9.9E5 9.9E5

234U LU: 1.66E-5, 5.38E-3, (see Table 2-18) (see Table 2-18)
9.36E-4

LU = Log-uniform: min, max, expected values
LT = Log-triangular: min, middle, max
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Table 2-21 d. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Inventory Parameters With TSPA 1993 Parameters

INVENTORY TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993 TSPA 1993
RIP RIP RIP

BASE CASE SCP BASE CASE MPC BASE CASE

Activity (Cttg) Activity (Ci/g) Activity (Ci/g)

243Am 2.E- 1 2.E- 1 2.E- 1

14C 62.4 Ci/mol 62.4 Ci/mol 62.4 Ci/mol
, ,,, ,, , , | , , ,,, ,,

_35Cs 1.15E-3 I. 15E-3 1.15E-3

129I 1.77E-4 1.77E-4 1.77E-4

237Np 7.06E-4 7.06E-4 7.06E-4

239pu 6.22E-2 6.22E-2 6.22E-2

79Se 6.98E-2 6.98E-2 6.98E-2

126Sn 2.84E-2 2.84E-2 2.84E-2

99Tc 1.7E-2 1.7E-2 1.7E-2

234U 6.26E-3 6.26E-3 6.26E-3
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Table 2-22. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Waste Package Failure
Parameters With TSPA 1993 Parameters

TSPA 1991 MODEL TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993
PARAMETER RIP RIP

BASE CASE BASE CASE

Beginning of 500 yrs: constant varies with thermal load
resaturation period (yr)

Duration of 300 -1300 yrs: uniform varies with thermal load
resaturation period (yr)

Container lifetime (1) Weibull: 1, 1650 varies with thermal load
when wet (yr) (2) LU: 500-10,000; gradual

failure
(3) LU: 500-10,000; all fail at

once

(4) LU: 500-10,000; sample
maximum failure and fail

gradually to that time
,, ,,,,, , ,,, |

LU = Log-uniform: rain, max, expected value
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Table 2-23. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Exposure Parameters With TSPA 1993 Exposure Parameters

TSPA 1991 MODEL PARAMETER RIP MODEL PARAMETER TSPA 1991 RIP TSPA 1993 RIP
BASE CASE BASE CASE

Fraction of containers with rubble in (1) fraction of containers in water (1) dependent on flux (1) dependent on flux,
air gap contact mode 3 (2) .5 temperature,

- moist continuous (3) 0 saturation
(2) Fraction of waste wetted (4) SNL moist diff. coeff. (2) 1.0
(3) ECA t (3.E-6- 3.E-4: LU) 2 (3) 8.5-46.5 m 2

(4) EDC 3 (4) Conca Curve

Fraction of fuel wet with seepage (1) fraction of containers in water (1) dependent on flux N/A
contact mode 2 (2) .5
- wet drip (3) 1

(2) Fraction of waste wetted (4) 0
(3) ECA

b,
t_ (4) EDC

Fraction of fuel wet and diffusing (1) fraction of containers in water (1) dependent on flux N/A
contact mode 1 (2) .5
- wet feet (3) 1

(2) Fraction of waste wetted (4) SNL wet diff. coeff.
(3) ECA (9.E-4- 9.E-3: LU)
(4) EDC

Nominal case - no release (1) fraction of containers in water (I) dependent on flux N/A
contact mode 4
- nominal case

Air alteration rate 0 0

Matrix alteration rate (l/yr) Matrix dissolution rate (g/m2/yr) LU: 5E-5, 1E-3, 3.17E-4 Temp. dependent
(see text)



Table 2-23. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Exposure Parameters With TSPA 1993 Exposure Parameters (Continued)

TSPA 1991 MODEL PARAMETER RIP MODEL PARAMETER TSPA 1991 RIP TSPA 1993 RIP
BASE CASE BASE CASE

Surface area of matrix (m2/g) I SF: ASF/(1.10062E7):
(combined with matrix dissolution ASF = ASFI*ASF2
rate) Spent fuel = 78-107

uniform
ASF2 = 1-100 uniform

HLW: AHL/(7.012E6):
AHL = 200-600

Prompt alteration rate (1/yr) N/A -- radionuclides put in gap N/A N/A
fraction

to Spent fuel surface area (m2) per Included in water volume .07 N/A
6_ package contacting matrix (m3) (= surface
o_ area * water film thickness *

fraction of fuel wet)

Water film thickness (ram) Included in water volume .07 Water volume contacting
contacting matrix (m3) matrix: ASF*DWATER :

DWATER = .001

thickness of water layer
contacting matrix

ECA = effective catchment area

2 LU = log-uniform: rain, max, expected value
3 EDC = effective diffusion coefficient



Table 2-24. Comparison of TSPA 1991 Transport Parameters
With TSPA 1993 Transport Parameters

TSPA 1991 MODEL RIP TSPA 1991 TSPA 1993
PARAMETER MODEL RIP RIP

PARAMETER BASE CASE BASE CASEmammam,_'_"

Moist diffusion Effective diffusion LU: 3E-6, 3E-4, - curve fit to
coefficient (m2/yr) coefficient (m2/yr) 6.45E-5 Conca datam,.,a.mam--,am,m'ma

Wet diffusion coefficient Effective diffusion LU: 9E-4, 9E-3, - curve fit to

(m2/yr) coefficient (m2/yr) 3.52E-3 Conca data

Flux coefficient of N/A N/A
variation

Percolation rate (mm/yr) Repository Beta: VTOUGH
infiltration rate .001,.0009,0,.039 results

(m/yr) (only for contact
modes 1,2)

Effective diffusion area Geometric factor .1 28.05*N*(fs):

(m2) for diffusion (m) (only for contact N = porosity ofmodes 1,3) backfill = •1-.3;
fs = 1 if sat>.08

Water collection area Effective contac 1 = 1 see ECA

(Across)(m2) catchment area contac 2 = 1
(m2) = water contac 3 = 0
collection area * contac 4 = 0
fraction of

seepage entering
container ------

Rubble thickness (cm) Delay pathway (1) 3 cm air gap In-drift
(or,ly in moist (2) did not evaluate emplacement:
continuous) in-drift .5 m crushed

emplacement tuff zone

LU = Log-uniform: rain, max, expected value
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Table 2-25. Waste Package Configurations---57 kW/acr¢ (Memory, 1993)

' ",'I' , , , ' ..... "''

Characteristic 21 PWR
,| ,, ,,, , i

# of Waste SF 7674 7674 7674
Packages .....................

HLW 3257 3257 3257

Length 4.831 5.031 5.531
,,,,, ,, , ,l|,,i ,i

Diameter 1.7519 1.9519 2.4519
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Table 2-26. Normalized Cumulative Release from the Waste Package for Reference Case

ISOTOPE Normalized Normalized
Cumulative Release Cumulative Release

(10,000 yr) (100,000 yr)
III[ I I III I II I [ I I I I IIIII II]11IIIIIIIIII I II IIIIIIII IIIIIII III I] Idllll I I I I J .

227Ac 4.52E-3 1.77E1

UtAm 6.48E-2 1.37E-1

242mAre 1.64E-7 1.64E-7

U3Am 9.59E-2 1.67E0

14C 2.59E0 3.13E0

36Cl 1.48E-2 4.84E-2

244Cm 3.96E- 16 3.96E- 16

USCm 3.93E-8 1.83E-3

UeCm 4.96E-9 1.14E-5

135Cs 1.61E-1 5.17E-1

129I 9.95E-2 3.25E-1

93MNb 1.42E-15 1.42E-15

94Nb 2.66E-3 3.24E-2

59Ni 6.14E-1 1.76E0

63Ni 1.91E-2 1.91E-2

237Np 3.69E0 1.34E1

23tpa 1.05E-2 2.70E- 1

21°pb 1.81E-1 3.19E2

l°Tpd 3.46E-2 1.19E-1

23Spu 1.60E-6 1.60E-6

239pu 4.13E-2 1.30E0

2'_au 2.78E-2 1.06E- 1

UlPu 1.30E-14 1.30E-14

U2pu 1.76E-4 2.47E-2
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Table 2-26. Normalized Cumulative Release from the Waste Package for Reference Case
(Continued)

.I I , Ill I I' II 7_ II II IIIUII!.l U....... IIIIIIIIII I ,1 ............

ISOTOPE Normalized Normalized
Cumulative Release Cumulative Release

(10,000 yr) (100,000 yr)

226Ra 9.69E- 1 2.07E 1

22SRa 1.93E-2 1.29E- 1

79Se 1.30E-1 3.37E-1

151Sin 4.45E-4 4.45E-4

t26Sn 1.31E-3 1.59E-2

99Tc 4.25E-1 1.28

229Th 1.2IE-4 5.78E-3

23°Th 2.17E-2 2.44E-1

232Th 8.33E-8 1.22E-6

233U 9.52E-4 4.32E-2

234U 8.76E-2 6.57E-1

23sU 1.69E-4 3.37E-3

236U 2.87E-3 5.22E-2

23sU 3.51E-3 4.28E-2

93Zr 7.71E-7 9.86E-6
ii ii i i i I r I I i I i ii ii I i i i iiiii i ii i II i

Normalized to 40 CFR 191 Table 1
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Table 2-27. SummaryResults for 10,000 and 100,000 Year Normalized
Cumulative Release from the Waste Package

_TIIIIL _lllll II J I ! I J J ..........',ll.... ' | " ILl,,,, I'1 " ' '1' ' ,m,,i,,' L,,u,,,,,,,: ,, , , ,, ,,,L' _, ,,

Design _ Total l_C Total 237NpTotal 99TcTotal _°Pb
Normalized Normalized Normalized Normalized Total
Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative Normalized

Release Release Release Release Cumulative
Release

I I , I I II_ II I Jl

57/10/.95/S1 9.3 / 383. 2.6 / 3.13 3.7 / 13.4 0.43 / 1.28 0.18 / 319.

57/20/.95/S1 4.3 / 369. 1.1 / 1.70 1.9 / 13.1 0.21 / 1.22 0.05 / 309.
, , , , ,, , ,,H, ,,, ,,,,,, ,, ,

57/45/.95/S1 0 /28.9 0 /1.4E-4 0 /2.3 0 /0.18 0 /23.
, , ,,, , .,,. ., . , , ,, ,,,,. , , ,,,, , , ,, , ,,.,

, ,.,,.. , , ,. ,

1141101.951S1 5.5 / 326. 1.3 / 2.14 1.2 / 14.3 0.31 / 1.36 0.35 / 14.
.............. , , , . ,. , ,, ,

114/20/.95/S 1 2.0 / 304. 0.1 / 0.89 0.3 / 14.0 0.06 / 1.31 0.02 / 12.5
.,. , , . , , ,. , ,,. ,,, , ,

1141451.951S1 0 /145. 0 /4.3E-3 0 /9.9 0 /0.82 0 /6.1
i , ,,. .,,. , ,..,, .,, ,,,. , , ,, , a,, ,,, , ,

.. ,,, ,, ,, , , , . , , ,..

28.51101.951S1 2.9 / 315. 0.7 / 1.22 1.2 / 11.7 0.14 / 1.06 0.02 / 263.
,, . , ,,, ,

28.5/20/.95/S1 0 /182. 0 /0.02 0 /8.4 0 /0.70 0 /154.
,. ,, .,,., , ,. ,, ,, , , ,,,,

28.5/45/.95/S 12 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0
, ,. , , , ,, , , ,, ,, ,,.

,, ,, , ,, , , . ,

57/10/.95/L1 7.7 / 362. 2.1 / 2.64 3.0 / 12.8 0.35 / 1.20 0.14 / 302.
.., , ,, , . , ,,,, ,

57/10/3.5/L1 5.0 / 330. 1.4 / 1.82 2.0 / 11.9 0.22 / 1.09 0.08 / 277.
,, , , ,,

• . ,, , , i ,

571101.951S2 7.1 / 375. 1.8 / 2.36 3.0 / 13.3 0.33 / 1.26 0.08 / 313.

57/10/.95/L2 6.8 / 352. 1.8 / 2.33 2.8 / 12.5 0.31 / 1.17 0.10 / 294.
, ,, . .. ,,, ,

57/10/3.5/L2 3.5 / 315. 0.9 / 1.34 1.5 / 11.6 0.16 / 1.06 0.04 / 265.
.... , ,,,, ,. , ,, , , ,., ,, ,, , , ,

, , , , , .

1141101.951S2 1.I / 301. 0.02 / .76 0.05 / 14.0 0.02 / 1.31 0 / 12.3
,, ,,,, , , ,,..,

114/10/.95/L2 4.2 / 322. 0.9 / 1.82 0.85 / 14.2 0.25 / 1.35 0.21 / 13.8
, ., , ,L , ,,,

114/1(;/3.5/L2 3.0 / 290. 0.7 / 1.38 0.59 / 13.2 0.17 / 1.24 0.15 / 12.3
L ' ' ,,. , , , , , ,

i

Format: 10,000 / 100,000
Normalized to 40 CFR 191 Table 1

S1 = Stahl Failure Model; corrosion initiation is saturation dependent.
$2 = Stahl Failure Model; corrosion initiation is temperature dependent.
L1 -- Lamont Failure Model; corrosion initiation is saturation dependent
L2 = Lamont Failure Model; corrosion initiation is temperature dependent

2 No releases due to no container failures.
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HLW Ring (:7) - Unheoted Areo

Figure 2-1. Repository Panel Conceptualization (Plan View)
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Figure 2-2. Repository Panel Conceptualization (Cross-Section)
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Figure 2-3. Waste Package/Engineered Barrier System Schematic
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Figure 2-4. Dry Oxidation Penetration Depths (Stahl, 1993)
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Figure 2-6. Quadratic Fit of Penetration Rates for General Aqueous Corrosion
(Lamont, 1993)
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Air Oxidation Rates for Candidate Container Materials
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Figure 2-7. Dry OxidationRates (Bullen, 1993)
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Figure 2-10. Penetration Depth due to Pitting Corrosion Using Staid Corrosion Model -
28.5 kW/acr¢
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Figure 2-I I. Penetration Depth due to Pitting Corrosion Using Stahl Corrosion Model -
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Figure 2-12. Penetration Depth due to Pitting CorrosionUsing Stahl Corrosion Model -
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Figure 2-15. Neptunium Solubility as a Function of pH and Temperature
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Figure 2-16. Americium Solubility as a Function of pH and Temperature

2-77



Pu Solubility

0.1 F

-- A

0.01 "--'-" ----

.-_

0

0.001

|

0.0001 100
40 50 60 70 80 90

Temperature(degC)

I -"_ pH-6 _ pH,=7 -..>e-pH..,8 _ pH=9 !

Figure 2-17. PlutoniumSolubility as a Functionof pH andTemperature

2-78



1E'06.05 0.15 0.25 0.35 0.45 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.85' 0.95
LiquidSaturation

Figure 2-18. Conca Diffusion Coefficient Curve (Conca, 1990)
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Figure2-19b.ActualWaste PackageFailureDistribution-APD Cases
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Figure 2-22a. Cumulative Waste Package Failure Distribution- Saturation vs. Temperature
Cases - Lamont Model
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Figure 2-23b. Waste Package Release Rate: Reference Case - Expected Value Case -
100,000 Years
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Figure 2-24a. Waste PackageReleaseRate: Thermal Loading Cases- 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-24b. Waste Package Release Rate: Thermal Loading Cases - 100,000 Years
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Figure 2-25a. Waste Package Release Rate: ThermalLoading Cases - 20 cm overpack -
10,000 Yeals
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Figure 2-25b. Waste Package Release Rate: Thermal Loading Cases - 20 cm overpack -
100,000 Years
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Figure 2-26. Waste Package Release Rate: Thermal Loading Cases - 45 cm overpack -
I00,000Years
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Figure 2-27a. Waste Package Release Rate: Overpack Cases- 57 kW/acre- 10,000 Years

2-93



3OO

5O

0

0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000

Time (years)
i i i, i i

Figure 2-27b. Waste Package Release Rate: Overpack Cases- 57 kW/acre - I00,000 Years
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Figure 2-28a. Waste Package Release Rate: Inner Container Cases - 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-29a. Waste Package Release Rate: Saturation vs. Temperature Dependent Corrosion
Initiation- 10,000 Years (after Stahl, 1993)
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Figure 2-29b. Waste PackageRelease Rate: Saturationvs. TemperatureDependentCorrosion
Initiation- I00,000 Years (after Stahl, 1993)
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Figure2-30a. WastePackageReleaseRate: Saturationvs. TemperatureDependentCorrosion
Initiation- 10,000Years(afterLamont,1993)
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Figure 2-30b. Waste Package Release Rate: Saturationvs. TemperatureDependent Corrosion
Initiation - 100,000 Years (after Lamont, 1993)
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Figure 2-33. CCDF of Normalized Release from All Waste Packages: Thermal Load Cases at 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-34. CCDF of Normalized Release from All Waste Packages: Thermal Load Cases at 100,000 Years
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Figure 2-39a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release- Reference Case -
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Figure 2-39b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total NormalizedRelease - Reference Case -
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Figure 2-40a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release - 114 kW/acre - 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-40b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release - 114 kW/acre
I00,000 Years
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Figure 2-41a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release - 28.5 kW/acre - 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-41b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release - 28.5 kWlacre -
100,000 Years
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Figure 2-42a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. 23VNpNormalized Release - Reference Case -
10,000 Years
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Figure 2-43a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. 237Np Normalized Release - 114 kW/acre - 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-43b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. 23_NpNormalized Release - 114 kW/acre - 100,000 Years
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Figure 2-44a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. 237Np Normalized Release - 28.5 kW/acre - 10,000 Years
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Figure 2-44b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. 237Np Normalized Release - 28.5 kW/acre
100,000 Years
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Figure 2-45a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release - Lamont Model Case -
I0,000 Years
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Figure 2-45b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Total Normalized Release - Lamont Model Case -
100,000 Years
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Figure 2-46a. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Z3_NpNormalized Release - Lamont Model Case -
10,000 Years
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Figure 2-46b. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Z37NpNormalized Release - Lamont Model Case -
100,000 Years
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3. GASEOUS AND AQUEOUS FLOW AND TRANSPORT

The gaseous and aqueous radionuclidereleases to the accessible environmentwere determined
using the total system performancecode RIP. One feature within RIP allows for the different
aspects of performanceassessmentconsidered inthis study (i.e., waste package/engineeredbarrier
system gaseous and aqueous transport,and dose) to be integratedinto a single data set. The
analyses presentedbelow describe the system parametersfor the aqueous transport, the gaseous
transport,and the combined results for the radionuclidereleases to the accessible environment.
The dose analyses are a slight extension of the aqueous transport calculations and will be
presented separately.

As discussed in Chapter2, three differentrepository thermal-loading scenarios were considered
(70.4, 141 and282 kW/ha,or 28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre)along with threedifferent outer waste
package thickness designs (10 cm, 20 cm and 45 cm) and two inner waste package thickness
designs (0.95 cm and 3.5 cm). Two sets of waste package failureinitiation scenarios were also
investigated (Stahl and Lamont). Due to the large numberof comparisonsthat could possibly
be generatedfromeach of these differentscenarios,a few key waste packagedesigns and failure
initiation distributions had to be selected which would best demonstrate the variance in the
radionuclidereleases to the accessible environment. The analyses in TSPA 1993 are listed in
Table 3-1 with the waste package scenarioidentifier used in the discussions below.

3.1 UNSATURATED- AND SATURATED-ZONE AQUEOUS FLOW AND
TRANSPORT

3.1.1 Conceptual Description

For aqueous transportcalculations, precipitationinfiltratingYuccaMountainwas assumed to pass
vertically through the repository. As the infiltrating water passed through the repository, any
radionuclides that were present and available for transport were transferred into solution and
.moved from the EBS to the unsaturated zone beneath the repository. The radionuclides in
solution wereassumed to be transportedverticallydowngradienttowardsthe saturatedzone. The
radionuclides that reached the base of the unsaturatedzone were discharged into the saturated
zone with the discharge from the saturated zone occurring downgradient at the accessible
environment. The radionuclide transport in the unsaturated and saturated zone was considered
to be undergoing attenuation due to sorption, including radioactive decay, while neglecting
diffusion. These flow and transport assumptions are consistent for each of the different waste
package/EBS configurations investigated.

The stratigraphy at Yucca Mountain consists of fractured, welded to nonwelded tuff units that
dip easterlyat 5° to 30°, with 500 to 750 m of unsaturated-zonethickness (Montazer and Wilson,
1984). The location of the proposed repository is approximately 225 m above the water table
and approximately 350 m below the ground surface (Klavetter and Peters, 1986).

The unsaturated-zonestratigraphybetween the proposed location of the repository and the water
table includes the Topopah Spring Member of the Paintbrush Tuff, the rhyolites of the Calico
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Hills, and the Prow Pass and Bullfrog Members of the Crater Flat Tuff. The unsaturated-zone
stratigraphic differentiation used in this analysis follows that of the thermomechanical stratigraphy
presented in Ortiz et al. (1985), with the addition of the Bullfrog Member. The thermo-
mechanical stratigraphic designation was selected for the transport calculations in order to
maintain consistency with the thermohydrologic analyses presented in this report (Appendix A)
and by Buscheck and Nitao (1992; 1993).

The unsaturated-zone stratigraphy beneath the repository is separated into six distinct layers with
the repository located in the middle unit of the Topopah Spring Member. The Topopah Spring
Member includes a thick, devitrified, welded middle unit (TSw2) and a thin, densely welded,
basal vitrophyre unit (TSw3). The units of the Calico Hills consist of an upper, nonwelded, vitric
layer (CHnlv) and a lower, nonwelded, zeolitic layer (CHnlz). The Prow Pass (PPw) and
Bullfrog (Bw) Members are both considered to be welded and devitrified units (Figure 3-1).

For the aqueous transport calculations, nine vertical columns were selected to incorporate the
variability in the unsaturated-zone thickness and stratigraphy beneath the repository. The ground
surface locations for each of the nine columns are presented in Figure 3-2. These locations are
taken as the centroid location of nine panels used in a hydrothermal analysis conducted by
Ryder (1993). These nine panels were selected based on the repository design of the Site
Characterization Plan (DOE, 1988b) for a thermal loading of 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre). A set
of USGS (1993) published cross sections oriented along the proposed ramps and drifts in the
Topopah Springs and Calico Hills units (Figure 3-1) were used to determine the stratigraphic
thicknesses of the six layers directly beneath each centroidal location. Using the cross-sectional
lines and a linear extrapolation, the stratigraphic thickness of each layer was determined for all
nine columns (Table 3-2).

The stratigraphic designations and groupings on the USGS (1993) cross-sectional lines do not
correlate directly to those of the thermomechanical stratigraphy (Ortiz et al., 1985). Therefore,
a correlation between the two stratigraphic groupings was generated (Table 3-3). Several
modifications were necessary to maintain consistency with the thermomechanical stratigraphy.
The single Calico Hills unit (Tht) present in the USGS (1993) stratigraphy was divided into the
two individual vitric (CHn Iv) and zeolitic (CHn l z) layers of the thermomechanical stratigraphy.
The hydrothermal analysis presented in Appendix A used a split of 3.4 percent of the total
thickness of the (Tht) assigned to the vitric layer and the remaining 96.6 percent assigned to the
zeolitic layer. These same percentages were used in determining the fraction of the single Calico
Hills (Tht) layer assigned to the individual vitric (CHnlv) and zeolitic (CHnlz) layers in this
analysis. The basal vitrophyre of the Topopah Spring (TSw3) and a portion of the upper vitric
layer in the Calico Hills (CHnlv) were combined into a single unit (Tv) in the USGS (1993)
cross sections. For consistency with the thermomechanical stratigraphy designations, the basal
vitrophyre (TSw3) unit was maintained at a constant thickness of 10 m (D. Hoxie, personal
communication, 1993) with the remaining thickness of the Tv unit added to the CHn Iv unit. The
thickness of the lowermost units in the unsaturated zone (PPw or Bw) was dependent on the
location of the water table. Using three points where the water-table elevation was known
(Table 3-4), the water-table elevations, and thus the thickness of the lower layer at the centroidal
locations were estimated (Table 3-2).
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Thermaleffects on the movement of water in the unsaturatedzone due to various repository
thermalloadingswere investigated(AppendixA). The analysisprovidedprofilesof temperature,
Darcyflux, and liquidsaturationin each stratigraphiclayer asa functionof time for each thermal
load, assuminga zero backgroundor ambientinfiltration. These profileswere used to determine
the extent and durationof the dryoutzone within the near-field environment. However, in
TSPA 1993, ambientunperturbedhydrologicconditionsweremaintainedin the far field once the
radionuclideswere releasedfrom the EB$ to the geosphere. Theeffects of an ambientinfiltration
on the thermal perturbation of the far-field hydrologic conditions is still uncertain. Further
analyses of the non-zeroambient infiltrationeffect on the transientnatureof temperature,liquid
flux, and liquid saturationsare necessaryto betterdefine the far-fieldenvironment.

3.1.2 Parameter Values

The aqueous transportmodel input parametersused in this TSPA analysis are a combinationof
parametersfromthe TSPA 1991 (Barnardet al., 1992) analysis, expert elicitation workshops,and
recently published studies. The primary emphasis in the generation of this report was to
demonstrate the effects of various repository thermal-loading scenarios on the radionuclide
releases from the EBS and to the accessible environment.

The one-dimensional advective-dispersiontransport option within RIP was selected to perform
the aqueoustransportcalculations. This optionrequires the inputof the pathwayvolumetricflow
rateand pathway area to generatethe velocity termin the transport equation. Also requiredwere
the longitudinaldispersivityandthe individualradionuclideretardationcoefficients in each layer.

The effective ground-watervelocity for each layer in the unsaturatedand saturatedzones was
calculated using the following relation:

vj njsj

where Vj is the effective ground-water velocity (m/yr), % is the Darcy (or percolation) flux
(m/yr), nj is the bulk porosity, and Sj is the liquid saturation.

The Darcy flux for both the unsaturatedand saturatedzones was taken as a constantvalue per
realization selected from a specified distribution. Table 3-5 presents the flux distributionsfor
both the unsaturatedand saturatedzones. The unsaturated-zoneDarcy flux distribution was
determined by selecting an exponential distribution with a mean value of 5 x 10"4m/yr
(0.5 mm/yr) (Wilson et al., 1994, in press). The saturated-zoneDarcy flux distribution was
obtainedfrom the saturated-zoneflow analysis conducted by Ban"(1993). The flux values in
each of the individual grid blocks within the entire model domain were averaged to obtain a
mean value of 2.0 nffyrwith minimum and maximumvalues of 4.7 x 10.6 m/yrand 390 m/yr,
respectively. Due to the large range of values used in the averagingprocess, a modificationof
the distributionwas conducted to narrowthe range.

The potential increase in the infiltration at Yucca Mountain duc to climatic changes has been
incorporatedinto the analysis. Long and Childs (1993) expect a 2.5 times increase in the rate
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of infiltration under full glacial (pluvial) conditions. These glacial conditions were not considered
to occur for another 50,000 to I00,000 years (Long and Childs, 1993). To incorporate the
potential increase in the infiltration into this analysis, an infiltration flux multiplier distribution
was defined with a mean of 2.5, and a minimum and maximum of 1.0 and 5.0. A single value
from this distribution was selected for each realization and multiplied by the unsaturated-zone
flux to obtain the increase in flux due to climatic changes. It was considered that the
unsaturated-zone flux would not drop below current conditions, as defined in this analysis. The
transition from present day conditions to a glacial climate was considered to occur gradually
(linearly) over a 100,000-year period. Over the next 100,000 years, the conditions would linearly
transition back to present day conditions. This cycle was repeated throughout the entire
l,O00,000-year simulation time.

At the start of each realization, a single unsaturated-zone flux and flux multiplier value is
selected from the respective distributions. As the climate transitions over the first 100,000 years
to glacial conditions, the unsaturated-zone flux is linearly increased from the unmodified value
to the modified value calculated using the multiplier. During the next 100,000 years, the
unsaturated-zone flux value is linearly decreased from the higher modified flux value back to the
unmodified flux. Figure 3-3 demonstrates this transitioning for a selected unsaturated-zone flux
of 5.0 x 104 m/yr (0.5 mm/yr), a flux multiplier of 5.0, and a simulation time of 106 years.
Since the transition time occurs over a 100,000-year time frame, the releases to the accessible
environment generated at 10,000 and 100,000 years should not show the effects of climate
change.

Table 3-6 presents a correlation of the TSPA 1991 stratigraphy designations and the stratigraphy
used in this report. The bulk porosity data for the unsaturatedzone were taken directly from the
TSPA 1991 analysis (Barnard et al., 1992). Included in Table 3-7 is a listing of the bulk
porosity data distributions input into the aqueous transport calculations. For each realization, a
single porosity value was selected per layer and held constant throughout the simulation. The
saturated-zone bulk porosity was held constant at two percent, based on the saturated-zone flow
analysis conducted by Barr (1993).

The liquid saturation (Table 3-8) for each unsaturated zone layer was selected as the averaged,
pre thermal loading ambient steady-state saturation determined from the hydrothermal analysis
(Appendix A). The saturation values were determined for no background infiltration and
therefore are lower than the values expected for the system with a background infiltration higher
than zero. The use of lower than expected saturation values will lead to an increase in the
particle velocity and a corresponding decrease in the particle travel times to the accessible
environment. The saturation for each unsaturated-zone layer was held constant at the steady-state
value for each realization.

Since the aqueous transport is specified to be one-dimensional, only the longitudinal component
of dispersion is considered in the transport calculations. The transport of radionuclides is
considered to be dominated by advection, therefore diffusion is not considered. The longitudinal
dispersivity was arbitrarily specified as 10 percent of the individual unsaturated-zone layer
thicknesses and 10 percent of the saturated-zone length.
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The use of distribution coefficients (i%) is a simplified approach in estimating the amount of
radionuclide partitioning that occurs L,etween the solid (rock) and liquid (water) phases during
transport. Table 3-9 presents a listing of the kddistributions used for each radionuclide for three
different types of tuff: devitrified (D), vitric (V), and zeolitic (Z). These values were obtained
from expert-elicitation workshops (Appendix H). The quantities in parentheses in Table 3-9 are
modifications to the original data required prior to implementation within RIP. These numbers
are very similar to the values used in the TSPA 1991 document (Barnard et al., 1992).

Bulk density data for each stratigraphic unit were determined from the Technical Data Base
(CRWMS M&O, 1993) and Healey et al. (1986). Direct measurements were taken from Well
USW G-4 and the sample depths were correlated to the USGS (1993) stratigraphy. The
measurements were averaged within each stratigraphic unit to obtain the bulk density values
(Table 3-10).

The retardation factors for each radionuclide and each stratigraphic unit were determined based
on the following:

nbj

where l_j is the retardation for radionuclide i for stratigraphic unit j, kdijis the distribution
coefficient for radionuclide i for stratigraphic unit j (ml.Jg), Pbjis the bulk density of stratigraphic
unit j (g/mL), and nbjis the bulk porosity of stratigraphic unit j. Table 3-11 presents expected-
value retardation factors for several key radionuclides for each stratigraphic unit considered. The
expected value is the retardation factor determined using the mean values of the included
parameter distributions. These values are similar to the retardation factors used in TSPA 1991
(Bamard et al., 1992).

3.1.3 Aqueous Flow Regime

For aqueous transport, the release of radionuclides from the repository was assumed to be divided
equally among nine vertical columns (Figure 3-4). These nine, equal-area one=dimensional
columns were used to simulate the transport of nuclides through the unsaturated zone. The
radionuclides that reached the base of these nine unsaturated-zone columns were released to a

single saturated-zone pathway (Figure 3-4). The accessible envirorffnent for aqueous releases was
designated to be located at the end of the single saturated-zone pathway.

The aqueous transport of radionuclides within the unsa).urated and saturated zones was assumed
to be in equilibrium between the fractures and matrix such that an equivalent-continuum medium
(single porosity) could be utilized. The transport algorithm incorporated the one-dimensional,
advection=dispersion equation with the addition of retardation and radioactive decay.

The flow in the nine unsaturated-zone columns was assumed to be one-dimensional with no
cross=flow between columns. In columns 4 and 5 (Table 3-2), the water table is located within
the Bullfrog welded tuff (Bw), The Bullfrog welded tuff was assumed to be equivalent to the
Prow Passweldedtuff(PPw).
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The saturated zone was assumed to be a single, horizontal pathway extending 5000 m from
beneath the repository to the accessible environment. The hydrologic parameters of the saturated
zone were assumed to be _quivalent to the Prow Pass welded tuff. The radionuclide releases
from each of the nine unsaturated-zone columns were discharged into the same location within
the saturated zone, 5000 m upgradient from the accessible environment.

3.2 UNSATURATED-ZONE GASEOUS FLOW AND TRANSPORT

3.2.1 Conceptual Description

The transport of gas from the repository to the ground surface at Yucca Mountain has been
investigated because of fast travel-time estimates of gas transport, relative to aqueous transport,
in the unsaturated zone (Ross, 1993). The analysis presented below only considered the release
of _4Cfrom the repository due to a relatively large inventory in the spent fuel and the fact that
the release of _4Cis governed by the alteration of the waste and not by solubility controls. Also,
a significant portion of the _4Cis located outside of the actual waste form and is immediately
available for release once the inner container has failed.

For gaseous (14C) transport in the unsaturated zone at Yucca Mountain, the results presented by
Ross (1993) formed the foundation for this secuon of the TSPA analysis. Ross (1993) conducted
simulations which determined the travel-time distribution for the movement of _4C to the

atmosphere, part of the accessible environment, as a function of release time from the repository.
Figure 3-5 presents Ross' (1993) repository areal conceptualization for a thermal loading of
141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre), showing the location of the three cross sections used in determining
the stratigraphic pathways for the _4Ctransport (Figure 3-6). These three pathways extended
from below the repository to the ground surface. In every 25-m section where these vertical
sections intersected the repository, _4Cwas released at a random location within the 25-m interval
and the travel time to the surface was determined. This procedure was repeated every
1,000 years, for 18,000 years, in order to capture the repository thermal effects on the flow of
gas within Yucca Mountain.

Figure 3-7 presents a probability density function (PDF) for the travel time of _4Creleased at
1,000 years. This PDF incorporates the effects of retardation, thermal loading and surface
topography on the particle travel times. Figure 3-8 presents the conversion of this PDF to a
cumulative density function (CDF). A CDF similar to Figure 3-8 was generated for each of the
18 travel-time PDFs, representing the t4C travel times from 1,000 to 18,000 years (Appendix I).

A single repository thermal load of 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) was used in the Ross (1993)
t4C travel-time calculations. However, in this TSPA analysis, three thermal-loading scenarios
were considered (70.4, 141 and 282 kW/ha or 28.5, 57, and 114 kW/acre). In each thermal-
loading scenario, the t4C travel-time distributions generated for a thermal loading of 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) were incorporated into the data set. The use of the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) travel-
time distributions for the lower and higher thermal loadings does incorporate some en'or into the
analysis results. For the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) thermal load, the largest travel-time is
approximately 2,000 years, for _4Creleased at 18,000 years. With the increase to a 282 kW/ha
(114 kW/acre) thermal loading, the travel times would be expected to be faster. With a decrease
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toa 70.4kW/ha (28.5kW/acrc)thermalloadingthetraveltimeswouldbeexpectedtobeslower.
However,theexpectedchangeinthetraveltimesisnotconsideredtoincorporatesignificant
eITorsintheoverallshapeofthe_4Creleasecurves.Therefore,the141 kW/ha (57kW/acre)
travel-timecalculationsfor_4Cwere incorporatedintotheotherrepositorythermal-loading
scenarios.

3.2.2 Unsaturated.Zone Gaseous Flow Regime

The _4Cinventory of 1.48 Ci/MTHM was located entirely within the spent fuel waste packages
(Rings 1 through 6). A fraction of the J4Cinventory was located between the inner container and
the actual waste forms, thereby allowing instantaneous release of this fraction upon failure of the
inner container. The quick-release fraction was calculated as a uniform distribution ranging from
1.25 to 5.75 percent of the total inventory. This distribution was specified as a percentage of the
total 14C inventory used in the release calculations and is the same percentage used in the analysis
performed in TSPA 1991 (Barnard et al., 1992).

The unsaturated-zone gaseous transport calculations were performed in the same manner as the
aqueous transport calculations. Within RIP, the one-dimensional, advection-dispersion transport
equation was used. Each of the eighteen travel-time CDF curves were broken down into a series
of five t,r six step functions that described the general shape of the CDF curve (Figure 3-9). The
step function values (travel time vs. cumulative probability) for the CDF in Figure 3-9 are
tabulated and presented in Table 3-12.

Ross (1993) provided a single 14C travel-time for the particles released within the repository at
1,000-year increments, from 1,000 to 18,000 years. In TSPA 1993, if the release of _4Cfrom the
EBS occurred within plus or minus 500 years of one of the 1,000-year release times, the released
_4Ctraveled according to the travel-time distribution for that release time. For example, if a
quantity of _4Cwas released between 1,500 and 2,500 years, it would travel according to the
travel-time distribution for _4Creleased at 2,000 years in Ross' (1993) simulations. Table 3-13
presents the time frames over which each travel-time distribution was applied. Sometimes the
travel-time distributions fer more than one release period were very similar. This is the case for
release times of 1,000 and 4,000 years and for 2,000 and 3,000 years. If two curves were very
similar, they were combined into a single curve and applied over the time frames associated with
both curves.

As stated above, the travel-time distributions incorporated the variability in the distance between
the repository and the ground surface based on the topography of Yucca Mountain. In this
analysis, the use of the generated travel-time distributions allows for this variable distance to be
removed from the calculations. If these step-function travel times are inverted to obtain one over
the travel time, a unit average linear velocity can be calculated that specifies the magnitude of
the gaseous flow (length per time) through a 1.0-m or unit thickness layer. The calculation of
the velocity was generated assuming a bulk porosity of 1.0. This was necessary since RIP
transport calculations require a pathway travel velocity, formation bulk porosity, and length.
Table 3-12 presents the calculated average linear velocities for t4C that corresponds to the travel-
time PDF presented in Figure 3-9.
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The unsaturated-zone gaseous transport within RIP was performed by discharging the _4Creleased
from the EBS into one of a number of pathways. The pathway at which the 14C was discharged
into was a function of the time since the simulation started (Table 3-13). Each pathway
contained a different average linear velocity distribution, so as the _4Cwas discharged into the
pathway, the velocity was dependent on the value selected from the distribution. As the
simulation time increased, the discharged _4Cwas shifted between pathways. Once an amount
of _4C was discharged into a pathway and assigned an average linear velocity, it maintained a
constant velocity until released into the accessible environment. Figure 3-10 presents a schematic
of the _4Cpathway and average linear velocity designations for a release time frame of 5,500 to
6,500 years.

3.3 RESULTS

3.3.1 Results of Releases to the Accessible Environment at 10,000 Years

The transportofradionuclidesin boththegaseousandaqueousphaseshavebeencombinedinto
a singledataset.The gaseousand aqueoustransportoccursindifferentpathwayswithinRIP
model. Thissectionpresentsthereleasestotheaccessibleenvironmentasanextensionofthe
releasesfromtheEBS presentedinChapter2. The releasesfromtheEBS werepresentedfor
17:lifferentwastepackage/EBSconfigurationscenarios.However,theTSPA analysesforonly
6 ofthesecaseswereextendedintothegeosphere(Table3-14).The radionuclidcreleasestothe
accessibleenvironmentarecalculatedforsimulationtimesof 10,000yearsand I00,000years.
ForeachEBS scenarioandsimulationtimeinvestigated,bothexpected-valuetime-historyplots
of mass releaseratevs.time,and CCDF plotsof the totalnormalizedmass releasefor
100realizationshave been generated.To demonstratethevariationin thereleaseto the
accessibleenvironmentbasedon varyingthewastepackage/EBSconfiguration,onlythereleases
for_4C,99Tc,237Np,and thetotalsummationofallnuclideswillbe presentedintheresults
analysis.Theseradionuclideswereselectedasexamplesofgaseous(14C),alteration-limited
(99Tc),andsolubility-limited(237Np)radionuclides.Thesethreearedeterminedtobethemajor
releaseand dosecontributorsfrom theanalysesperformed,butthereleasestotheaccessible
environmentfromall39 radionuclidesinthewastepackagearcincludedinthe"total"curves.

A shorthandwillbe usedto describethewastepackage/EBSconfigurations/scenarios.In
parentheseswillbc shown thethermalloadinginkW/acre,theoutercontainerbarrierthickness
incentimeters,theinnercontainerbarrierthicknessincentimeters,andthecorrosionmodeland

initiatingmode (S= Stahl,L = Lamont,1 = saturation,2 = temperature).The referencecase
(57/I0/0.95/SI)willbe usedasthesimulationwithwhich allotherrunswillbe compared.
Figure3-I1presentsanexpected-valueplotforthereleasestotheaccessibleenvironmentduring
thefirstI0,000yearsafterclosure.The expected-valuecurvesarctheresultsgeneratedfroma
singlerealizationusingthemean orexpectedvalueofallstochasticinputparameters.Inthefirst
I0,000years,thereleasetotheaccessibleenvironmentisdominatedby thegaseousreleaseof
m4C,withonlya minor contributionfrom thereleaseof99Tcfromtheaqueousdomain. By
integratingthe areaunderneaththecurve,the cumulativemass releasedto the accessible
environmentcan be calculated.Thisintegrationisperformedforeachradionuclideand then
normalizedtotheTableI EPA limitsforreleasestotheaccessibleenvironmentat10,000years.
Table3-14presentsthenormalizedcumulativereleasesforthetotalreleaseand thereleaseof
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14C,99Tc, and 237Npat 10,000 years for the reference case (57/10/0.95/S1). The total normalized
cumulative release to the accessible environment was 2.37 with virtually all of this attributable
to the gaseous release of _4C. The aqueous release of 99'I'cis insignificant with a normalized
release of less than 10.6 and no measurable release of 23_Npoccurs over 10,000 years.

Using the same data set as the expected-value case, a simulation comprised of 100 realizations
is generated which incorporates the stochastic nature of the input parameters. Figure 3-12 shows
the CCDF of the cumulative normalized release of _4C, 99Tc, and the total to the accessible

environment. As in the expected-value simulation, the total release to the accessible environment
is dominated by t4C with only a slight increase in the maximum release in 99Tc. Several
realizations have releases of 237Npto the accessible environment, but these are significantly lower
than a cumulative normalized release of 10"6. The magnitude of the early-time gaseous releases
in this analysis is primarily a function of the frequency of the waste package failures. If the
waste packages fail at early times, the transport velocities will be higher and the amount of t4C
decay that has occurred is smaller. Therefore, if a large number of waste packages fail at or
during an early-time period, a large portion of the _4Cquick-release fraction will be released
early, creating an initial early-time spike (Figure 3-11).

The effects of repository thermal loading on the releases to the accessible environment are
determined by increasing (282 kW/ha or 114 kW/acre) and decreasing (70.4 kW/ha or
28.5 kW/acre) the thermal load. Figure 3-13 combines the expected-value curves for the total
release and the release of _4C to the accessible environment for 57/10/0.95/S1, 28.5/10/0.95/S1,
and 11411010.951S1. This figure shows that as the repository thermal loading is varied, with all
other factors being the same, the release to the accessible environment is predominantly
comprised of _4C. For the higher and lower thermal load, there is no 99Tc or 237Npreleased to
the accessible environment. The total normalized cumulative release for the expected-value cases
(Table 3-14) show that the thermal loading of 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) yields the highest total
release at 10,000 years, with 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) and 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) releasing
approximately 55 and 74 percent less, respectively.

Figure 3-14 presents three CCDF curves for the _4Cand total normalized cumulative release to
the accessible environment for the 5711010.951S1, 28.511010.95/S 1, and 11411010.951S1 scenarios,
using 100 realizations. As in the expected-value case, the release of _4C dominates the total
release to the accessible environment for all three thermal-loading scenarios. The releases from
the thermal loads of 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) and the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) are above the
EPA limits, as shown in the cross-hatched area in Figure 3-14. The thermal load of 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) has a greater probability of releasing a larger amount of mass than either the
70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) or the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) loading. Since more waste
packages fail sooner in the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) scenario, more _4Cis available for transport
at the higher linear-particle velocities used in the gaseous transport.

The effects of varying the waste package inner or outer container thickness on the releases to the
accessible environment have been investigated. Wh21emaintaining a thermal load of 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre), three waste package container-thickness variations are generated. The outer
thickness is increased from 10 cm (5711010,951S1), to 20 cm (5712010.951S1), and then to 45 cm
(5714510.95/S 1). The inner thickness is also increased from 0.95 cm to 3.5 cm, while maintaining

3-9



the outer thickness at 10 cm (57/10/3.5/L1). This last simulation also investigated the use of the
Lamont waste package failure distributions.

Figure 3-15 presents the expected-value plots for the total and _4Crelease rates to the accessible
environment for the four simulations. The curve for 5714510.951S1 is not presented since no
waste package failures occur within the first 10,000 years. Figure 3-15 and Table 3-14 show that
the release of _4Cdominates the total release to the accessible environment for 10,000 years. As
the thickness of either the inner or outer waste package increases, the time to waste package
failure increases, causing a decrease in the release to the accessible environment. The normalized
cumulative release of 99Tc is less than 10_ for all eases and there is no release of 237Npto the
accessible environment within 10,000 years. The total normalized cumulative release of _4Cto
the accessible environment decreased by approximately 60 percent for the 20-cm outer thickness
and 45 percent for the 3.5-cm inner thickness.

Figure 3-16 presents the results of 100 realizations for the four different waste package thickness
scenarios. The plot shows the CCDFs of the _4Cand total normalized cumulative releases to the
accessible environment for 5711010.951S1, 5712010.951S1, and 57/10/3.5/L1. The CCDFs show
that the release to the accessible environment is also controlled by _4Cand that the thicker inner
or outer waste package barriers yield lower releases over 10,000 years. The scenario with a
45-cm outer waste package thickness (57/10/3.5/L1) still had no releases to the accessible
environment within 10,000 years.

The release of radionuclides to the accessible environment within the first 10,000 years after
waste emplacement is dominated by _4C. Varying the thermal load and waste package container
thickness did have an effect on the total amount and rate of _4Creleased. When the repository
thermal loading was increased and decreased, the large spike of _4Creleased at early times was
not present due to an increase in the time of container failure initiation. This resulted in the
141 kW/ha (or 57 kW/acre) thermal load yielding the highest total releases to the accessible
environment. As the waste package container thicknesses were increased from the reference case
values, the total normalized cumulative releases to the accessible environment decreased. This

is especially true of the 45-cm outer thickness container in which no waste package failures
occurred within 10,000 years.

3.3.2 Results of Releases to the Accessible Environment at 100,000 Years

The same comparisons between different thermal loading and waste package thickness scenarios
have been carried out for a total simulation time of 100,000 years. The reference case
(5711010.95/S1) simulation was continued from 10,000 years to 100,000 years, and will again be
used as the reference case. Figure 3-17 presents the expected-value plots tor the total, _4C,and
99Tc release to the accessible environment. At early times (<20,000 years), the release is
dominated by _4C,as discussed above, but at late times (>20,000 years) the release is dominated
by 99Tc. The release of 237Npto the accessible environment is measurable, but insignificant
within 100,000 years. Table 3-14 shows that the total normalized cumulative release for the
expected-value simulation is approximately 70 percent _4C and 20 percent 99Tc. The mass
releases calculated at 100,000 years and normalized in Table 3-14 were normalized to the EPA
limit designed for the releases to the accessible environment at 10,000 years. Since there is no
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standard for normalizing releases at times other than 10,000 years, the IO,OOO-yearEPA limit was
maintained in the analysis.

The effects of the three thermal-loading scenarios, 57/10/0.95/S1, 28.5/10/0.95/S1, and
114/10/0.95/S1, on the releases to the accessible environment at 100,000 years have been
investigated. Figure 3-18 presents the expected-value plots for the total releases to the accessible
environment for the three thermal loads. The lower and higher thermal loads also show a
bimodal release curve with _4Cdominating at early times and 99Tcdominating at late times. As
in the 10,000 year simulations, the normalized cumulative release of _4C to the accessible
environment was highest for the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) thermal load (Table 3-14). For the
release of 99Tc,the 282 kW/ha (i 14 kW/acre) thermal load yielded the highest releases. The total
normalized cumulative release for the expected-value cases show that the thermal loading of
141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) yields the highest total release at I00,000 years, with 282 kW/ha
(114 kW/acre) and 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) releasing approximately 33 and 62 percent less,
respectively.

The radionuclide releases to the accessible environment as a function of waste package inner or
outer container thickness also have been investigated for the 100,000-year time frame. The
analysis is exactly as for the 10,000 year simulation with the same four container thickness
scenarios considered (57/10/0.95/S1, 57/20/0.95/S1, 5714510.951S1, and 57/10/3.5/L1).
Figure 3-19 presents the total expected-value plots for the release to the accessible environment
based on the four waste package designs. The 20-cm outer container thickness simulation
(5712010.951S1) results are similar to the reference case except for a slight delay in arrival at the
accessible environment and 45 percent less _4Creleased during the time period up to 20,000 years
(Table 3-14). The 3.5-cm inner container thickness simulation (57/10/3.5/L1) is also similar to
the reference case but with approximately 40 percent less z4Cand 20 percent less 99Tc released.
The increase in the outer container thickness to 45 cm (5714510.951S1) had a significant impact
on the total releases to the accessible environment. Due to the longer waste package container
lifetimes, the release of _4C,with a half-life of 5,700 years, was almost eliminated. The initial
release of a significantly measurable amount to the accessible environment occurred at greater
than 70,000 years (Figure 3-19), with 99Tc contributing the majority of the total release
(Table 3-14).

The relative effects of repository thermal loading and waste package container thickness on the
releases to the accessible environment at _00,000 years are similar to the 10,000-year simulations.
The reference case thermal loading scenario (5711010.951S1) yielded total normalized cumulative
releases to the accessible environment that are greater than the 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) and
282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) thermal load cases. The waste package configuration with the thinnest
outer and inner containers (5711010.951S1) yielded the highest releases due to the higher waste
package failure rates at early times. As the inner or outer container thicknesses are increased,
the overall release to the accessible environment decreased and its arrival to the accessible

environment is delayed, especially for the 45-cm outer container thickness.

Using simulations of 100 realizations, a set of CCDF curves representing the effects of varying
the repository thermal load and the waste package container thickness at 100,000 years on the
releases to the accessible environment have been generated. These simulations were conducted
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with the _4C inventory removed. This will allow for the total releases at the accessible
environment to be based solely on aqueous releases.

A simulation of 100 realizations was conducted using the reference case data set (57/10/0.95/S 1)
for a simulation time of 100,000 years. Figure 3-20 presents the generated CCDF for the total
aqueous releases and the release of 99Tc and 237Npto the accessible environment. The curve
representing total release to the accessible environment crosses over the cross-hatched EPA limits,
however, the releases are normalized to a 10,000-year standard and not a 100,000-year standard.
The total normalized cumulative aqueous releases to the accessible environment for the
100,000-year simulation are greater than the aqueous releases (based on 99Tc)for the 10,000-year
simulation by several orders of magnitude. It should be noted that the normalized cumulative
releases to the accessible environment for _4Cat 10,000 years, yielded higher releases than the
total aqueous releases at 100,000 years for over 90 percent of the realizations (compare
Figures 3-11 and 3-20). If the normalized cumulative releases for _4Cat 100,000 years were
simulated and included, the total curve in Figure 3-20 would be shifted further to the right to
incorporate the higher total releases.

The effects of varying the repository thermal load have been investigated by generating
simulations of 100 realizations each, for the three thermal load scenarios (57/10/0.95/S1,
28.5/10/0.95/S1, and 114/10/0.95/S1). Figure 3-21 presents a CCDF of the total normalized
cumulative release to the accessible environment for all three thermal loads. These curves show

that at a time frame of 100,000 years after waste emplacement, the cumulative release to the
accessible environment is almost insensitive to the repository thermal loading.

The effects of varying the waste package inner and outer container thicknesses have been
investigated by generating simulations of 100 realizations each, for the four different container
thickness scenarios (57/10/0.95/S 1, 57/20/0.95/S 1, 57/45/0.95/S 1, and 57/10/3.5/L 1). Figure 3-22
presents 8.CCDF of the total normalized cumulative release to the accessible environment for all
four scenarios. This plot shows that the release to the accessible environment at 100,000 years
is not reduced by increasing the outer container thickness to 20 cm. However, decreases of one
to two orders of magnitude are obtained by increasing the outer container thickness to 45 cm.
Using the Lamont corrosion rates and an inner container thickness of 3.5 cm, the releases at
100,000 years are very similar to the reference case using the Stahl failure initial criteria and an
inner container thickness of 0.95 cm (Figure 3-22).

In taking the TSPA analysis of the radionuclide releases to the accessible environment out to
100,000 years, it has been shown that the releases are rather invariant for the thermal loads and
container configurations investigated (except for 57/45/0.95/S1). The exception shows that by
increasing the outer container thickness to 45 cm, the releases to the accessible environment can
be significantly reduced, in terms of both magnitude and arrival times.

3.3.3 Scatter Plots of Releases

Scatter plots showing the correlation of individual parameter values to normalized cumulative
aqueous releases at the accessible environment have been generated for selected parameters. The
scatter plots are presented for simulation times of 10,000 and 100,000 years. An equivalent set
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of scatter plots have been generated for each repository thermal load and waste package container
thickness scenario investigated. However, only the scatter plots from the reference case
(57/10/0.95/S1) will be presented due to the similarity in the results. That is, the selected
parameters have the same effect on the transport of the radionuclides to the accessible
environment, with the different waste package/EBS configuration/scenarios only contributing to
shifting the times of arrival and the magnitude of the releases.

The scatter plots generated for the aqueous releases at 10,000 years are presented for 99Tc, since
the total release is dominated by the gaseous release of _4C. The scatter plots generated for the
aqueous releases at 100,000 years are presented for the summation of all radionuclides
transported in the aqueous phase. Figures 3-23 through 3-25 present scatter plots of the
unsaturated-zone flux, saturated-zone flux, and pH vs. the normalized cumulative release of _Tc
to the accessible environment at 10,000 years. These plots show that no releases of 99Tc were
obtained until the unsaturated-zone flux was greater than approximately 4.0 x 10" m/yr
(0.4 mm/yr). Once unsaturated-zone flux was above this value, the releases were dependent on
the unsaturated-zone flux, and not significantly dependent on either the pH of the ground water
or the saturated-zone flux. The strong dependency on unsaturated-zone flux is due to the location
of the _I'c dispersive front within the saturated zone. At a flux of approximately 4.0 x 10"4m/yr,
the initial edge of the _Tc plume has arrived at the accessible environment. As the flux is
increased over approximately one order of magnitude, the release to the accessible environment
increases due to a greater portion of the dispersive front being released to the accessible
environment. The concentration gradient within the dispersive front is nonlinear, so as the
portion of the dispersive front that releases to the accessible environment is increased by
increasing the unsaturated-zone flux, the cumulative 99Tcreleases do not increase linearly. This
is seen by an approximately 11 orders of magnitude increase in the release, due to an increase
in the unsaturated-zone flux by one order of magnitude. This behavior is also seen in the release
to the accessible environment for the 100,000-year simulations presented below. The lack of
dependence on the saturated-zone flux is primarily due to the longer retention times in the
unsaturated zone as c,')mpared to the saturated zone.

Figures 3-26 through 3-28 present scatter plots of the unsaturated-zone flux, saturated-zone flux,
and pH vs. the total normalized cumulative aqueous releases to the accessible environment at
100,000 years. As in the 10,000-year simulations, the magnitude of the release is primarily
dependent on the unsaturated-zone flux. As with the 10,000-year releases to the accessible
environment, the increase in the unsaturated-zone flux by over one order of magnitude results
in more than one order of magnitude increase in release. At a flux of approximately
2.0 x 104 m/yr, the breakthrough has reached a level such that the entire dispersive front of the
99Tc has been released to the accessible environment, and the increase in the releases as a

function of unsaturated-zone flux levels off on the log-log plot. This leveling off is due to the
majority of the 99Tc mass being released to the accessible environment, as seen in Figure 3-17
for the expected-value case.

3.3.4 Radiation Dose Exposures from Aqueous Pathways

In addition to determining the mass or activity releases at the accessible environment, the aqueous
dose exposures have also been determined. The dose exposure was calculated over a
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1,000,000-year time frame in order to capture the peak doses for certain radionuclides. The dose
analyses have been conducted using the same data sets and EBS scenarios as presented above,
and a simulation time of l0 s years. The m4Cinventory was removed from the waste packages to
obtain only the exposures due to aqueous transport.

The dose calculations within RIP are conducted using the following:

Di = _ DCF i

where Di is the dose for radionuclide i (rem/yr), Mi is the mass rate of release for radionuclide
i (grn/yr), Qmis the mixing volumetric flow rate (m3/yr), and DCFi is the dose conversion factor
for radionuelide i (rem-m3/gm-yr). The dose conversion factors for each radionuclide were
compiled from several sources (Eslinger et al., 1993; NAS, 1984) and are presented in
Table 3-15. The mixing volumetric flow rate was assumed to be

Qm = AcU

where Ac is the cross-sectional area of the saturated-zone (me) and u is the saturated-zone flux
(m/yr). The cross-sectional area was held constant equal to the footprint of the repository at
2.0 x 105m2 with an arbitrarily assumed mixing depth of 50 m (Wilson et al., 1994, in press).

The dose exposure generated over l& years is the maximally exposed individual whole body
dose for a person that obtains all of his/her drinking water and crop irrigation water from the
contarninated saturated zone. This assumption Jo conservative because a person would be
expected to obtain food and drink from other sources as well. Therefore, the peak doses
presented below should be considered to be the maximum likely doses.

The effects of varying the repository thermal load and the waste package container thickness on
the dose exposures have been investigated for a time frame of 106 years. The results will be
presented in two different formats. The first is an expected-value plot of dose (rem/yr) vs.
time (yr), where the expected-value run is a single realization generated using the mean or
expected values of all the stochastic parameters. The second format is a CCDF of the probability
of exceeding the peak dose (rem/yr) for a simulation consisting of 100 realizations with the
stochastic nature of the specified parameters incorporated. The peak dose is defined as the single
point maximum dose exposure (rem/yr) over the entire simulation.

Figure 3-29 presents the expected-value plots for the reference-case repository thermal load of
141 kW/ha or 57 kW/acre (57110/0.951S1). This plot shows a bimodal character with 99Tc
contributing the peak dose at times less than 300,000 years and 237Npcontributing the peak dose
from 300,000 to 106 years. The 99Tc peak dose of approximately 1.2 rem/yr occurred around
70,000 years, with the 237Nppeak dose, within 106 years, of approximately 40 rem/yr around
800,000 years. Other radionuclides of interest in the results presented below are _29Iand 2_°pb.
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The early arriving ngl is another alteration-limited, non-retarded radionuclide, while 21°pb is a
solubility-limited radionuclide with a large retardation factor.

Figures 3-30 and 3-31 present the expected-value plots for the 70.4 kW/ha or 28.5 kW/acre
(28.5/10/0.95/S 1) and the 282 kW/ha or 114 kW/acre (11411010.95 S1) thermal-loading scenarios,
respectively. For 28.511010.95 S1 (Figure 3-30), the dose exposures for the alteration-limited
radionuclides ('_Tc and ngI) peaked at slightly lower values and larger times but were releasing
higher doses than the reference case (5711010.95 S1) from 200,000 to 900,000 years. The dose
exposures of 237Npfor the 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) case were the same as in the 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) reference case. Figure 3-31 shows that for a thermal loading of 282 kW/ha
(114 kW/acre) (114/10/0.95/S 1), the alteration-limited rates are slightly higher than the reference
case at early times, and the 237Nprates are the same as the reference case. Figure 3-31 also
shows that the 2_°pbdoses (along with other highly retarded solubility-limited radionuclides)
arrived approximately 100,000 years earlier with an increase in peak dose of about one order of
magnitude.

Figure 3-32 presents a CCDF generated from 100 realizations for each of the three thermal-
loading scenarios. The CCDF curves show the probability of exceeding a certain peak dose. The
three CCDFs for peak dose over 106 years are very similar with the only differences of
significance being the very low probability realizations. Here, the magnitude of the 282 kW/ha
(114 kW/acre) case exposures are slightly higher than those for the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) and
the 70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) cases.

The peak dose exposures over 106 years are very insensitive to an increase or decrease in the
repository thermal load. There is some variation in the peak dose for certain radionuclides,
however, the variance is not that significant when compared to the overall magnitude of the close
exposures. The main dose contributors of _Tc at early times (<200,000 years) and 237Npat later
time (>200,000 years) are consistent for each of the three scenarios, with little change in the
expected-value peak dose within 106 years.

The effects of varying the waste package container thickness on the dose exposures have also
been investigated for the 106-year time frame. The waste package outer and inner container
thicknesses were varied as in the 10,000- ant" 1.00,000-year simulations presented above.
Figures 3-33 through 3-35 present the expectv:-; aiue plots for the 57/20/0.95/S1, 57/45/0.95/S1
and 57/10/3.5/L1 scenarios, respectively. The ,,.crease in the outer container thickness to 20 cm
has no significant effect on reducing the peak dose, as compared to the reference case
(57/10/0.95/S 1), over the 106-year simulation. However, increasing the outer container thickness
to 45 cm does have a significant impact on the early time dose. The peak dose for 99Tc is
delayed by approximately 50,000 years with the magnitude of the peak dose lowered by sixty
percent. The effect on the late-arriving solubility-limited radionuclides (such as 237Np)is only
to delay the build up to the peak dose by the same 50,000 years, but the peak dose is of the same
magnitude and arrival time. The approximately 50,000-year delay is due to the increase in the
waste package failure times of the larger outer container. Figure 3-35 shows only a slight
decrease in the _l'c peak dose for the simulation using the 3.5-cm inner container and the
Lamont waste package failure model.
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Figure3-36 presentsthe CCDFs for each of the fourdifferent waste packagecontainerthickness
scenarios,eachfora simulationof I00realizations.Onlyinthecaseofthe45-cmouter
containeristherea significantdifferenceintheCCDFs. The57/45/0.95/SIsimulationshows
lowerpeak-doseexposuresforonly30percentofthesimulations.Thispeakdosecorresponds
tothepeak237Npdoseexposure,whichwasshownnottovarysignificantlyinmagnitudefor
timesgreaterthan600,000years.The lowerpeakdosesfor30 percentoftherealizations
representtherealizationswhen thedelayin thewastepackagefailuretimescreateda
correspondingdelayinthearrivalofthe237Nppeak-doseexposurebeyondtheI06simulation
time.

3.3.5 Scatter Plots of Dose

Scatter plots showing the correlatiunof individualparameter values to the peak-dose exposure
over 106years have been generated. An equivalentset of scatterplots have been generatedfor
each repository thermal load and waste package container thickness scenario investigated.
However, only the scatterplots from the referencecase (57/10/0.95/S1) will be presenteddue to
the similarity of the results for all the waste p_kage configurations and EBS scenarios.
Figures 3-37 through3-39 present scatter plots of the saturated-zoneflux, the unsaturated-zone
flux, and the pH of the ground water. Figure 3-37 shows that the peak-dose exposure over
10e years is more dependent on the unsaturated-zoneflux than the saturated-zone flux, as
increasing the unsaturatedzone flux decreases the water traveltime and therefore increases the
peak concentrationsand dose. Figure 3-38 shows that the peak dose exposure over 106years is
slightly dependent on the saturated-zoneflux, as increasingthe saturatedflux linearly decreases
the concentrationand the correspondingdose. Figure3-39 shows that over 106years, the value
of the pH has no effect on the peak dose value. It was expected that the saturated-zoneflux
would be the more dominant controlling factor on the peak dose, since as the magnitude of the
flux increases, and thus the mixing volume, the peak-dose exposure would decrease. However,
it was shown that this was not the case. Since the majorityof the radionuclidetravel time is
attributedto flow throughthe unsaturatedzone, the unsaturated-zoneflux was the dominant dose
controlling factor.

The effect of the climate changemultiplieron the releases to the accessible environmentwas not
observed on the expected-value plots or from the scatter plot results. Due to limitations of the
RIP model, a scatter plot of the modified flux could not be presented. This lack of an effect on
the releases is due to the magnitude of the change in unsaturated-zoneflux. The flux multiplier
only variedbetween one and five, resulting in less than one-half orderof magnitude increase in
the unsaturated-zoneflux. This variance is small in comparisonto the three ordersof magnitude
over which the unmodifiedunsaturated-zoneflux distributionextended. Therefore, the change
in the unsaturated-zoneflux due to the flux multiplier is too small, in comparison to the overall
magnitude of the flux, to demonstrate a controlling effect on the releases to the accessible
environment over 106years.
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Table 3-1. Simulation Identifiers Based on Waste Package/Engineered Barrier System Configurations

Waste Package/Engineered Thermal Waste Package Waste Package Waste Package Saturation (1) or
Barrier System Scenario Load Outer Thickness Inner Thickness Failure Mode Temperature (2)

OtW/acre) (cm) (cm)

57110/0.95!S 1 57 10 0.95 Stahl Saturation

57/20/0.95/S 1 57 10 0.95 Stahl Saturation

57/45/0.95/S 1 57 10 0.95 Stahl Saturation

57/10/3.5/L1 57 10 3.5 Lamont Saturation

!

-..I 28.5/10/0.95/S 1 28.5 10 [ 0.95 Stahl I Saturation

114/10/0.95/S 1 114 10 ! 0.95 Stahl Saturation



Table 3-2. Stratigraphic Thicknesses of the Nine Unsaturated-Zone
Columns Used in the Aqueous Transport Simulations

Layer Layer Column Column Column Column Column Column Column Column Column
Number #I #2 #3 #4 #5 #6 #7 #8 #9

1 TSw2 131 143 109 75 45 68 100 89 78

2 TSw3 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

3 CHnlv 34 32 35 40 38 32 30 31 33

4 CHnlz 69 77 74 62 62 75 78 69 60

5 PPw 28 25 73 130 130 119 71 74 77
!

_o 6 Bw 0 0 0 3 36 0 0 0 0



Table 3-3. Stratigraphic Column Correlations between the Thermomechanical (Ortiz
et al., 1985) and the USGS (1993) Stratigraphies as used in TSPA 1993

_. , ILJII _ _J.J___LLz _ _ : ii I i , rl I II i i ...........,.. u![,! liT ILl il;iitti, ........ _ : ;: 7:7 Z ilil :: , [i

ORTIZ et al., 1985 USGS, 1993
_;,., ......... ::z L: i/ll,, :.-:T:?:y iii, illllllli, i i ii J .___ .... ilJll, i ;; j i, -.-'_ _'_"_" '" • i'l_'_ i'; i, rl

Tmn

TSw2 TI

Tin
_ _. ,,,,,., ,,, ,,.,,

TSw3
Tv

CHnlv ................

Tht
CHnlz

. ,,,, ,,,

PPw Tcp
,. -- ,,,.

IBw Tcb
"" _ ",,, ,, ,, ,,,.. T , ,, ,,',,,,, , '"; ' ,

lnot present in Ortiz et al., (1985)
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Table 3-4. Reference Points for the Calculation of the Water-Table Elevation

Northernly Easternly Coordinates
Well Elevation Coordinates (It)

(m) (It)

USW H-5 775.11 766,600 559,000

UE-25a#1 730.93 764,800 566,300

USW WT-7 775.60 756,600 555,700

Table 3-5. TSPA 1993 Unsaturated- and Saturated-Zone Aqueous Flux Distributions (m/yr)
!

to
Q

Distribution Mean Standard

Zone Type Value Deviation Minimum Maximum

Unsaturated beta 5.00E434 4.80E434 0.00E+00 1.25E-02

Saturated log-normal 2.00E+00 3.16E-tO0



Table 3-6. Correlation of TSPA _993 and TSPA 1991 (Barnard et al., 1992)
Stratigraphic Designations

TSPA 1991 (Barnard et al., 1992) TSPA 1993

Welded TSw2

Vitrophyre TSw3

Vitric CHnlv

Zeolitic CHnlz

Partially Welded PPw

Partially Welded Bw

Table 3-7. TSPA 1993 Eeta Bulk Porosity Distributions (Barnard et al., 1992)

Layer E[x] CV[x] S.D. _ Min Max

TSw2 0.11 0.2 0.022 0.044 0,197

TSw3 0.09 0.2 0.018 0.037 0.161

CHnlv 0.21 0.2 0.042 0.000 1.000

CHn lz 0.41 0.2 0.082 0.000 1.000

PPw 0.24 0.2 0.048 0.000 1.000

Bw 2 0.24 0.2 0.048 0.000 1.000

Standard deviation = E[x] x CV[x]
2 Bw is assumed to be the same as PPw in TSPA 1993
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Table 3-8. TSPA 1993 Ambient Unsaturated-Zone Liquid
Saturations (Appendix A)

Layer Liquid Saturation

TSw2 0.681

TSw3 0.763

CHnlv 0.080

CHnlz 0.922

PPw 0.988

Bw I 0.988

I Bw is assumed to be the same as PPw in TSPA 1993
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Table 3-9. TSPA 1993 Distribution Coefficient Distributions (n_g) (Appendix H) (Page 1 of 3)

ELEMENT ROCK DIST E[x] CV[v] MIN MAX COMMENTS
TYPE (S.D-)1

Am D 2 uniform 100 2000 Same for Ac, Cm, bib, Sm, and Zr

V3 beta -380 0.2 100 1000
(-76)

Z4 uniform 100 1000

Cs D uniform 100 200

V uniform 100 200

Z uniform 500 3000

Ni D normal (250) (65) 0 500 The min and max are 30 apart
The mean (p) is 250 for all 3
distributions

V normal (250) (65) 0 500
These were obtained in a memo dated

Z normal (250) (65) 0 500 June 4, 1993, from M.D. Siegel, SNL,
6115, to Jack Gauthier.

Np D exponential 2 1 0 50
(gamma) (2)

V exponential 0.5 (0.5) 0 12.5
(beta)



Table 3-9. TSPA 1993 Distribution Coefficient Distributions (mL/g) (Appendix H) (Page 2 of 3)

ELEMENT ROCK DIST E[x] CV[v] MIN MAX COMMENTS
TYPE (S.D.) 1

Np Z exponential 4 (4) 0 100
(Continued) (beta)

Pa D exponential 2 Extremely limited data
(beta) (2)

V exponential 0.5 (0.5)
(beta)

Z exponential 4 (4)
(beta)

t.,o

Pb D uniform 100 500 Limited data

V uniform 100 500

Z uniform 100 500

Pu D beta 100 0.25 50 200
(25)

V beta 100 0.25 50 200
(25)

Z beta 40 0.15 30 70

(6)



Table 3-9. TSPA 1993 Distribution Coefficient Distributions (mIdg) (Appendix H) (Page 3 of 3)

ELEMENT ROCK DIST E[x] VCVtv] MIN /MAX COMMENTS

I/l _'S'D')I 1 _
TYPE

Ra D uniform 100 500

V uniform 100 500

Z uniform 1000 5000

Sn D uniform 20 200

V uniform 20 200

Z uniform 100 300

t_

tb U D uniform 0 5 Same for Se to be conservative

V uniform 0 4

Z uniform 5 20

Cl, I, Tc All 0

i S.D. = E[x] x CV[v]
2 D = Devitrified tuff
3 V = Vitric tuff
4 Z = Zeolitic tuff



Table 3-10. TSPA 1993 Beta Bulk Density Distributions (g/mL)

Mean Standard

Layer Value Deviation Minimum Maximum

TSw2 2.24 0.092 2.0 2.4

TSw3 2.15 0.191 1.7 2.5

CHnlv 1.68 0.220 1.3 2.1

CHnlz 1.68 0.220 1.3 2.1

PPw 2.00 0.181 1.7 2.4

Bw 2.00 0.181 1.7 2.4

ta_



Table 3-11. Expected-Value Retardation Factors for Selected Radionuclides

m

Layer U Np Cs Pu Pb

TSw2 52 42 3055 2037 6110

TSw3 49 13 3584 2389 7168

CHnlv 17 5 1201 801 2401

CHnlz 42 17 7172 165 1230

PPw 22 18 125 834 2501

Bw 22 18 1251 834 2501

t_ SZ-PPw 26 21 1501 1001 3000



Table 3-12. Step-function Travel Times and Unit Average Linear Velocities
for _4Cat 1000 Years (modified from Ross, 1993)

Percentage Travel Unit-Average
Time Linear Velocity
(yrs) (m/yr)

2 225 4.44E-3

28 275 3.64E-3

32 360 2.78E-3

3 460 2.17E-3

23 530 1.89E-3

12 610 1.64E-3
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Table 3-13. Time Frames for _4CTravel-Time Designations

Ross (1993) TSPA 1993 TSPA 1993
Release Time Start Time End Time

(yr) (yr) (yr)

1,000 0 1,500

2,000 1,600 2,500

3,000 2,600 3,500

4,000 3,600 4,500

5,000 4,600 5,500

6,000 5,600 6,500

7,000 6,600 7,500

8,000 7,600 8,500

9,000 8,600 9,500

10,000 9,600 10,500

11,000 10,600 11,500

12,000 11,600 12,500

13,000 12,600 13,500

14,000 13,600 14,500

15,000 14,600 15,500

16,000 15,600 16,500

17,000 16,600 17,500

18,000 17,600 --
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Table 3-14. Normalized Cumulative Release to the Accessible Environment for the

Expected-value Simulations at 10,000 and 100,000 Years

Waste Package/ Total 14C _l'c _Np
Engineered Barrier

System Scenario 10,000 yrs 100,000 10,000 yrs 100,000 10,000 yrs 100,000 yrs 10,000 100,000
yrs yrs yrs yrs

S1 _ 2.37 4.19 2.37 2.91 <IE-6 0.89 0.00 [ <lE-657 / 10 / 0.95 /
I

57 / 20 / 0.95 / S1 0.92 2.73 0.92 1.56 <lE-6 0.84 0.00 { <lE-6

I
0.03 0.00 0.0001 0.00 O.O2 0.00 <lE-6

57 / 45 / 0.95 / S1 0.00 Ii

57 / 10 / 3.5 / LI 1.26 2.73 1.26 I 1.69 <IE-6 0.72 0.00 <lE-6

114 / 10 / 0/95 / S1 1.09 3.36 1.09 1.95 0.00 0.98 0.00 <lE-6

28.5 / 10 / 0.95 / SI 0.61 2.12 ] 0.61 1.11 [ 0.00 0.70 0.00 <lE-6

Design Case #1 (Reference Case) Simulation: 57 = 57 kW/acre; 10 = lO-cm outer container thickness;
0.95 = 0.95-cm inner container thickness; and S 1 = Stahl failure criteria with initiation at saturation >8%.
- All releases are normalized to the 40 CFR 191 Table 1 values



Table 3-15.TSPA 1993Dose Conversion Factors

, , ,, _ .................... ,,,,, ,,,, _ , ,

ISOTOPE DOSE-CONVERSION ISOTOPE DOSE-
FACTOR CONVERSION

(rem-m3/gm.yr) FACTOR
(rem-m3/gm-yr)

227Ac 2.28E9 239pu 1.24E4
,,,, ,,. ,,, , .,,,.,

241Am 2.81 E7 24°pu 4.56EA
, .,. , , ,,

242Arn 3.08FA 241pu 3.96E5

,,,,i ,,,,,,

242roAm 7.67E7 242pu 7.25E2

243Am 1.63E6 226Ra 8.79E6
-- , ,, ,,,, ,,, ,..,

14C 1.72E6 _gse 1.10E5
,,, ,, , .. ,,,. ,, ,

243Cm 2.93E8 n6Sn 6.08E,4
.,, ,, , , ,..,,

244Cm 3.65E8 99Tc 7.72E2
,,, ..........

245Cm 1.44E6 229Th 4.38E5

246Cm 2.57E6 23°Th 6.00E3
.. ,,

13SCs 1.23E3 232Th 1.62E- 1
-. ....

ngI 2.05E2 233U 1.36E3

94Nb 2.42E5 234U 4.56E2
,, ,.,,

237Np 1.31E5 235U 1.48E- 1
.... ,.,.,

231pa 1.12E6 236U 4.48E0
.......

21°pb 2.17E9 238U 3.63E-2
--

23Spu 3.10E6
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Figure 3-1 Stratigraphic Cross-Section Through Yucca Mountain on a Line from the Topopal
Spring South.Portal, West to the Intersection with the Proposed Repository at BC-2 (modified
from USGS, 1993)
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Figure 3-2. Areal Repository Conceptualization Showing Centroidal Locations of the Nine
Unsaturated-ZoneColumns (modified after Ryder (1993))

3-33



_ .. ___'

' HRNUFRCTUREDTO RITH STRNDRRDS _ , _
BY _PPLIED TH_GE, TNC. _ _





3o
2.5

E 2.0 .
¢?,
0

X
1.5 -

It.
e"
0

1.0

0
¢i)

|

0.5 -

i NOTE: Assuming that the climate does not _ dryer than

0.0 1.0E+6
0.0E+0 2.0E+5 4.0E+5 6.0E+5 8.0E+5

Time (yrs)

Figure 3-3. Percolation Flux Change Over One Million Years Due to the Expected Climate Changes



AE
l=

i

GaseousTransport
Pathways

Repository

i

Nine, Unsaturated-Zone
, AqueousTransport
I 258 to 321 m Pathways
I
I
i
i

ql

,HI1

5000m "-_ AE

Saturated-Zone
Aqu3ousTransportPathways

Figure 3-4. AqueousTransportPathwayConceptualizations

3-35



555.0 557.0 559.0 561.0 563.0 565.0 567.0
770.0 770.0

769.0 769.0

768.0 768.0
O

767.0 767.0

_" 766.0 766.0

,-, 765.0 765.0

8
" 764.0 . 764.0

763.0 • 763.0

C
'- 762.0 • 762.0
r..

761.0 • 761.0
Z

760.0 N760000 760.0

759.0 759.0

758.0 758.0

757.0 757.0
555.0 557.0 559.0 561.0 563.0 565.0 567.0

EastemlyDistance(10.3 ft)
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Figure 3-7. Probability Density Function of the Retarded _4CTravel Times for Particles Released at 1,000 Years (Ross, 1993)
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Figure 3-23. Scatter Plot of Unsaturated-Zone Flux vs. Normalized Release of _'I'c to the
Accessible Environment at 10,000 Years for 57/10/0.95/S 1
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Figure 3-26. Scatter Plot of Unsaturated-Zone Flux vs. Normalized Total Release to the
Accessible Environment at 100,000 Years for 57/10/0.95/S1
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Figure 3-28. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Normalized Total Release to the Accessible Environment
at 100,000 Years for 57/I0/0.95/SI
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Figure 3-29. Expected-Value Dose Exposures over 1,000,000 Years for 57/10/0.95/S1
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Figure 3-30. Expected-Value Dose Exposures over 1,000,000 Years for 28.5/10/0.95/S 1
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Figure 3-33. Expected-Value Dose Exposures over 1,000,000 Years for 57/20/0.95/S1
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Figure 3-34. Expected-Value Dose Exposures over 1,000,000 Years for 57/45/0.95/S1
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Figure3-35. Expected-ValueDose Exposures over 1,000,000 Years for 57/10/3.5/L1
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Figure 3-39. Scatter Plot of pH vs. Peak Dose Exposure over 1,000,000 Years for
57/10/0.95/S l
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4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The preceding chapters have detailed the specific assumptions regardingthe input parameter
distributionsanddependencies/correlationsandtheresulting postclosuretotalsystem performance
as defined by both the cumulativeradionucliderelease at the accessible environmentboundary
and the maximumindividualdose associatedwith the release. In the following discussion some
of the key assumptionsand remaining uncertainties(both conceptualas well as parametric) are
reiterated,with specialemphasison those that aredifferentfrom thosemadein eitherTSPA 1991
or in the SNL contributionto TSPA 1993. The significant results are then summarizedwith
focus on the sensitivityof the resultsto the key design issues (namelythe thermal load and waste
packagedesign), conceptualrepresentationsof aqueouscorrosion,the time period of regulatory
concern, and the type of environmentalstandard. A series of recommendationsfor additional
analyses of detailedprocesses are presentedto develop moredefendableabstractionsas well as
additionalsite and design informationthatwould significantly enhance the representativenessof
futureTSPA iterations.

4.1 SIGNIFICANCE OF KEY ASSUMPTIONS

4.1.1 Waste Package/Engineered Barrier System Assumptions

Numerousassumptionshave been employed in TSPA 1993 that have a significanteffect on the
predictedperformance. These assumptionsinclude the definition of the near-field environment,
the processes affecting the initiationof aqueous corrosion, the aqueous corrosion rates, and the
thermally dependentpropertiesaffecting radionuclidemobilization and release from the EBS.
These assumptionsarefundamentallydifferent than thoseemployedin TSPA 1991in which (1) it
was assumed that the thermally induced delay for aqueous corrosion was an uncertaintime
ranging from 300 to 1,300 years, (2) the time to failure of the waste packages was assumed to
be from 500 to 10,000 years following the thermally induced delay, and (3) no thermally
dependentprocesses or parameters were directly incorporated(but the parameter ranges were
expanded to incorporatethe uncertaintydue to potential thermal effects).

The near-field environmentused in TSPA 1993 has been based on thermohydrologicanalyses
conducted at the panel scale of the repository. The simulationswere performed at the sub-
repository scale to capturethe potential edge effects caused by unheatedportions of the total
repositoryareadue to the presenceof the main axis driftand associated side drifts, the set-back
of any waste packagesfrom these drifts,and the existence of the lower thermaloutput from the
defense high-level waste. Although the model used in this analysis has the advantageover earlier
analyses (such as Buscheckand Nitao, 1993or Tsang and Pruess,1993)of incorporatingthe edge
effects which Ryder (1993) has determinedto be importantin controlling the durationof above
boiling conditions, it has the disadvantageof not allowing heator water to be transportedradially
away fromthe panel. This assumptionmaybe conservativefroma hydrologic perspectiveas the
water remains within the cylinderof the panel ratherthan being shed away from the repository _
block. This assumption may be either conservative or nonconservative from a thermal
perspective because, while the time before aqueous corrosion is initiatedmay be slightly greater
(due to the temperatures being slightly higher than what would occur if radial heat transport
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outside of the panel cylinderwere allowed) the corrosion ratesand othertemperature-dependent
parameterswould also be slightly increased(such as.increasingmost radionuclidesolubilities and
alterationrates).

For the hydrothermalanalyses, the entire repositorywas divided into nine panels of equal area
andeach panel was dividedinto seven equal areaconcentricrings, with the innerringscontaining
the spent fuel waste packages and the outer ring containing the HLW packages. As a resultof
these analyses, the spatially and temporallyvariabletemperatures,water saturationsand liquid
waterfluxes were incorporatedin the assessmentof the waste package/EBSperformance. These
analyses were conducted at three thermal loads to determine the sensitivity of the
thermohydrologic regime to this important design variable.

The results of the thermohydrologic analyses are employed tO determine the near-field
environment. These analyses do not considerthe very-near-field (i.e., drift-or waste package-
scale) thermohydrologic regime which will ultimatelycontrol the thermally dependent processes
of potentia_significance to waste package/EBS performance. To determinethe thermal regime
in the vicinity of the waste packages themselves, additional thermal calculations assuming
conductionin the rock and radiationfrom the waste package to the rock have been conducted.
These analyses indicated that the waste package surface temperature at early times (several
hundredyears) was significantly greater(on the orderof 100°C) than the rock temperature 5 m
away from the drift wall. However, at times rangingfrom 500 to 1,000 years, the temperature
in the rock and at the package surfacewere within about 1fJ°Cof each other. Because of general
concernwith the time period when the temperaturesfall below the boiling point or when the
watersaturationsareabove their residualvalues, using the rock temperaturesand saturationsas
indicative of the near-fieldenvironmentis considered to be reasonableand conservative in the
absenceof more rigorousvery-near-fieldthermohydrologicanalyses. The very-near-fieldthermal
calculations conducted as part of TSPA 1993, which considered the effects of a backfilled
repository, illustrate the significant increase in the waste package surface temperaturesat early
times, which aredependent on the assumedthermal propertiesof the backf'fll.[Note: The SNL
baseline thermal analyses included a backfillplaced at 75 years following emplacement, which
causeda large temperatureincrease at the waste package surfacefor the first few hundredyears
for the in-driftemplacement mode. After this time, the thermal profiles of the rock and waste
package surface again begin to converge (Eric Ryder,personal communication,1993; Wilson
et al., 1994, in press; see also Appendix B).]

The direct incorporationof the thermohydrologic regime, even though this regime is uncertain
and not at the drift/waste package scale, is a considerable improvement in the conceptual
representationof the relevant processes over the simple assumption incorporatedin TSPA 1991.
The primarysignificance of the assumed thermohydrologic environment is the delay for the
initiation of waste package degradationprocesses (principally aqueous corrosion). This delay
may be considered to be controlled by either temperature or water saturation. Significant
uncertainty exists as to the nature of the very-near-field environmentwhich will dictate the
initiation (and ultimatelythe continuation)of aqueouscorrosionprocesses(McCright,1993). The
physical-chemical propertiesof the outerprecipitatedlayer, which consists of porousoxides and
oxihydroxides, will control the likelihood that a liquid layer can exist in equilibriumwith the
ambient air, thus allowing the corrosion processes to continue. It is acknowledged that this
uncertainty exists, and two different criteria (rock saturationat the repository level and rock
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temperature) have been assumed for the initiation of aqueous corrosion in order to test the
sensitivity of the failure times and waste package/EBS releases to this uncertainty.

The results of the analyses indicate that when a temperature rather than a saturation cutoff is used
as the criterion for the initiation of aqueous corrosion, then the delay times in TSPA 1993
generally range from a few hundred to about 1,000 years for the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre)
thermal load (very similar to the assumed range in TSPA 1991), while if saturation is used as
the criterion, the aqueous corrosion can begin immediately following closure. This time
difference is of very little consequence to the waste package/EBS release when integrated over
10,000 years (on the order of 20 percent difference). At low thermal loads, whether temperature
or saturation is used as the criterion for aqueous corrosion initiation makes no difference as both
criteria indicate that corrosion can be initiated as soon as the repository is closed. At high
thermal loads, the temperature criterion leads to the initiation of aqueous corrosion from 4,500 to
6,300 years after emplacement (depending on location within the panel) while the saturation
criterion leads to corrosion initiation ranging from zero (for the case of packages located near the
edge of the heated portion) to almost 4,000 years (for packages located near the center of the
panels). As a result, at the high thermal loads, the integrated 10,000-year release is predicted to
be much less wLen a temperature rather than a saturation cutoff criterion is employed. In all
cases, however, when the waste package/EBS release is integrated over 100,000 years, the
differences caused by different assumptions on the initiation of aqueous corrosion processes are
minimal (less than 10 percent). Therefore, the importance of the assumed criterion on the
initiation of aqueous corrosion appears to be not that significant except at high thermal loads
when considering the releases over 10,000 years. Although the effect of this conceptual
uncertainty for waste package designs that include thicker outer container walls has not been
investigated, the differences are expected to be more pronounced because delaying the initiation
of aqueous corrosion generally had a significant effect on the time of failure and release rates or
cumulative releases from the thicker packages.

An important difference between the SNL TSPA 1993 analyses and those reported on in this
document is the temperature of the very-near field at early times following closure. Due to the
thermal properties of the backfill, SNL calculates very high temperatures (i.e., above 500°C) at
early times for the in-drift emplacement mode (Eric Ryder, personal communication, 1993;
Wilson et al., 1994, in press). For the in-borehole emplacement, the temperatures are only 100 to
150"C above the rock temperature. This temperature difference has a significant effect on
performance because the dry oxidation rate of mild steel at such elevated temperatures can be
over 1 mm/yr (Bullen, personal communication), implying an outer barrier lifetime of less than
I00 years for the base case 10-cm outer barrier thickness. In this case, the waste package surface
temperatures ,:arely exceed 200°C, even in the ease of a 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) thermal load.
At this temperature, the dry oxidation rate is less than 0.01 mrn/yr ('Bullen, personal
communication) and decreases rapidly as the temperature drops, so that this process can be
neglected in assessments of waste package lifetimes. This difference should be kept in mind
when comparing the results of these analyses with those presented in the SNL TSPA 1993.

In addition to uncertainty on the relevant processes affecting the initiation of aqueous corrosion,
different sources exist with which to define the corrosion rates (both general and pitting)
applicable for the outer corrosion-allowance barrier and the inner corrosion-resistant barrier.
These differences, which are detailed in Chapter 2 as well as Appendixes E and F, are due to
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different interpretationsof the literatureavailablewith which to define corrosionrates for the
materialsof interest in the multibarrierwaste package design incorporatedin TSPA 1993. The
corrosion rates for the outer barrierarenot that dissimilarat early times, but at late times the
rates can decrease significantly due to the exponential relationship included in Stald's rates
(AppendixE). While this yields only a slight reductionin failuretimes for the 10-cm-thick outer
barrier,it would have a pronouncedeffect on the thicker outerbarrierdesigns (i.e., increasing
the time for the outer barrier"failure" by increasing the thickness has a positive compounding
effect of also decreasing the aqueouscorrosionrate due to the Arrheniustime relationship).

The corrosionrates for the inner corrosion-resistant barrierare significantly different between
Stahl and Lamont (Appendixes E and F, respectively). Stahl conservatively assumes the
maximum pitting corrosion rate (about 1 mm/yr) is applicable to all waste packages. Lamont
considersthe pitting corrosionrate to be variable(frompackage to package or frompit to pit on
a single package) and uncertainand highly dependenton the temperature. Neither Stahl nor
Lamontconsider the possible benefit to be gained by cathodicprotection of the inner Alloy 825
barriercaused by the lowercorrosionpotential of the carbon steel outerbarrier(McCright,1993).
Although one could conservatively consider the maximum pitting corrosion rate providedby
Lamontto define the deepest pits on each container (i.e., the "extreme value distribution"of pit
depths), this assumption would not adequately address the Variabilitydue to environmental
differences(primarilygeochemistry,hydrology, temperature,and the possible presence of man-
madematerials) from areato area in the repository as well as the variabilityin the materialsand
welding used in the fabricationof the containers themselves. If the maximum corrosion rate
present¢_ by Lamont had been considered, the failure of the inner corrosion-resistant barrier
would have been the few 10s of years assumedby Staid.

When combining the different assumptionspresentedby Stahl and Lamont for the corrosionof
the outer and inner barriermaterials used in the base case waste package design, it was found
that, in general, the Lamont assumptions lead to a slightly reduced(less than 20 percent) waste
packagerelease over 10,000 years. This is probablydue to the f_c._tuat not all of the packages
have failed in 10,000 years as a resultof the variabilityin the corrosionratesof the innerbarrier.
As before, when integratingover 100,000 years the differences causedby the assumed corrosion
rates are insignificant (although they may be more pronouncedfor the thicker waste package
designs). The incorporation of the 3.5-cm inner corrosion-resistant barrier reduces the
10,000-yearcumulativerelease fromthe waste package/EBSby about30 percent, while reducing
the 100,000-yearcumulativerelease by only 10 percent. As an aside, it is interesting to note that
while employingthe Lamontassumptionsregardingcorrosion ratesyields a slightly lower release
from the waste package than does the use of the Stahl assumption for the 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) thermalload, the reverse is truewhen using the 282 kW/ha(114 kW/acre) thermal
load. This is probablya result of the exponential relationshipimbeddedin Stahrs representation
of aqueouspitting corrosion of the outerbarrier,which tends to reducethe pitting corrosion rate
at larger times (once aqueous corrosion is initiated).

In summary,the differences between the conceptual interpretationof the processes affecting the
initiation of aqueous corrosion(i.e., temperatureor saturationcriteria) as well as the uncertainty
in the appropriaterepresentationof the aqueous generaland pitting corrosion rates (i.e., Staid or
Lamont),do not have a significant effect on the predicted release from the waste package over
10,000 years. The differences are even less pronouncedwhen integrating the release over
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I00,000 years. This is not to say that a more defensible representation of the very-near-field
(i.e., emplacement drift and waste package scale) thermohydrologic regime is not necessary to
more confidently predict the temporal and spatial variability of the relevant environmental factors
affecting the initiation of the corrosion processes. Also, the detailed mechanistic understanding
of the corrosion rates of the outer barrier under different thermohydrologic conditions, as well
as the cathodic protection of the inner corrosion-resistant barrier, need to be enhanced in order
to gain increased confidence of the actual waste package behavior. In addition, the actual
definition of what is meant by "failure" of the containment provided by the waste package needs
to be further investigated. The present analyses conservatively assume that when a pit breaches
the inner container, that the entire waste package has effectively disintegrated and all the waste
is available for alteration and dissolution. This neglects any protection provided by the cladding.

This iteration of TSPA considers the thermal dependency of a number of properties affecting
radionuclide release from the waste package/EBS. The alteration rate of the spent fuel and the
dissolution rate of the HLW are dependent on temperature. The solubilities of many of the
radionuclides are also temperature dependent. In addition, the advective flux past the waste
packages and the effective diffusion coefficient for transport from the waste package to the host
rock are also dependent on the thermohydrologic environment. None of these properties was
thermally dependent in TSPA 1991, although a distribution was assigned to each property valae
to account for the uncertainty in the property, with a portion of that uncertainty being potentially
ascribable to the impact the near-field environment has on the property. In addition to pointing
out the properties that were considered to be thermally dependent, it is important to also
acknowledge those properties which were assumed not to vary with temperature or other near-
field environmental conditions. These include (1) the effective normalized surface area of the
spent fuel and glass waste forms (i.e., the possible increase in surface area that could result if the
uranium oxide form changes to the higher volume U308 was not considered), (2) the fraction of
the surface area of the fuel matrix that is wet (conservatively assumed to be equal to 1.0 in
contrast to TSPA 1991 where it was assumed to equal 0.5), and (3) the fraction of the waste
surface in contact with diffusive pathways (also conservatively assumed to be equal to 1.0). The
impact of these assumptions in comparison to those made in TSPA 1991 is difficult to directly
determine. In the cases where little or no information exists on the conditions inside the waste
package once the package has failed, conservative deterministic values have been used, rather
than consideration of some assumed uncertainty in the property. It is felt this is a more justified
approach at the present level of understanding and given the general objectives of the TSPA 1993
iteration.

A major difference between TSPA 1993 and TSPA 1991 is the incorporation of a more complete
radionuclide inventory. In this iteration, 39 radionuclides have been included in the spent fuel
inventory and 7,000 MTHIVlof defense high-level waste for the nominal scenario. For the key
radionuclides determined to be of greatest significance to release and dose, this difference is, in
fact, minor as those radionuclides were also included in TSPA 1991. The more complete
inventory allows one to state that by incorporating this inventory in the analyses, the results do
not change appreciably, which is a very useful conclusion. Although the defense waste has a
different isotopic makeup than the spent fuel and the defense waste packages may fail either
earlier (in the cases where they are cooler and therefore aqueous corrosion is initiated sooner)
or later (in the cases where they are cooler and therefore the aqueous corrosion rate is slower)
than the spent fuel waste packages, the inclusion of this waste form did not have a significant
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impect on the results. In the future it may be useful to break out the contribution to the total
release and dose attributable to the different waste forms to determine what the real impact of
in,,ludmg the defense 0vaste is on the result.

In general, the release of radiom_clides may be classified into those that are alteration-rate limited
and those that are solubility limited. In this iteration of TSPA 1993, the solubilities are in some
cases significantly different from those used in TSPA 1991. In particular, the solubility of Np
is six orders of magnitude greater for low pH values and four orders of magnitude greater for
high pH values than those used in Bamard et al. (1992). These values are similar to those used
by Eslinger et al. (1993). This difference is primarily the result of new laboratory testing
conducted by Los Alamos at more oxidizing conditions likely to be representative of in situ
conditions at Yucca Mountain. This difference in the magnitude of Np solubility results in much
greater releases from the waste package/EBS and correspondingly greater releases and doses at
the accessible environment at times very distant in the future. In TSPA 1993, the solubilities are
temperature and pH dependent, rather than being an uncertain parameter distribution. Although
the actual solubility value at any particular time may vary from waste package group to waste
package group, the value itself is not considered to be uncertain. The net result of incorporating
the functional dependency may not be dissimilar to including a broad uncertainty in the parameter
distribution.

In TSPA 1993, the solubilities are defined by the element not the radionuclide. If several
different isotopes of the same element are being considered (for example, the five principal
isotopes of U: 233U,2_U, 235U,2_U, and 238U),the temporally varying mass fraction of each
isotope is used to determine the mass of each isotope that is dissolvable (up to the solubility
limit) and available for diffusive or advective transport. This is the internally consistent method
of assuring that the correct mass of each radionuclide is released. The incorporation of this
refinement in TSPA 1993 probably has little significance on the key radionuclides because they
are dominated by a single isotope, but may impact the releases and doses associated with
daughters of some of the radionuclide chains if the parents' release is controlled by the mass
fraction of another isotope of the same element.

4.1.2 Geosphere Flow and Transport Assumptions

In general, only minor modifications have been made in TSPA 1993 to the geosphere
representations for gaseous phase flow and transport and aqueous phase flow and transport in the
unsaturated and saturated zones. These modifications have been predicated on additional process-
level modeling and site information acquired since TSPA 1991. In addition, TSPA 1993 has
directly incorporated a simplified representation of climate change to evaluate the potential effects
on release and dose.

The hydrostratigraphy used in TSPA 1993 is based on USGS cross sections along the planned
drift axes. The unit thicknesses depicted on these cross sections have been modified slightly to
make the vitrophyre thickness consistent with observations from well logs (D. Hoxie, personal
communication, 1993). The thickness of each unit is considered to be constant within each
column, rather than being sampled as SNL assumes in TSPA 1993 (T. Robey, personal
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communication, 1993; Wilson et al., 1994, in press). This distinction is considered to be
insignificant as long as the total thickness of the unsaturated zone is equivalent.

The porosity values used in TSPA 1993 are identical to those used in TSPA 1991. The bulk
density values used in TSPA 1993 were from measurements in USW G-4. Although SNL has
completed detailed well log analyses to update these parameters for their TSPA 1993, the
differences appear to be slight.

The unsaturatedzonepercolationfluxremainsanuncertainparameterinthisiterationofTSPA.
To beconsistentwithSNL'sTSPA 1993,a similarexponentialpercolationfluxdistributionwith
a mean of0.5mm/yr hasbeenused.The fluxbasedonthesaturatedmatrixconductivityofthe
TopopahSpringweldedunit(TSw2) hasnotbeen modified,as SNL hasdone (M. Wilson,

personalcommunication,1993;Wilsonetal.,1994,inpress).Therefore,itispossiblethat
slightlyhigherfluxvaluesareusedwhen highervaluesaresampled.Due totheuseofa factor
oftwo lowerpercolationfluxinTSPA 1993thanTSPA 1991,theadvectivetraveltimetothe
accessibleenvironmentisincreasedby a factorofalmosttwo asmostofthetraveltimeisinthe

unsaturatedzone. Thisfactoralonecontributessignificantlytothedifferencesincumulative
aqueous releases integrated over 10,000 years between those presented here and those
documented earlier (Barnard et al., 1992; INTERA, 1993). This difference also makes the
dispersion more significant for the 10,000-year cumulative aqueous release as it is generally the
dispersed early arrival mass which contributes most significantly to the predicted release.

As in TSPA 1991, a large matrix-fracture coupling for transport has been used (i.e., it is assumed
that the transport is matrix-dominated, either due to matrix imbibition of water due to capillary
forces or matrix diffusion of radionuclides due to a concentration gradient between the fractures
and matrix). In earlier analyses to compare RIP with TSPA 1991, a different conceptualization
of fracture-matrix coupling was experimented with by using a Markovian approximation of the
transition between fractures and matrix (INTERA, 1993). For a moderate amount of fracture-
matrix interaction (corresponding physically to fracture lengths on the order of one-tenth of the
pathway length), it was found that the equivalent matrix-dominated transport gave similar results,
while for small fracture-matrix couplings, the releases were increased slightly. The degree of
matrix-dominated transport needs to be addressed further in future TSPA iterations as well as
additional process-level models and in situ observations.

The radionuclide retardation values used in TSPA 1993 have been based on recent laboratory
tests conducted by Los Alamos under expected in situ environments. While the laboratory tests
were conducted using different reference waters under varying temperature and pH conditions,
the range of distribution coefficients did not vary appreciably. Therefore, the retardation was not
made dependent on any environmental properties, but the uncertainty expressed by the experts
was considered.

Dispersion in the unsaturated zone can have a significant effect on the 10,000-year releases to
the accessible environment, especially in those cases where the expected water travel time is
greater than 10,000 years (as it is in almost all realizations). Large dispersion coefficients cause
the leading edge of the radionuclide breakthrough curve to precede the center of mass
(corresponding to the 50 percent arrival time) by several thousand years. In TSPA 1993, a
dispersivity equal to one-tenth the pathway length (i.e., ranging from about 1 to 10 m) has been
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used. In TSPA 1991, Barnard et al. (1992) used a range from 10 to 25 m. In TSPA 1993, SNL
used a dispersivity value of one-tenth the total pathway length (i.e., 20 to 30 m). The larger
dispersivity will generate earlier arrivals of mass at the accessible environment, which will result
in slightly larger cumulative releases when integrating over 10,000 years. This fact should be
kept in mind by the interested reader when comparing the results presented in this document with
those presented in the SNL TSPA 1993.

The possible modification in percolation flux due to climatic changes as a linearly increasing and
decreasing function with the maximum increase being an uncertain factor ranging from one
(i.e., no change from ambient) to five has been approximated. In contrast, SNL has assumed a
step-function change in percolation which can occur any time over the next 100,000 years (for
example, a 1 percent chance of occurring in the next 1,000 years or a 10 percent chance of
occurring in the next 10,000 years), with a revised percolation flux of about a factor of 20
(M. Wilson, personal communication, 1993; Wilson et al., 1994, in press). This difference will
be significant when comparing integrated releases over 10,000 years calculated using the two
assumptions.

The saturated zone ground-water flux used in TSPA 1993 has been based on process-level
modeling conducted by Barr (1993). These fluxes are slightly higher than those employed in
TSPA 1991. However, because most of the total water travel time to the accessible environment

occurs in the unsaturated zone, this increase does not create a significant impact on the releases
to the accessible environment.

The gaseous-phase velocity distribution has been based on process-level modeling of thermally
perturbed gas flow and _4Ctransport conducted by Ross (1993). These analyses are a significant
improvement on the simplifying assumptions made in TSPA 1991. In particular, the gas travel
time is fully transient based on a particle-tracking routine which uses the two-dimensional
transient gas phase velocity field calculated with the computer code, TGIF, (Ross, 1993).
Although gas phase velocities were only calculated with the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) thermal
load, the travel times are generally very short in comparison to the 10,000 year time period so
increasing the thermal load to 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) would be expected to have only a
minimal impact on the release to the accessible environment. The effect of decreasing the
thermal load on the gas phase velocities and corresponding m4Ctravel times has yet to be
investigated.

4.1.3 Biosphere Assumptions

Analyses of individual dose have been incorporated in TSPA 1993. In addition to defining the
aqueous releases to the accessible environment (in the form of cumulative mass or activity), the
radionuclide concentration in the ground water and the likely pathways that may lead to humans
ingesting these radionuclides now need to be determined.

The radionuclide concentration will be dependent on the volume of water into which the
radionuclides are mixed or diluted. In TSPA 1993, the assumption is made that the mixing
occurs within a cross-sectional area equal to the repository width (about 4000 m) times a mixing
depth of 50 m. This value was chosen to be midway between the 5 to 500 m assumed by SNL
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in their TSPA 1993 (M. Wilson, personal communication, 1993; Wilson et al., 1994, in press).
The mixing depth is more dependent on the assumed production interval for ground-water
extraction wells. If one considered that the well was producing from only a thin zone at the top
of the saturated zone (which would be unrealistic due to the lowering of the water table which
would ensue after ground water discharge had commenced) then the mixing depth would be
controlled by the vertical mixing caused by advection and transverse dispersion. If one
considered that the well was drilled and slotted to intercept the maximum yield, then the mixing
depth would be the entire transmissive thickness of the saturated zone (assumed by EPA to be
2400 m). It is felt there is little justification for any particular value for the mixing depth and
a reasonable value was selected. The dose results are linearly dependent on this parameter.
Therefore, it is recommended that any dose-based environmental standard be tied to some
specified mixing depth.

In addition to concentration, the dose analyses require some definition of the quantity of water
which the individual consumes (for varying personal or agricultural purposes) and the means by
which radionuclides may be ingested by that individual. In the present analyses, it is assumed
that the individual pumps the water and uses 700 l/yr for personal consumption and the remainder
for personal use (showers, cooking, etc.) and irrigation. The same dose conversion factors
developed by PNL as part of TSPA 1991 were used (Eslinger et al., 1993). In cases where no
dose conversion values were available (because those radionuclides were not considered as part
of TSPA 1991), values from the Waste Isolation Systems Panel study (NAS, 1983) or EPA
(EPA, 1988) were used. As SNL only considered the dose associated with drinking the water,
their doses would be expected to be slightly lower than those predicted here.

4.2 SENSITIVITY AND SIGNIFICANCE OF RESULTS

4.2.1 Significance of Results to Design

Several different design options have been investigated as part of the sensitivity analyses
conducted in TSPA 1993. Based on the results presented in Chapters 2 and 3, it is possible to
make some general conclusions on the impact of the different design options on performance,
where the performance is defined with respect to either the cumulative radionuclide release or
the peak individual dose. The conclusions are dependent on the time period of concern, so some
remarks are made on the relative performance associated with different design options over
different times.

Any conclusion regarding the relative advantages or disadvantages of a particular design that may
be reached based on this total system performance assessment analyses, must be predicated at
this stage on the understanding of the fundamental processes and parameters affecting
performance. That is, the robustness of the results is closely linked to the confidence placed in
the current conceptualization of the system and its components. As significant uncertainties
remain in the understanding of the very-near-field environment and its effect on the waste
package lifetime and EBS release, some caution should be used prior to unconditionally accepting
the comparisons that are presented below. To a limited extent, the impact of some of the
uncertainty has been tested on the expected performance for different design options. In
particular, the significance of alternate criteria has been investigated for the initiation of aqueous
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corrosion and alternateconceptualizations and parameterizationsfor aqueous corrosion rates.
However, these sensitivity analyses are not exhaustive and should be expanded to account for
new process-level understandingthat is generatedas the advancedconceptual design matures.

Variousthermal loads have been proposedfor the potential repositoryat Yucca Mountain. The
performance at threerepresentativeloads corresponding to 70.4, 141 and 282 kW/ha (28.5, 57,
and 114 kW/acre)hasbeen evaluated. The 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre)case correspondsto the SCP
thermal load. For each thermal load, thermohydrologic analyses to determine the water
saturationsand temperaturesin the vicinity of the waste packages(considered to be 5 m into the
rock) have been conducted. These parametersare then used to define the initiation of aqueous
corrosion and a rangeof thermallydependentpropertiesaffectingthe waste package/EBSrelease.

In general, it may be concluded that when considering the integrated release from the waste
packageover 10,000 years, the 282 kW/ha(114 kW/acre)case generateslower releases than the
141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) case. This reduction,which is dependent on the waste packagedesign
and the conceptual representation of aqueous corrosion, is by about a factor of two. This
reductionis primarilya result of the delay in the initiation of aqueouscorrosion dueto the higher
thermal load. Although the HLW packages tend to fail earlier underthe higher thermal load of
the spentfuel packagesbecause they are"wetter"earlier,this is more than offset by the increased
time to failure of the spent fuel packages. The use of temperatureas the cutoff criterion for the
initiationof aqueouscorrosiontends to enhance the differencein release between the two thermal
loads. The use of the Lamont corrosionconceptualizationtends to decrease the difference in
10,000-yearperformance between the two thermal loads.

In general, the conclusions reached for the 10,000-year integrated release for different thermal
loads are also germane to the 100,000-year time period. However, instead of the differences in
release between the two thermal loads being on the orderof 100 percent, they areon the order
of 10 to 20 percent. This is as expected as the primarybenefit of a very high thermal load is
to delay the initiation of aqueouscorrosion. Once corrosion is initiated and failure occurs, the
integratedreleases tend to be similar. The exception to this observationoccurs when the thick
outer corrosion allowance material is used, in which case the higher thermal load caused an
increasein the 100,000-year cumulativerelease fromthe waste package. This apparentanomaly
can be explained by the realization that although the initiation of aqueouscorrosionis delayed
for the higher thermal load, the corrosionratesareacceleratedfor longerperiods of time due to
the temperature-dependentrates employed in the model.

Although the impact of using a lower thermal load has not been exhaustively tested (i.e., the
effect alternateconceptualrepresentationsof aqueouscorrosioninitiationand ratemight have on
the results has not been evaluated) it may be concluded that, in general, the lower thermal load
(representedby a 70.4 kW/haor 28.5 kW/acre thermal load) providesfor lower releases fromthe
waste package than does the 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre) case. This difference is pronouncedfor
the 10,000-year integrated release (being about a factor of three for the 10-cm outer barrier
thickness) and again is less significant when integratingover 100,000 years. This improvement
in performance for the lower thermal load is a directresult of _e temperaturedependenceof the
aqueouscorrosion rate. For low thermal loads, the temperaturesaresignificantly cooler, which
decreases the rate of pitting and general corrosion, thereby increasing the lifetime of the waste
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packages. This resultoccursregardlessof whethera temperatureor saturationcorrosioninitiation
criterionis used.

The impact of different thermal loads on releases to the accessible environment mimic the
observationsmade above concerning releases from the waste package. As has been noted in
recent assessments of postclosure total system performance at Yucca Mountain, the gaseous
releases (i.e., _4C)dominate the cumulative 10,000-year release when normalized to the
Table 1 limits of 40 CFR Part191. As the gaseous releases to the accessible environmentare
controlled by the waste package lifetime (because the travel times from the repository to the
accessible environmentare short in comparisonto the 10,000-year time period), the gaseous
releases illustratethe same sensitivity as the waste package/EBS release; that is the 141 kW/ha
(57 kW/acre) case yields greater releases than either the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) or the
70.4 kW/ha (28.5 kW/acre) thermalload. [Note: It is expected that the gaseous releases over
10,000 years would be lower than those presented in Chapter 3 for the 70.4 kW/ha
(28.5 kW/acre)thermalload if the gaseous flow regime had been modeled at this lower thermal
load. However, Ross (1993) only conducted thermally dependent gas phase modeling at the
141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) thermal load.]

The integratedaqueousreleases to the accessible environmentover 10,000 years are extremely
small, generally less than about I0"_of the EPA Table 1 values, and tend to reinforce the
conclusion that very high and very low thermal loads yield lower releases than the moderate
141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre) thermalload. Whenintegrating releases to the accessible environment
over 100,000 years, one observes that the very high and very low thermal loads yield lower
releases than the moderate thermal load case. However, when considering only the aqueous
releases, thecumulativereleases decrease as the thermal load is lowered. Althoughthis decrease
is small (about 10 percent from 282 to 141 kW/ha(114 to 57 kW/acre) and about 20 percent
from 141 to 70.4 kW/ha(57 to 28.5 kW/acre),it is explainableby the increasein several of the
waste package/EBSrelease propertiesat elevated temperatures. In particular,the alterationrate
of spent nuclearfuel is generally greaterat higher temperatures.

The effect of the thermal loadingdesign on the peak individualdose over a 1,000,000-yeartime
period is insignificant. If one were to considerotherpostclosureperformancemeasuresover this
time period one would reacha similar conclusion. This is a direct result of the fact that while
the thermal load can cause differences in expected releases over the time period that the thermal
regime is most significant, at largertimes these effects have no impact on the consequences.

In summary, for time periods on the order of 10,000 years, the high and low thermal loads
provide better overall postclosure performance than the medium 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre)load.
The low thermalload generally provideslower releases from the waste package/EBSdue to the
lower corrosionrates,while the high thermalload provideslower releases due to the delay in the
initiation of aqueous corrosion. When considering releases to the accessible environment,a
similar relationshipbetween effect of alternatethermal loads is observed primarily due to the
significance of the gaseous releases. In considering the aqueous releases to the accessible
environment,one must examine the 100,000-year releases to discern an effect, as the releases
over I0,000 years areof little significance. Over the 100,000-yeartime period, the effect of the
very-near-field environment and the thermohydrologically-dependentprocesses and parameters
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becomes less pronouncedas the resultsfor all three thermalloads are within 50 percent of each
other.

It bears notingthatthe long term"dryout"of the geospherecaused by very high thermal loads
was not directly evaluated in this study, as a sufficient suite of process-level thermohydrologic
analysesconductedover a wide range of possible ambientpercolationfluxes was not available.
This so-called "extended-dry"concept would have the benefit of delayingthe advective transport
in the geosphere until such time as the velocity vectors are orienteddownward,but with the
drawbackthatonce the downwardflux is reinstated,the magnitudeof the flux will be increased
several fold (M. Reeves, personal comrn:.aication,1993). FutureTSPAs should consider more
rigorouslythe geosphere aspects of the hydrothermalperturbation.

in addition to the repository thermal load, the effects of alternatewaste package designs on the
postclosure total system performancewere investigated. The impact of alternate thicknesses of
the outer corrosion-allowance material and the inner corrosion-resistant material was also
investigated. In general, one may make the obvious observation that as the thickness of the
barrier increases, the releases decrease because the time to failure of the waste packages is
increased. However, the response is definitely not linear over the range of thic_knesses
considered. The differencesbetween a 10-cm and a 20-cm outer mild steel barrieron integrated
releases over 10,000 years is slightly more than a factor of two (except at the low thermalloads).
However, there is virtually no release over 10,000 years when the 45-cm outer barrier is
considered. This is a direct result of the compounding effect that decreased temperature and
increased time cause in decreasing the pitting corrosion rateof mild steel; so as one increases the
time at which failure may occur, one is buying additional safety by the simple fact that the
temperatures are cooler. This also tends to reduce some of the thermally dependent release
parameters such as the alteration/dissolution rate.

When one considers releases from the waste package/EBS over 100,000 years, the differences
between the 10-cm and 20-cm outer barriersare insignificant (less than 10 percent),while again
the 45-cm outer barrierprovides considerablecontainment. It is interesting to note that the
45-cm outer barrierperformsworse in the case of the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) thermal load
than it does in the 141 kW/ha (57 kW/acre) case. This is due to the increased
alteration/dissolutionof the spentfuel and HLW glass andthe increased solubilityof some of the
radionuclidesat the higher temperaturesonce the waste packageshave failed.

When one considers releases tO the accessible environment, one notices a similar dramatic
improvement in performancewhen going from the 20-cm to the 45-cm outer barrier. For the
base-case thermal load of 141 kW/ha(57 kW/acre), the aqueousreleases decreaseby a factor of
40 and the gaseous releases decrease by a factor of 10,000 (primarilydue to the decay of m_C
duringthe containmentperiod providedby the increased time to failure).

The use of the 3.5-cm inner corrosion resistant barriermakes no difference to postclosure
performance when one considers the Stab1concept of pittingcorrosion to represent the maximum
pit growth rate. However,if one uses the spatially variable pit growthrate postulated by Lamont
(and not the extreme bounding case also put forward by Lamont), then increasing the inner
barrierto 3.5 cm (from the base case of 0.95 cm) generally causes a reduction of the releases
over 10,000 years by between 30 and 100 percent depending on the thermal load and assumed
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criterion for the initiation of aqueous corrosion. As noted several times previously, when
extending the time frame to 100,000 years, the improvement in performance afforded by the
increased inner barrier thickness is less pronounced (generally about 10 percent). The same
relative performance is observed when considering releases to the accessible environment.

As noted earlier, the waste package design has little impact on the peak individual dose over the
1,000,000 year time period. Even if one postulates a mechanism to delay the release of activity
from the waste package/EBS by more than 100,000 years (as would be the case for a 45-cm outer
barrier waste package placed in a 28.5 kW/acre thermal load), the release and transport of some
key long-lived radionuclides (in particular, 237Np)will eventually occur. Although the peak doses
may not occur until several hundred thousand years following closure, they will be at about the
same magnitude irrespective of the containment provided by the waste package. [However, as
discussed below, the near-field environment will have a significant effect on the release and
corresponding dose, due to the solubility of the key radionuclides in the small amount of water
in contact with the waste.]

In summary, the 45-cm outer barrier appears to provide a significant improvement to the waste
package lifetime and hence to the EBS release and release to the accessible environment. When
combining the beneficial aspects of the thicker outer barrier with a lower temperature
environment (corresponding to a lower thermal load), one can with a relatively high certainty
assure that the waste packages will last more than 100,000 years using the current understanding
of the conceptual representation of container failure mechanism. The effects of either a 10-cm
or 20-cm outer barrier are less pronounced, as is the small additional benefit provided by the
3.5-cm inner barrier.

Many conservative aspects have been assumed in the current TSPA that could also add
significantly to the overall performance. The potential positive effects (i.e., additional postclosure
safety) that could result from (1) cathodic protection of the Alloy 825 inner barrier,(2) the ability
of the cladding to delay alteration, and (3) the limited surface area available for diffusive releases
have not been considered. On the other hand, the potential negative effects that could result from
(1) increasing the spent-fuel surface area due to high-temperature oxidation of the waste form,
(2) natural or human-induced colloid transport, or (3) non-equilibrium fracture-dominated reflux
of water from the thermally perturbed hydrologic regime (which may be mitigated by ventilation
during the operational phase of the repository) have not been considered.

i

4.2.2 Significance of Results to Site Characterization

The primary focus of this iteration of TSPA was to evaluate the impact of alternate repository
and waste package designs on the expected cumulative release of radionuclides to the accessible
environment and the corresponding individual dose associated with that release. As a result of
this objective, less emphasis was placed on evaluating the uncertainty in release caused by the
uncertainty in the conceptualization and parameterization of the geosphere. However, this
uncertainty is important and impacts the near-field thermohydrologic regime as well as the far-
field aqueous and gaseous flow and transport. In this section, the sensitivity of the results to this
uncertainty are examined briefly.
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As has been notedin several assessments of the performanceof a potentialrepository at Yucca
Mountain,the key issue affecting the ability of the site and engineered barriersto contain and
isolateradioactivewastes from the accessible environmentis the conceptualmodel for flow and
transportthroughthe fractured-porousmedia as well as the magnitudeof the percolation flux
through the unsaturatedzone. in the present assessment of total system performance, it is
assumedthattransportthroughthe unsaturatedzone is dominatedby the matrix,either because
of the large capillarypressure differences between the fracturesand matrixor the large matrix
diffusion due to the concentrationgradientbetween the fracturesand matrix. This assumption
is equivalentto the large fracture-matrixcouplingemployed in TSPA 1991 and continuedin the
SNL TSPA 1993 (M. Wilson, personalcorrur,unication, 1993; Wilson et al., 1994, in press), in
an earlier assessment,the significanceof this assumption using a Markovian approximationof
fracture-matrixflow and transport was tested (I_'ERA, 1993), but in that analysis there was
little physical justification for the parameterranges used to approximatethe transition between
fractureand matrixflow. Most analyses of the hydrologicflow regime in the unsaturatedzone
at Yucca Mountain (whether under ambient or thermally perturbed conditions) assume the
composite porosity flow model. The validity of this assumption as well as the impact of this
assumptionon the predictedperformance should be more rigorouslyevaluated.

As in TSPA 1991, the ambient percolationflux was consideredto be uncertain. In contrast to
TSPA 199i, the uncertainty has been broken into two distributions, one representing the
uncertaintyin the currentconditionsand the otherrepresenting the uncertaintyin the percolation
flux due to futureclimates. The uncertainty in the expected percolation flux at the repository
depth is large. Estimates rangefrom the flux being upward (i.e., correspondingto a currentnet
drying of the unsaturatedzone at Yucca Mountain),to essentially zero, to a downwardflux of
between 0.01 and 1.0 mm/yr(see Hevesi and Flint, 1993;Nichols, i987; Conrad,1993;Gauthier,
1993; and Long and Childs, 1993, among others). An exponential distributionfor the current
percolation flux with an expected value of 0.5 mm/yrwas used. This distributionimplies that
63 percent of the values sampled will be less than 0.5 mm/yrand 37 percent of the values will
be greater than 0.5 mm/yr. This distributionis exactly a factor of two less than that used in
TSPA 1991. This difference is not so much due to new insights or new informationas it is to
the fact thatclimate change is modeled explicitly as a multiplieron the expected ambient flux
distributioninsteadof embeddingthe climate change implicitlyin the distributionas was assumed
in TSPA 1991. This distributionhas been used to be consistent with the range selected by SNL
in their TSPA 1993.

The importanceof the percolation flux on release and dose is clearly illustrated in the scatter
plots presentedin Chapter3. The significance of this parameter will continue to be high in
futureassessments of total system performance. The r_eedfor moredefensible estimates of this
parameter and its uncertaintycontinues to be a high priority for the site characterization of
Yucca Mountain. Estimates of the percolation flux can be made from shallow surface-based
observations,deep surface-basedobservations,or observationsmade fromtheExploratoryStudies
Facility (ESF). Direct quantificationof the percolationflux from shallowobservationsis difficult
due to the temporal and spatial variability inherent in this parameterand the fact that the net
infiltration below the root zone is a complex function of slope (both angle and direction),
vegetation, atmospheric conditions, precipitation (type, intensity and duration), antecedent
conditions in the surface soil/rock, and the physical/hydrologic characteristics of the surficial
materials, amongotherfactors, indirectquantificationof the percolationflux from deepsurface-
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based observations (such as vertical saturation-depth profiles) is also difficult unless one is
confident of the lateral representativeness of the hydraulic properties and the saturation/capillary
pressure and saturation/relative permeability relationships. In both instances, it must be
acknowledged that point r._easurements are being made of a process that is inherently variable
in space. The best means of confidently and unambiguously determining the ambient aqueous
percolation flux at the repository horizon is by direct observation following the excavation of the
ESF. Even in this case, however, care must be exercised to minimize the disturbance to the

in situ hydrologic conditions caused by ventilation, as large quantifies of water may be
evaporated from the rock face.

In addition to the uncertainty in the ambient percolation flux at the potential repository horizon,
the representation of the possible increase in flux that may be attributable to future climate
changes is also uncertain. The flux change is described as a linearly increasing and decreasing
function from the current value (which is assumed to represent a "dry" climate), based on a
proposal put forward by Long and Childs (1993). For the expected value of the flux multiplier
of three which applies to the maximum glacial period assumed to be 100,000 years from now,
the average percolation flux over 100,000 years would be increased by a factor of two times the
ambient flux. Given the large uncertainty in the ambient flux, this factor of two has little added
significance. Clearly future iterations of total system performance assessment will continue to
investigate alternate conceptualizations of likely climate changes and their impact on the
repository level percolation flux.

As in TSPA 1991, several geosphere properties were considered to be uncertain in this iteration
of TSPA 1993. These include matrix porosity, bulk density, and retardation. In contrast to
TSPA 1991, the uncertainty in fracture properties was not included because it was assumed that
the matrix controlled the transport of radionuclides in the geosphere. The fracture properties may
be significant for the realizations where the sampled percolation flux exceeds the saturated
hydraulic conductivity of the matrix if one assumes that matrix diffusion does not occur. While
the matrix properties play a role in retarding the radionuclides from reaching the accessible
environment, they are relatively insignificant over the ranges that have been evaluated. The
retardationcoefficients of some key radionuclides such as 237Npcan play a more significant role
for releases over the 100,000-year time frame if they are found to be significantly less than the
current conservative estimates based on laboratory measurements conducted under varying
geochemical and thermal environments.

More sophisticated analyses of thermally perturbed gaseous flow and 14C transport in the
unsaturated zone as well as aqueous flow in the saturated zone have been incorporated in this
iteration of TSPA 1993. These process-level models are not based so much on new data as they
are on a more rigorous modeling approach. Both models rely on the bulk permeability of the
fractured-porous media in the vicinity of Yucca Mountain. In general, it may be concluded that
the gaseous release to the accessible environment is relatively insensitive to the gaseous flow in
the unsaturated zone because the _4Ctravel times are short in comparison to the expected life of
the waste packages. In addition, the aqueous release to the accessible environment is relatively
insensitive to the aqueous flow in the saturated zone because the travel times of radionuclides
in this domain is short in comparison to the travel time through the unsaturated zone. However,
the dose attributable to aqueous releases at the accessible environment is directly related to the
horizontal flux through the saturated zone, because as the flux increases the dilution increases
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and the dose decreases. Therefore, if a dose-based standard is promulgated, a greater
understandingof the flow in the saturatedzone will be required.

i

4.2.3 Significance of Results to Alternate Environmental Standards

The analysesperformedas part of TSPA 1993 were conductedover a rangeof time periods and
addressed individual dose in addition to radionucliderelease as the performancemeasure of
interest for postclosure safety. The conclusions reached regarding the relative performance
associatedwithdifferentdesign options, as well as the relative importanceof certainconceptual
models and parameters,aredependenton the performance measure and time period considered.

The primaryjustificationsfor conductinganalyses over time periodsgreaterthanthe 10,000 years
requiredin 40 CFR Part191 are to: (1) evaluate the consequencesassociated with some long-
lived radionuclidesthat arenot releasedin 10,000years due to the waste packagelifetime and/or
the retardedgeosphere travel time, (2) provide "better insighton the long-term performance of
disposal alternatives"(EPA, 1993), (3) compareresults with other countrieswhichconsider dose
over time periods greater than 10,000 years, and (4) prepare for discussions with the NAS
Committeeon the Review of Applicable EnvironmentalStandardsfor Yucca Mountain. It is
realized that times greaterthan 10,000 years are not currentlyregulatedin any environmental
standard (see, for example, theLand WithdrawalAct applicableto the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant
and the Resource Conservationand RecoveryAct requirementsapplicableto deep-well injection
permitting)and that increased uncertaintyexists regarding futureclimates and human behavior
at larger times. However, interestinginsights can be gainedby evaluating performanceat times
very distant in the future, as well as employing alternatemeasures of performance.

When consideringthe 10,000-year time period, virtually all (greaterthan 99.99 percent)of the
release to the accessible environment is the resultof _C. The cumulativeaqueousrelease to the
accessible environmenthas about a 90 percent probabilityof being less than 10_ of the EPA
limit. Because the cumulative releases over 10,000 years arecontrolled by the gaseous releases,l

the results aresensitive to the thermal load and waste packagedesign. The aqueousreleases are
generally insignificant over 10,000 years for the percolation flux distribution considered.
However, the aqueousreleases arevery sensitive to the percolationflux and the conceptualmodel
for fracture-matrixinteraction.

Whenconsideringthe 100,000-yeartime period, the gaseous release accountsfor overhalf of the
total release to the accessible environment. The remainder is providedby unretardedaqueous
species, primarily _l'c. In general, the cumulative aqueous radionuclide release over
100,000 years is insensitive to the thermal load and outerbarrierthicknesses less than 20 cm.
Outer barrierthicknesses on the orderof 45 cm, especially when combined with low thermal
loads, yields waste package lifetimes that can last the entire 100,000 years. For those
radionuclidesthat do reach the accessible environmentin 100,000 years or less, the results are
very sensitive to the percolationflux.

When consideringthe 1,000,000-year time period, the dose performancemeasurewas chosen for
comparisonof alternatives. In general, the peak dose is attributableto _37Np.The only instances
where this is not the case are the result of either a very low percolation flux through the
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unsaturated zone, a very high retardation in the unsaturated zone,or a very low solubility. The
peak dose over 1,000,000 years is insensitive to thermal loads and waste package designs. The
peak dose is very sensitive to the percolation flux, the Np solubility, and the assumed mixing
depth in the saturated zone. The dose will also be sensitive to the assumed dose conversion
factor, which is suggested should be prescribed by the regulatory agencies if this performance
measure is adopted as being the best means to assure the long-term safety of high-level
radioactive waste disposal facilities.

4.3 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL ANALYSES/INFORMATION

While the TSPA analyses presented in this document have significantly extended the analyses
documented in TSPA 1991 (primarily by the abstraction of detailed process modeling results and
the use of recent laboratory understanding of thermally dependent processes and parameters),
many uncertainties still remain. Some of these uncertainties were identified in TSPA 1991, while
others have manifested themselves either because of a desire to incorporate the thermohydrologic
and corrosion processes directly into the analyses or because the abstraction of process model
results has indicated areas which require greater attention in order to reduce the existing
uncertainty. As performance assessment is an iterative procedure, it is important to point out the
most critical assumptions and uncertainties which need to be reduced in order to produce a more
robust safety argument.

The thermohydrologic analyses used in this iteration of TSPA 1993 are a first attempt to
incorporate results abstracted from a more detailed process model into a more simplified
representation of the system. While this is an excellent start, additional thermohydrologic
analyses are required at the panel, drift and waste package scales to evaluate the effect of
uncertain and spatially variabl_ethermohydrologic properties, uncertain fracture-matrix conceptual
models, and uncertain ambient percolation fluxes on the expected far-field, near-field and very-
near-field thermal and hydrologic regimes as a function of time and space. It has been shown
that it is relatively straightforward to abstract the results from the detailed models; what is now
required is more complete sensitivity and uncertainty analyses using the more detailed process
models.

In addition to the uncertainty associated with the expected thermohydrologic environment in the
vicinity of the waste packages, considerable uncertainty remains regarding the processes affecting
the initiation and rate of aqueous corrosion of the mild steel outer barrier and the Alloy 825 inner
barrier. Greater understanding is ,eqv_d of the cathodic protection of the inner barrier, the
processes affecting the growth of pi._s,and even the definition of waste package "failure" in order
to provide a more defendable argument for the range of possible waste package lifetimes and
early release mechanisms.

The ambient unsaturated zone flux remains a very significant parameter in this iteration of total
system performance. Any direct or indirect observations to better quantify the expected value
and its uncertainty should be used, although it is acknowledged that until underground
observations can be made of the undisturbed conditions the current uncertainty will remain. It
is foreseen that the preliminary site-scale unsaturated zone model should be the basis for the
representation of the geosphere in subsequent TSPAs.
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The conceptual understanding of how water moves through the unsaturated zone at Yucca
Mountain, in particular the potential role of episodic fracture flow, also should be improved
before initiating a future iteration of TSPA. Assumptions are made that appear to be justified
if the composite porosity model is applicable, but additional testing is required to determine the
validity of this assumption. This testing may include numerical "experiments" to determine the
relative importance of different conceptual representations on some surrogate of postclosure
performance. One may look at this testing as developing the justification or basis for the proper
level of abstraction of process modeling results for inclusion in the TSPA analyses.

In addition to the conceptual understanding of flow, there is a need to validate the representation
of radionuclide transport through the unsaturated zone. The simplified Kd approach has been
used to approximate the complex physical-chemical processes affecting transport of dissolved
species. This approximation, as well as the parameter ranges used, need to be justified by
detailed laboratory and field tests to be conducted as part of the site characterization program.
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6. ACRONYM,..S AND ABBREVIA_ONS

APD areal power density
BWR boiling water reactor
CCDF complementary cumulative distribution function
CDF cumulative density function
DHLW defense high-level waste
DOE U.S. Department of Energy
EBS Engineered Barrier System
ECM equivalent continuum model
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
EPRI Electric Power Research Institute

HLW high-level waste
LLNL Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
Los Alamos Los Alamos National Laboratory
M&O Civilian Radioactive Waste Management System Management and

Operating Contractor
MTHM metric tons of heavy metal
MTIHM metric tons of initial heavy metal
MTU metric tons of uranium

NAS National Academy of Sciences
NRC U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
PDF probability density function
PNL Pacific Northwest Laboratory
PWR pressurized-water reactor
RIP Repository Integration Program
SCP Site Characterization Plan
SNL Sandia National Laboratories

TSPA Total System Performance Assessment
USGS U.S.GeologicalSurvey
YMP YuccaMountainSiteCharacterizationProject
YMPO Yucca Mountain Site Characterization Project Office
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_ODUCTION

The U.S. Departmentof Energy is currentlyinvestigating the suitability of Yucca Mountain,
Nevada, as a potential repositoryfor the nation's spent nuclearfuel and high-level radioactive
waste. The wastes are expected to be emplaced within densely-welded, fracturedtuff units in
the unsaturatedzone, approximately300 m below land surfaceand 200 m above the watertable.
Heat generatedfrom radioactivedecay will initiateprocesses such as conductive andconvective
heat transfer,boiling and condensation,capillaryadsorptionandvaporpressurelowering, thermal
buoyancy driven vapor flow, etc., all of which can alterthe distributionand movement of heat
and/or water in the vicinity of the repository. Thus, flow and transportpredictions for the
geosphereduringthe postclosureperiod of the repository requirethe use of concepts and models
that are likely to be substantiallydifferent from those used to describe the ambientbehavior of
water-airflow in the unsaturatedzone.

Several modeling studies of heat transport and/or fluid flow induced by repository heating at
Yucca Mountain have been presented in the recent past. These include: numericalanalyses of
coupled heat and fluid flow processes at the repository scale (Pollock, 1986; Tsang and Pruess,
1987; Nitao, 1988; Buscheck and Nitao, 1992; Pruess and Tsang, 1993; Buscheck and Nitao,
1993), as well as near- and far-field temperaturepredictions via space-time superpositionsof
conduction-only analytical solutions (Ryder, 1993). Recent studies of hyclrothermaleffects at
Yucca Mountainhave reliedon simplified axisymmetricmodels which treatthe entirerepository
as a single, smearedheat source (Buscheckand Nitao, 1992;Pruessand Tsang, 1993; Buscheck
and Nitao, 1993). Such a representation of repository heating, which ignores the spatial
heterogeneity in thermal loading due to the access drifts and defense high-level wastes with
negligible heat generation, has been shown to overpredict the temporal persistence of thermal
effects (Ryder, 1993).

Although thermohydrologicmodels are useful for predicting the response of the geosphere to
waste emplacement, a total system performance assessment (TSPA) exercise to demonstrate
compliance with regulatory requirements must also consider the performance of the waste
package and other engineeredbarriersdue to all significant events and processes. The overall
complexity of such an assessment, often carriedout in a probabilisticframework,precludes the
use of detailed process models for predicting the behavior of subsystems such as the waste
package and/or the geosphere. Analyses of total system performance thus require simplified
descriptionsand/or abstractionsof individualsubsystembehaviorto be developedas the firststep
from detailed calculationsusing lower-level process models.

Previous iterationsof TSPA for the Yucca Mountainsite have either ignored the impact of
thermal effects on total system performance (Barnard and Dockery, 1991), or bave used a
simplistic attenuationmodel to represent repository dryoutdue to waste heat and the subsequent
delay in the onset of water flow past the waste packages (Barnardet al., 1992; INTERA,Inc.,
1993). The Civilian Radioactive Waste Management System Management and Operating
Contractor's (M&O)currentexercise for T_;PAat Yucca Mountainseeks to improveupon these
studies by incorporatingthermaldependencieson waste packagefailure and radionucliderelease
from the engineered barriers. This requires that functional relationshipsbetween thermal load
and temperature,aqueousflux, gaseous'flux, liquid saturationand relative humiditybe abstracted
from detailed calculations of coupled heat and fluid flow in the geosphere. Such a numerical
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model, which is essentially similar to that presented by Buscheck and Nitao (1993), but
customized to the scale of a typical waste-emplacement panel, is described in this appendix.

MODEL DES(_RI_ON

Computational Tool

The computational tool used in this study for modeling panel-scale thermohydrologic behavior
is V-TOUGH (Nitao, 1989), which is capable of simulating coupled multidimensional transport
of water, vapor, air and heat in porous and fractured media. V-TOUGH can take into account:
(i) fluid flow in both liquid and gas phases under pressure, viscous and gravity fo_'ces,
(ii) capillary and phase adsorption for the liquid phase, (iii) vapor pressure lowering due to
capillary effects, (iv) binary diffusion in the gas phase, and (v) heat transport due to conduction,
convection and binary diffusion. V-TOUGH is Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory's
(LLNL) enhanced and vectorized version of the widely-used TOUGH code (Pruess, 1987).

Model .Geometry

Figure A-1 shows the location of the individual waste-emplacement panels within the potential
repository area at Yucca Mountain. The nine numbered panels identified therein represent the
locations of the waste package/engineered barrier system, as well as the origins of the one-
dimensional pathways for aqueous and gaseous transport in the geosphere. As depicted by the
cross section in Figure A-2, a typical panel is assumed to contain spent fuel assemblies in the
middle, surrounded by defense high-level wastes, with access drifts forming an outer shell around
the wastes. The corresponding dimensions represent average values for waste emplacement areas
and operational areas (i.e., drifts) for the nine panels shown in Figure A-1. For computational
convenience, the rectangular cross section of a typical panel is converted into an equivalent
circular cross section, as also shown in Figure A-3. This process preserves the relative
proportions of the area occupied by spent fuel, defense wastes and access drifts.

Assuming that an axisymmetric (r-z) model with the circular cross section of Figure A-3 can
adequately represent panel-scale hydrothermal behavior implies that a panel does not interact with
other panels or with the surrounding rock body. Figure A-1 suggests that this is a reasonable
simplification for the panel-panel interfaces, where no-flow conditions for both heat and fluid
flow can be invoked for symmetry reasons. Use of a no-flux boundary condition for the panel-
rock interface, on the other hand, would not allow heat to dissipate into the host rock, nor would
condensate shedding (from the panel into the surrounding rock) be allowed to occur. Although
not realistic, such an assumption is expected to have only a minor impact on fluid saturation and
temperature distributions within the panel. This has been conf'Lrmedby comparing to repository-
scale analyses by Buscheck and Nitao (1993).

Strati_ravhv.and Hvdrogeologic/Thermal Properties

The stratigraphy and parametrization used to describe the unsaturated zone at the panel scale are
similar to those used by Buscheck and Nitao (1993), and are based on data from Klavetter and
Peters (1986). The unsaturated zone consists of e series of variably fractured and variably
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welded tuffaceous rock units, with matrix and fracture hydraulic properties as given in Table A-1.
The choice of an axisymmetric model geometry for computational convenience prevents the
observed tilting of the various stratigraphic units to be taken into account. Thermal rock
properties correspond to those given in Version 4 of the Reference Information Base (DOE,
1991).

Table A-1. Matrix and Fracture Hydraulic Properties

van Genuchten (1980)
Unit Thickness Permeability Porosity Parameters
Name (m) (m2) (-)

¢_(Pa"1) _ (-) Sr (')

,, ,..... ,,,,, ,,, ,,,, , ,

TCw 29.3 9.70E- 19 0.08 8.40E-7 1.558 0.002

PTn 38.1 3.90E-14 0.04 1.53E-6 6.873 0.100
, ,,, , ,, ,, ,

TSw 1 130.1 1.90E- 18 0.11 5.80E-7 1.798 0.080

TSw2 143.2 1.90E-18 0.11 5.80E-7 1.798 0.080
,,,,,,, , , ,

Repo 4.6 1.90E- 18 0.11 5.80E-7 1.798 0.080
,,, , ,,,, L ,

TSw2 41.9 1.90E- 18 0.11 5.80E-7 1.798 0.080
,o,

TSw3 15.8 1.50E-19 0.07 4.51E-7 2.058 0.080

CHnlv 4.6 2.70E-14 0.46 1.64E-6 3.872 0.041
, , ,, ,,

CHnlz 131.7 2.00E- 18 0.28 3.15E-7 1.602 0.110
, , ,,,

PPw 298.7 4.50E- 16 0.24 1.44E-6 2.639 0.066

Fractures -- 8.33E- 10 3.33E-4 1.315E-3 4.230 0.0395
,,, ........ ,, ,,, , ,,

The hydraulic properties given above for the various units correspond to those of the matrix only.
Fracture properties are taken to be the same for all rock types, and are calculated assuming three
100 lan fractures to occur per meter of rock (Buscheck and Nitao, 1992). The bulk absolute
permeability, defined as the porosity-weighted permeability of the fracture and the matrix, is
computed to be approximately 2.8E-13 m 2 (280 millidarcies) for all units.

Equivalent Continuum Model

The paucity of data on geometric/hydraulic characteristics of fractures at Yucca Mountain, as well
as the computational complexity associated with modeling hydrothermal behavior in a discrete
fracture network, necessitates the use of an equivalent continuum model (ECM) (Pruess et al.,
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1985). The ECM formulation assumes capillary pressure and thermal equilibrium between the
fractures and the matrix, which allows equivalent continuum properties to be derived by volume
averaging fracture and matrix characteristics. The assumption of capillary pressure continuity
implies that for most cases of fracture density and permeability, the fractures will be dry as long
as the matrix is not close to full liquid saturation. In other words, the ECM forces liquid
movement to occur primarily within the matrix and to be controlled by the matrix permeability,
whereas air/vapor movement takes place primarily in the fractures and is controlled by the
fracture permeability.

Discretization

As indicated earlier, the model developed in this study treats a typical panel as an equivalent
right circular cylinder in two-dimensional axisymmetric geometry. The vertical discretization is
based on the Klavetter and Peters (1986) stratigraphy and includes approximately 1 km of the
saturated zone. The nine stratigraphic units are discretized into 42 layers with thickness ranging
from 4.6 m at the repository horizon to --200 m at the bottom of the model. Areally, the model
domain is divided into eight concentric rings of equal cross-sectional area. At the repository
horizon, the inner six rings are assumed to contain the spent-fuel assemblies, the seventh ring is
assumed to contain the defense high-level wastes, and the last ring is taken to represent the drifts.

ThermalLoading

Because heat generation from the defense wastes is negligible compared to that from the spent
fuel, the outer two rings at the repository horizon (i.e., 25 percent of the panel area) are taken
to be unheated at all times. Thermal characteristics of the emplaced spent fuel assemblies are
computed assuming "youngest fuel first" for 10-year out-of-core waste with a 22:41 mix of
boiling water reactor (BWR) and pressurized-water reactor (PWR), which results in an average
age of 23 years, a burnup of 39 GWd/MTU and an initial heat output of 1.05 kW/MTU (see
Appendix D). The thermal decay curve for this blended fuel is shown in Figure A-4. The
emplaced quantity, average age and burnup values for the BWR and PWR assemblies are given
in Table A-2.

Table A-2. Characteristics of Emplaced Spent Fuel

i II, , ,,, ,,

Amount (103 MTU) 22.25 40.75
, ,,, ,|| ,, ,,,

Average age (yr) 23.5 22.5

Burnup (GWd/MTU) 32.2 42.2
,,, ,,

[Note: These are slightly different than those presented by King in Appendix D.]
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Initial Conditions

Initial conditions for the panel-scale model are calculated with V-TOUGH assuming capillary-
gravity equilibrium for the anticipated geothermal gradient under zero net surficial infiltration.
Since all flows are expected to be vertical for these conditions, a two-step initialization is carried
out with a one-dimensional model having the same vertical diseretization/parametrization as the
full two-dimensional axisymmetric model. Following the approach taken by Pruess and Tsang
(1993), the pressure-temperature equilibrium is fast established for the zero permeability ease.
In the second step, the full two-phase flow problem is solved for the appropriate values of
permeabilities. The resulting steady-state vertical saturation profile, shown in Figure A-5, is
found to be essentially identical to the results from Buseheck and Nitao (1993) for the zero net
infiltration case.

Boundary Conditions

For the steady-state calculations of initial conditions described above (as well as for the
subsequent transient simulations under thermal loading) the boundary conditions are set as
follows. The lateral boundaries are taken to be closed for both heat and fluid flow. The upper
boundary is assigned constant pressure (0.86 atm) and constant temperature (13°C) conditions
representative of the atmospheric contact. The lower boundary, located 1 km into the saturated
zone, is taken to be at a constant temperature of 53°C and a constant pressure of 15 atm.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

SimulationScenarios

Beginning from the initial conditions described previously, thermohydrologic behavior for the
waste-emplacement panel is simulated over a 100,000 year time period for areal power densities
(APD) of 70.4, 141, and 282 kW/ha (28.5, 57 and 114 kW/acre). Performance measures of
interest are temperature and liquid saturation in each of the eight concentric rings as a function
of time. In what follows, time histories for these variables are provided at three spatial locations:
(i) at the center of the panel, r = 72 m; (ii) at the edge of the heated area of the panel, r = 336 m;
and (iii) at the edge of the panel (i.e., r = 393 m). The temperature history provides a baseline
for determining thermal dependencies in corrosion-related pr'xameters and flow/transport
coefficients. The saturation history serves to establish the presence or absence of liquid water
in the pore spaces as affected by thermal loading, and its impact on the onset of aqueous
corrosion. For TSPA purposes, the temporal evolution in liquid saturation and temperature in
the inner six rings (i.e., the area containing the heat-generating waste) have been provided in
tabular form.

Model Results

Figure A-6 shows temporal variations in temperature and saturation for the 28.5 kW/acre APD
case. In this and all subsequent figures, the time axis is plotted on a logarithmic scale so as to
accentuate early-time effects during which temperatures first build up rapidly to a maximum and
then show a gradual decline to ambient conditions. No part of the modeled domain is predicted
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to experience above-boiling temperatures, with the temperature at the center of the panel peaking
only at 70°C. As expected, saturation changes from the ambient are negligible everywhere within
the panel.

Temperature and liquid saturation histories for the 57 kW/acre APD case are given in Figure A-7.
The temperature at the center of the panel is shown to peak at -110°C, cooling down to below-
boiling conditions after 1,000 years. Corresponding liquid saturation levels are reduced to
approximately 10 percent over a similar (i.e., 1,000 year) time period. Although temperatures
at the edge of the heated area, as well as at the edge of the panel, do show increases to 70°-80°C,
only minor changes in saturation from ambient conditions are indicated there.

Temperature and saturation histories for the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) APD case are presented
in Figure A-8. For the 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre) APD case, the nominal boiling point (96°C)
is seen to be exceeded everywhere within the panel, at least for some period of time. The
temperature reaches a maximum of ~18°C at the center of the panel, and stays above boiling for
approximately 8,000 years. The edge of the heated area peaks at ~130°C and remains under
above-boiling conditions for over 5,000 years. The edge of the panel exceeds the nominal
boiling point only around 500 years and stays in that condition for 2,000 years.

As shown in Figure A-8, complete dryout (i.e., zero liquid saturation conditions) is predicted to
occur only at the center of the panel for-1000 years, even though above-boiling temperature
conditions prevail for substantially longer periods of time. This effect is caused by vapor-
pressure lowering (and the associated increase in boiling point) due to capillarity in an
unsaturated medium. Vapor-pressure lowering effects also have an effect at the edge of the
heated area in the panel, where liquid saturation drops to only 5 percent despite temperatures that
reach ~130°C. Partial dryout conditions are also predicted at the edge of the panel.

Discussion

Although the numerical model used here to simulate panel-scale hydrothermal response is
essentially similar to that used by Buscheck and Nitao (1993) for simulating repository-scale
thermohydrologic performance, the interpretation of model results is somewhat different than that
presented in the LLNL study. This difference is primarily due to the emphasis on using
temperature as the key performance measure in Buscheck and Nitao (1993) as compared to the
use of both temperature and saturation as performance measures in this study. Some insights
gained in this process, as demonstrated in Figures A-6 through A-8, are summarized below:

• The thermal load influences the extent to which the boiling point is increased from the
nominal value of 96°C due to vapor-pressure lowering effects.

• The period during which complete dryout occurs is much shorter than the period
corresponding to above-boiling temperatures (i.e., T >96°C).

• Using 96°C as the threshold for liquid disappearance due to vaporization (and liquid
reappearance due to condensation) tends to increase the predicted duration of extended-
dry conditions at the repository horizon.
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Thus, temperature-based predictions of the spatial and temporal persistence of rock dryout
generated from thermohydrologic simulations (Buscheck and Nitao, 1992; Buscheck and Nitao,
1993) (or from conduction-only model calculations [Ryder, 1993]) will be enhanced. The
important implication here is that the waste packages will be predicted to be dry for a longer
period of time than will actually be the case.

Far-field results represent averages over several meters, and do not necessarily reflect temperature
and saturation conditions locally in the vicinity of waste packages. Appendix B describes a
simplified methodology for converting far-field temperatures into waste-package surface (and drift
wall) temperatures assuming no change in hydrologic conditions. The lack of a similar procedure
for predicting near-field saturation is an important limitation for the current TSPA exercise.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

A two-dimensional axisymmetric (r-z) model has been developed to provide thermohydrologic
input for the current iteration of TSPA at Yucca Mountain. The model uses a series of
concentric rings to represent spent-fuel emplaced areas, regions containing defense high-level
wastes with negligible heat generation, and the unheated drift regions in a typical waste-
emplacement panel. Using a vertical stratigraphy similar to that used by Buscheck and Nitao
(1993), and beginning from capillary-gravity-thermal equilibrium conditions, hydrothermal
behavior at the panel scale is simulated with V-TOUGH for thermal loads of 70.4, 141, and
282 kWPaa(28.5, 57 and 114 kW/acre). Temperature and saturation histories calculated for each
of the rings are used in the TSPA calculations to define thermal dependencies of various
mechanistic/phenomenological coefficients, and also to determine the onset aqueous corrosion.

Simplified models such as the one described in this appendix are useful tools for understanding
the coupling between heat and fluid flow due to thermal loading, as well as for developing
methodologies to incorporate thermal effects in the TSPA process. However, several caveats
remain with respect to the representativeness of such models, viz: (i) demonstration of the
validity (or lack thereof) of the ECM assumption for various combinations of fracture properties
and thermal loads, (ii) uncertainty in characterizing the spatial distribution and connectivity of
permeable fractures, (iii) inconsistency in using far-field model results to predict near-field
(waste-package scale) hydrologic conditions, and (iv) the importance of a finite surficial
percolation flux on near- and far-field hydrothermal regimes. These questions should be
addressed prior to the abstraction of hydrothermal model results for future TSPA exercises.
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Figure A-5. Steady-State Saturation Profile Calculated Along the Vertical for Zero Net
Surficial Infiltration Conditions
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INTRODUCTION

The simulation of waste package containment and release requires information about the near-

field environment conditions. The Civilian Radioactive Waste Management System Managing

and Operating Contractor's (M&O) current exercise for Total System Performance Assessment

(TSPA) at Yucca Mountain (TSPA 1993), uses the Repository Integration Program (RIP) code

(Golder Associates Inc. 1993) as the computational model. The RIP code assumes that most

important near-field parameters are the moisture content and temperature conditions. The

temperature conditions at the edge of each waste package (as a function of time) are explicitly

included in RIP to determine the time at which waste packages rewet after a thermal period. The

near-field thermal conditions are also needed as input to waste package models such as AREST

(Liebctrau et al., 1987) so that temperature-dependent effects are accounted for in the contain-

ment, waste form release and coupled transport models.

Much of the performance assessment modeling at Yucca Mountain has largely focused on

predicting far-field thermal conditions at ambient conditions as well as at different thermal

loadings. These studies rely upon simplified models which treat the entire repository as a single,

smeared heat source, and fail to provide accurate near-field thermal conditions and their

dependence on the waste emplacement characteristics. A method of determining the waste

package temperatures from the time history of the average repository temperature, is presented

in this appendix. The average repository temperatures are obtained from a subrepository scale

hydrothermal model developed by the M&O in support of TSPA 1993 (Mishra, 1993;

Appendix A). The subrepository scale calculations are performed for a single emplacement panel

that is defined as a rectangular area of 427 m by 937 m. For ease of computation, the

rectangular panel is represented as a circular disk of equal area, which is further divided into

eight concentric rings of equal cross-section area. At the repository horizon, the inner six rings

are assumed to contain the heat sources, with the outer two rings taken to be unheated. The

repository temperature distributions are calculated for zero net recharge under conditions of

capillary-gravity equilibrium with the existing geothermal gradient.

The far-field thermal calculations for TSPA 1993 are carded out for different values of areal

power densities (APD) and the resulting average repository temperatures are assumed to be

independent of the waste emplacement mode (vertical borehole or horizontal in-drift), waste

package spacing in the emplacement drift, waste package capacities, and sizes of the

emplacement drifts or boreholes. Using these average repository temperatures as the boundary

conditions for the waste package scale analysis, the near-field thermal profiles are generated as

a function of waste emplacement parameters such as drift spacing, waste package spacing and

the waste package capacities.
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MODEL DESCRIPTION

The following analysis describes a thermal model that has been developed to calculate the waste

package temperatures as a function of time, using the average repository temperatures obtained

from subrepository scale hydrothermal analysis as input. This model is applicable for in-drift

emplacement mode, and it also accounts for the effects of backfilling the drift. The modeled

region considered in these simulations consists of a single, infinitely long emplacement drift,

surrounded by the host rock. The analysis is carried out in a one-dimensional radial coordinate

system (Figure B-l). It is assumed that the average repository temperature is the temperature

of the host rock at a distance of 5 m from the drift wall. Thus, the waste packages only perceive

the 5-m temperatures as the surrounding environment, and are not affected by the surrounding

drifts. This implies that the drift spacing cannot be considered as a direct parameter in the

following analysis for near-field thermal model.

The main processes included in this model are radiation heat transport from the waste package

surface to the drift wall and conductive heat transport into the host rock. Moisture effects and

convective heat transport in the near field are not included in the present model. The resulting

governing equation that describes the variation of host rock temperatures as a function of time,
can be written as:

_Th kh _r OTh] (B-l)
=-70rl

with the following initial and boundary conditions:

Th(r,0) = T_; R_<r_(5+Rd) (B-2)

, IOTh) . (B-3)

8 ¢_FnA._ (r; (t)-r; (Ra.t)) f -khAh__. , t>O

Th(5+Rd, t) = T,.p(t) ; t>O (B-4)
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where

Th(r,t) = Temperature distribution in the host rock at time t

T(t) = Temperature of the waste package at time t
T_ = Initial temperature of the host rock as set by geothermal gradient

Tr,p(t) = Average repository temperatures obtained the subrepository
scale hydrothermal analysis

P h = Average density of the host rock

Cph = Average specific heat of the host rock
kh = Thermal conductivity of the host rock
e = Emissivity of the waste package
a = Stefan-Boltzmann constant

R d = Drift radius

F12 = View factor between the waste package and the drift wall

The boundary condition given by equation (B-3) is an interfacial heat flux condition written at

the drift wall corresponding to a drift without backfill. It is obtained by equating the radiative

heat transfer rate from the waste package to the conductive heat transfer rate into the host rock

at the drift wall location. The surface areas A_p and Ah correspond to the waste package surface
area and the surface area of drift wall in a unit cell as shown in Figure B-1. The second

boundary condition at a radial distance of 5 m from the drift wall results from the assumption

that the host rock temperature at that location is equal to the average repository temperature

obtained from subrepository scale hydrothermal analysis. When the drift is backfilled, the

interfacial boundary condition at the drift wall should be modified by equating the conductive

heat transfer rates in the backfill and host rock, as:

where

Tb(r,t) = Temperature distribution in the backfill

kb = Thermal conductivity of the backfill

Similarly, the governing equation that describes the variation of the waste package temperature
with time can be written as:
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p,,pc_p _ = q(t) -e. a (T_p- T_(Rd,t)) (B-6)

with the following initial condition:

T_p(0) = T_ t---O (B-7)

where

p_ = Average density of the waste package

cp_ = Avearge specific heat of the waste package
q(t) = Volumetric heat generation in the waste package

In writing equation (B-6), it is assumed that the waste package has a uniform temperature profile.

However, due to the heat generation within the waste package, a parabolic temperature profile

develops within the waste package, with maximum temperature at the center of the waste

package. The heat generation rate (q(t)) in the waste package as a function of time, is calculated

from the thermal characteristics of the fuel (in terms of W/MTU), and the number of fuel

assemblies in the waste package. The waste package temperatures calculated by the above

analysis are assumed to be valid at the waste package surface and the interior temperatures of

the waste package at the centedine are determined using the following method. The temperature

distribution in a long, solid cylinder with uniform internal heat generation rate is given by:

r2]q(t)4kr2v[1-7_T.(r) = L +

Thus, the centerline waste package temperature and the waste package surface temperature can

be determined, which are the maximum and minimum temperatures within the waste package.

A representative average value for the waste package temperature can be determined by

volumetrically averaging the above temperature distribution using the following def'mition:

T_m = 4x£ s" T_v(r)rdr (B-9)V
wp

Rock thermal characteristics were obtained for the middle Topopah Spring unit (TSw2) of the

Paintbrush welded tuff from the Reference Information Base. Thermal properties of the waste

form and container materials were obtained from the waste package design group (Table B-l,
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Balmey and Doering, 1993). Waste packages are assumed to be loaded with ten-year out-of-core

fuel with a burnup rate of 45 GWd/MTU.

RESULTS

In this work, waste package temperatures are calculated for three AIDs of 70.4, 141, and

282 kW/ha (28.5, 57 and 114 kW/acre). For each of these power densities, average repository

temperatures of the six rings with heat sources are provided as input from the subrepository scale

analysis. These average repository temperatures in the six rings as a function of time after waste

emplacement are shown in Figures B-2 to B-4. It can be seen from these data that the average

repository temperatures increase to a peak value in the initial period of 100 years and begin to

decrease in the following periods. For a given areal power density, the highest repository

temperatures are observed in Ring 1 and temperatures are found to reduce in the subsequent outer

tings.

The near-field temperature conditions are determined using the analysis described in the previous

section for various average repository temperature histories. For a given repository temperature

history, the very near-field (waste package or drift scale) thermal conditions are dependent upon

the choice of drift diameter, waste package spacing, waste package geometry, and the number

of fuel assemblies placed in the waste package. The effect of each of these parameters on the

near-field thermal conditions in discussed in this section. Figures B-5 to B-10 show the near-

field temperatures as a function of time after waste emplacement. The plots are provided for the

three APDs considered in this work, and for rings with the highest and lowest temperature

histories. The results are obtained for a drift diameter of 7 m (23 ft), waste package spacing of

8 m, and 21 PWR fuel assemblies placed in the waste package. Each plot shows temporal

variation of the drift wall temperature, waste package centerline temperature, waste package

surface temperature and the volume averaged waste package temperature.

The following observations can be made from the data presented in Figures B-5 to B-10.

Temperatures of the waste packages increase steadily following the waste emplacement and peak

temperatures are observed within the first 10 years. The difference between the waste package

temperatures and the repository temperatures is the greatest at the initial time and decreases

steadily with time. This can be attributed to the heat generation profiles of the emplaced waste

(i.e., heat generation rate is the highest at the time of emplacement which would require a

maximum temperature gradient between the waste package and the surroundin_ host rock in order

to dissipate the heat). Thus, the excess heat generated within the package that cannot be

transferred into the host rock will increase the waste package temperature. As the heat generated

in the waste package decreases with time, smaller temperature gradients are sufficient to transfer

heat and the waste package temperatures begin to reduce. It can be noted that the time at which
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peak repository temperature occurs may not coincide with the time of peak waste package

temperature. Typically, waste package temperatures peak much earlier than repository

temperatures and the difference between these temperatures diminishes to less than 50°C within

100 years after waste emplacement. As the AID increases, the peak waste package temperature

increases and the time taken to reach this peak value also increases.

The results presented in Figures B-5 to B-10 correspond to the case of in-drift emplacement

mode with no backfill, where radiation heat transfer is the predominant mode of heat transport

between the waste package and the host rock boundary. The effect of backfilling the drift after

waste emplacement, on the near-field thermal conditions, can be seen in Figures B-11 to B-14.

The results in these figures are shown for Rings 1 and 6, and for two APDs of 70.4 and

282 kW/ha (28.5 and 114 kW/acre). The backfill material is assumed to be noncompacted

crushed tuff. The porosity of this backfill is assumed to be 60 percent. The presence of backfill

in the drift has the following effects on the near-field thermal conditions. The temperatures of

waste packages placed in a backfilled drift are much higher than the corresponding case with no

backfill. This is due to the fact that larger thermal gradients are required to transfer the heat

through the backfill where conductive heat transfer is the predominant heat transport mode. Peak

waste package temperatures occur at earlier time levels when the drift is backfilled, and the

difference between waste package temperature and the repository temperature reduces to less than

50°C about 1,000 years after waste emplacement.

The sensitivity of the near-field thermal conditions to the waste emplacement parameters such

as drift diameter and waste package spacing has also been analyzed using the present thermal

model. The results are presented for the case in which maximum repository temperatures are

observed (i.e., for an APD of 282 kW/ha (114 kW/acre and for Ring 1. Three drift diameters

of 7 m (23 ft), 5.5 m (18 ft), and 4.6 m (15 ft) are chosen for sensitivity analysis. The number

of fuel assemblies in the waste package is taken to be 21 and the waste package spacing of 8 m

is chosen. Results of time variation in waste package temperatures as a function of drift

diameter, with and without backfill, are shown in Figures B-15 and B-16. It is interesting to note

that increasing drift diameters have opposite effects on the near-field thermal conditions

depending on whether the drift is baekf'dled or not. In the absence of backfill, increasing drift

diameters tend to reduce the waste package temperatures. With increasing drift diameter higher

surface areas are available for radiation heat transfer from the waste package as well as for

conduction heat transport into the host rock and lesser thermal gradients are created in the near

field. However, when the drift is back.filled, the most significant resistance to the heat transport

from the waste package is due to the conduction through the backfill. When the drift diameter

is increased, the effective distance through which conduction has to take place in the backfill

increases, thus giving rise to higher waste package temperatures. Also, the sensitivity of the near-

field temperatures to the drift diameter is greater in the case of backfilled drifts.
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The effect of waste package spacing on the waste package temperatures is shown in Figures B-17

and B-18, in which three waste package spacings of 5 m, 8 m and 10 m are considered. These

results correspond to a drift diameter of 7 m (23 ft) and 21 fuel assemblies are assumed in the

waste package. Increasing the waste package spacing results in lower waste package

temperatures independent of the presence of backfiU. Higher waste package spacing results in

increased surface area of the drift wall through which heat can be conducted into the host rock,

within each unit cell. Waste package temperatures are found to be more sensitive to waste

package spacing when the drift is backfilled.

SUMMARY

A thermal model is presented to determine the near-field temperatures using the average

repository temperatures obtained from a subrepository scale hydrothermal model. The effects of

waste emplacement characteristics such as drift diameter, waste package spacing, number of fuel

assemblies and the backfill are incorporated into this model. Waste package temperatures are

calculated for three different APDs and for various waste emplacement configurations. The

results indicated that significant difference can exist between the waste package temperature and

average repository temperature within the initial period of 100 years. When the drift is

backfilled, the observed waste package temperatures are much higher, and they differ

considerably from the repository temperature for as long as 1,000 years. The time at which a

peak in the waste packa "-_,temperature occurs does not coincide with the peak repository

temperature.

The near-field thermal conditions are found to be more sensitive to the waste package spacing

and drift diameter in the cases where the drifts are backfilled. Increasing the drift diameter is

found to produce opposite effects on the near-field thermal conditions, depending on whether the
drifts are backfilled or not.
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(C = center; av = average; S = surface)
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Figure B-10. Temperatures in the Near Field as a Function of Time
(21 PWR assemblies per package, 7 m drift diameter, 8 rn waste package spacing)

(C = center; av = average; S = surface)
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Figure B- 11. Temperatures in the Near Field as a Function of Time
(21 PWR assemblies per package, 7 m drift diameter, 8 m waste package spacing)

(C = center; av = average; S = surface)
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Figure B-12. Temperatures in the Near Field as a Function of Time
(21 PWR assemblies per package, 7 m drift diameter, 8 m waste package spacing)

(C = center; av = average; S = surface)
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Figure B-17. Sensitivity of Average Waste Package Temperatures
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INTRODUCTION

An important component in any assessment of the release of radionuclides to the accessible
environment is the definition of the initial inventory available for alteration/dissolution and
transport. While one might expect that the inventory of the spent fuel and high-level defense
waste that may ultimately be disposed at a potential repository should be fairly well quantified,
there are many factors which will affect the actual inventory at receipt which cause the initial
inventory to be uncertain. In addition, performance assessment calculations generally do not
consider the entire inventory because a large fraction of the total radionuclide constituents either
have such short half-lives or low inventories to be of no consequence over the time periods of
interest (although they may be significant for assessments of preclosure occupational and public
safety). The rationale for and the determination of the inventory used in TSPA 1993 are
documented in the discussion which follows.

The approach taken to determine the initial inventory for use in TSPA 1993 consisted of the
following steps:

1. Determine the pressurized-water reactor (PWR), boiling water reactor (BWR), and
defense high-level waste (DHLW) inventories for all radionuclides from the
Characteristic Data Base (CDB) (Oak Ridge National Laboratory, 1992).

2. Determine the weighted average spent fuel inventory for the average burnups, averaged
fuel ages out of reactor, and relative amounts of PWR and BWR fuel.

3. Conduct screening of the total inventory based on the potential contribution of each
radionuclide normalized to the 40 CFR 191 Table 1 values to release over time periods
from 1,000 to 1,000,000 years.

4. Conduct screening based on the potential contribution of each radionuclide to the
average annual whole body dose over time periods from 1,000 to 1,000,000 years.

5. Compare the results of both screening methods to determine the appropriate inventory.

The fundamental source of information on the physical and radiological properties of the
radioactive wastes that may be accepted by U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) for emplacement
in a high-level waste repository is the CDB. The CDB serves as the official source of
information for the characterization of those mate_q,als that will (or may) become the
responsibility of Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management. The radiological character-
istics are derived from radioactive isotopes created in the reactors from either nuclear fission
(fission products), activation of lighter isotopes (activation products), or neutron capture by the
heavy metals (actinides). Calculation of the quantities of each radionuclide present as a function
of fuel enrichment, bumup and age for various kinds of spent fuel (PWR and BWR) are
determined with the ORIGEN2 code (Croft, 1983). The basic function of ORIGEN2 is to

quantify the generation of individual nuclides resulting from neutron-induced fission, neutron
capture, or other transmutation reactions and the depletion (and concurrent buildup) of nuclides
resulting from natural decay processes. Although ORIGEN2 contains approximately
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1,400 radionuclides, 194 radionuclides remain in the 30-year CDB inventory. These radio-
nuclides are indicatedin Table C-1.

The current plans for disposal of commerciaily-generatedand DHLW consist of accepting
63,000 metric tons of initial heavy metal (MTIHM)of spent fuel and 7,000 MTIHMof DHLW.
Based on currentbest estimatesof repositoryreceipt schedulesand fuel enrichments,it has been
estimatedby King (1993; see Appendix D) that the spent fuel would consist of 40,747 MTIHM
of PWR fuel with an averageburnupof 42.3 GWd/MTIHMand 22,253 MTIHMof BWR fuel
with an averageburnupof 32.25 GWd/MTIHM. In both cases, it is assumedthat the fuel is
30 years out-of-reactorat the time of disposal. The DHLW is assumed to be contained within
14,000 containers(i.e., 0.5 HM per container)which are proportionatelyderived from the
total inventories at West Valley, Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Savannah River
Laboratory, and Hanford.

The first screening method used the inventory of the 63,000 MTIHM of spent fuel at times
ranging from 1,000 to 1,000,000 years determined from the CDB, and normalized each
inventoriesactivity (in Curies/MTIHM)by the releaselimits specified in Table 1 of 40 CFR 191.
Although it must be acknowledged that these release limits may not be the best indicators of
relativeperformancebecause they applyto cumulativereleases at the accessible environmentover
10,000-year time periods, they provide a useful comparisonto assure that the most significant
potential contributorsto releaseare identified. By examiningtime periods up to 1,000,000 years,
we are approximatingthe effects of arrival time delay due to a combination of waste package
lifetime and retarded radionuclidetransport in the geosphere. Table C-2 presents the principal
radionuclidespotentially contributingto the U.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency (EPA) sum.
If one were to consider those radionuclides contributing at least some fraction of the total
potential releaseover the time periods of interest as relevant for incorporationin the TSPA 1993
inventory, then one could determine a representative inventory. If one considered a cut-off of
10.6of the total release normalized by the EPATable 1 values as well as the parentsof daughters
which contributeto at least 10"_of the potential release, then 86 radionuclideswould remain in
the inventory.

The second screeningmethod also used the inventoryof the 63,000 MTIHMof spent fuel and
employed a simple spreadsheetrelease, dilution, and ingestion model to determinethe potential
contributionof each radionuclideto the individualdose over time periods up to 1,000,000 years.
Startingwith the CDB-derived inventories of all radionuclides,the waste form was assumed to
alter at 10.5of the total inventory per year. Eachelement was assumed to dissolve in water at
the reasonable solubilitiesbased primarilyon the WISP analyses (NAS, 1983). The advective
release of each radionuclidefrom the repository was assumed using a percolation flux of 0.1
mm/yrand a cross-sectional area of all waste packagesof 33,000 m2. The released radionuclides
were then mixed in the saturatedzone with a lateralflow of 104m3/yr. The dilutedradionuclides
were then assumed to be ingested by drinking700 l/yr of the water derived from the saturated
zone aquifer. The ingested dose was then determinedby using the maximum dose conversion
factorsfrom a numberof publishedsources (Eckerman, 1988; DOE, 1988; Dunning, 1981). The
fractionalcontributionof each radionuclideto the total individualdose was then determined. All
radionuclidescontributingto 99.999 percent of the potential total dose at any time ranging from
1,000 to 1,000,000 years (or the parents of daughters which contribute at least 10.s to the
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potential total dose) are then retained in the inventory for use in TSPA 1993. The most
significant radionuclides resulting from using this screening method are tabulated in Tables C-3a
to C-3d for time periods of 1,000, 10,000, 100,000, and 1,000,000 years, respectively. A total
of 37 radionuclides meet this criterion.

In comparing the results of the two screening methods, it is not surprising that the same
radionuclides appear as the most significant on both lists. This perhaps reflects the similarity
between a population-dose based standard (which is fundamentally the basis for the EPA Table 1
values ) and an individual dose-based criterion. While one can always question the use of a
particular cut-off for delimiting the radionuclides to include in an assessment of total system
performance, we feel it is justified to include those which may potentially contribute to the
individual dose of an exposed population. As a result, we have chosen the 37 radionuclides
contributing 99.999 percent of the potential individual dose over any time period from 1,000 to
1,000,000 years. This assures us of including the long-lived radionuclides which may be
unimportant as far as the Table 1 release limits are concerned but which n_ay be significant
contributors to dose. The 37 radionuclides are tabulated in Table C-4 along with their 30-year
inventories. The corresponding DHLW inventories for the important dose-contributing
radionuclides are shown in Table C-5.
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Table C-1. RadionuclidesConsidered

H 3 Sn l19m Re 187 Th 234
Be 10 Sn 121m Re 188 Pa 231
C 14 Sn 123 Ir 192 Pa 233

Si 32 Sn 126 Pt 193 Pa 234
P 32 Sb 124 TI 206 Pa 234m
S 35 Sb 125 TI 207 U 232

CI 36 Sb 126 TI 208 U 233
Ar 39 Sb 126m T1 209 U 234

K 40 Te 123 Pb 204 U 235
Ca 41 Te 123m Pb 205 U 236
Ca 45 Te 125m Pb 209 U 237
Sc 46 Te 127 Pb 210 U 238
V 50 Te 127m Pb 211 U 240

Mn 54 I 129 Pb 212 Np 235
Fe 55 Cs 134 Pb 214 Np 236
Co 58 Cs 135 Bi 208 Np 237
Co 60 Cs 137 Bi 210 Np 238
Ni 59 Ba 137m Bi 210m Np 239
Ni 63 La 138 Bi 211 Np 240m
Zn 65 Ce 142 Bi 212 Pu 236
Se 79 Ce 144 Bi 213 Pu 238
Kr 81 Pr 144 Bi 214 Pu 239
Kr 85 Pr 144m Po 210 Pu 240
Rb 87 Nd 144 Po 211 Pu 241
Sr 90 Pm 146 Po 212 Pu 242
Y 90 Pm 147 Po 213 Pu 243
Y 91 Sm 146 Po 214 Pu 244

Zr 93 Sm 147 Po 215 Am 241
Zr 95 Sm 148 Po 216 Am 242
Nb 93m Sm 149 Po 218 Am 242m
Nb 94 Sm 151 At 217 Am 243
Nb 95 Eu 150 Rn 219 Am 244
Nb 95m Eu 152 Rn 220 Cm 242
Mo 93 Eu 154 Rn 222 Cm 243
Tc 98 Eu 155 Fr 221 Cm 244
Tc 99 Gd 152 Fr 223 Cm 245
Ru 106 Gd 153 Ra 223 Cm 246
Rh 102 Tb 160 Ra 224 Cm 247
Rh 106 Ho 166m Ra 225 Cm 248
Pd 107 Tm 170 Ra 226 Bk 249

Ag 108 Tm 171 Ra 228 Cf 249
Ag 108m Lu 176 Ac 225 Cf 250
Ag 109m Lu 177 Ac 227 Cf 251
Ag 110 Lu 177m Ac 228 Cf 252
Ag 110m Hf 175 Th 227 -
Cd 109 Hf 182 Th 228

Cd 113m Ta 182 Th 229
In 113m W 181 Th 230
In 115 W 185 Th 231
Sn 113 W 188 Th 232
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Table C-2

Inventory / EPA Limit

.....Decay 103 yrs .... DecaY"i0' yrs Decay l0 s yrs Decay ]06 yrs

Am241 1.09E+04 Pu239 2.86E+03 Pu239 2.18E+02 Th230 5.24E+01

Pu240 5.21E+03 Pu240 2.01E+03 Th230 1.42E+02 Th229 1.18E+01

Pu239 3.65E+03 Am243 1.11E+02 U234 2.14E+01 At217 1.18E+01

Am243 2.57E+02 U234 2.68E+01 Pu242 1.82E+01 Ac225 1.18E+01

U234 2.73E+01 Th230 2.31E+01 Np237 1.47E+01 Bi213 1.1BE+01

Np239 2.57E+01 Pu242 2.14E+01 Ra226 1.43E+01 Fr221 1.1BE+01

Pu238 2.21E+01 Np237 1.52E+01 Rn222 1.43E+01 U233 1.17E+01

Pu242 2.1BE+01 Np239 1.1IE+01 Po210 1.43E+01 1)o213 1.15E+01

C 14 1.32E+01 C 14 4.44E+00 Po218 1.43E+01 Np237 1.10E+01

Np237 1.30E+01 U236 3.99E+00 I)o214 1.43E+01 1)o218 5.25E+00

Cm245 3.95E+00 U238 3.15E+00 U233 5.28E+00 Ra226 5.25E+00

U238 3.14E+00 Zr93 2.57E+00 Th229 4.82E+00 Rn222 5.25E+00

U236 3.09E+00 Nb93m 2A4E+00 Ac225 4.82E+00 Po214 5.25E+00

Zr93 2.58E+00 Ni5_ 2.31E+00 At217 4.82E+00 1)o210 5.25E+00

Ni59 2.50E+00 Am241 1.90E+00 Fr221 4.82E+00 U234 4.59E+00

Nb93m 2.45E+00 Cm245 1.89E+00 Bi213 4.82E+00 U236 4.41E+00

Cm242 2.31E+00 Ra226 1.80E+00 Po213 4.72E+00 Pu242 3.63E+00

Th230 2.27E+00 Po210 1.80E+00 U236 4.53E+00 U238 3.15E+00

Tc99 1.51E+00 Rn222 1.80E+00 U238 3.15E+00 Zr93 1.64E+00

Pa233 1.30E+00 Po214 1.80E+00 Zr93 2.47E+00 Nb93m 1.56E+00

Sb126m 9.18E-01 1)o218 1.80E+00 Nb93m 2.34E+00 Ra225 1.1BE+00

Sn 126 9.1 BE-01 Pa233 1.52E+00 Pa233 1.47E+00 Pb209 1.1BE+00

Nb94 8.62E-01 Tc99 1.46E+00 Bi210 1.43E+00 Pa233 1.10E+00

Cm246 8.14E-01 Sb126ia 8.63E-01 Pb214 1.43E+00 Bi214 5.25E-01

Cs 135 5.67E-01 Sn 126 8.63E-01 Bi214 1.43E+00 Pb214 5.25E-01

Se79 4.75E-01 Nb94 6.34E-01 Pb210 1.43E+00 Pb210 5.24E-01

Pu241 3.95E-01 U233 6.22E-01 Tc99 1.09E+00 Bi210 5.24E-01

I129 3.72E-01 Cs135 5.66E-01 Ni59 1.06E+00 Cs135 4.20E-01

Th234 3.15E-01 Se79 4.31E-01 Cs135 5.51E-01 I129 3.56E-01

Pa234m 3.14E-01 1129 3.72E-01 Pb209 4.82E-01 Th234 3.15E-01

Am242m 2.81E-01 Pa234m 3.15E-01 Ra225 4.82E-01 Pa234m 3.15E-01

Am242 2.80E-01 Th234 3.15E-01 Sb126m 4.62E-01 Ra223 3.00E-01

Ni63 2.22E-01 Cm246 2.18E-01 Sn126 4.62E-01 Po215 3.00E-01

Sml51 2.14E-01 At217 2.14E-01 1129 3.71E-01 Rn219 3.00E-01

U235 1.71E-01 Th229 2.14E-01 Th234 3.15E-01 Pa231 3.00E-0 _

Pd 107 1.37E-01 Fr221 2.14E-01 Pa234m 3.15E-01 Bi211 3.00E-01

Sb126 1.29E-01 Ac225 2.14E-01 U235 2.93E-01 U235 3.00E-01

U233 4.28E-02 Bi213 2.14E-01 Bi211 2.40E-01 Th227 2.95E-01

Ra226 4.05E-02 Po213 2.09E-01 Ra223 2.40E-01 Pd 107 1.23E-01

Rn222 4.05E-02 U235 2.00E-01 Pa231 2.40E-01 Tc99 5.84E-02
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Table C-2

Inventory / EPA Limit

Po218 4.05E-02 Pu241 1.90E-Ol Po215 2.40E-01 Pb211 3.C9E-02

Po210 4.05E-02 Bi214 1.80E-01 Rn219 2.40E-01 Ac227 3.00E-02

Po214 4.05E-02 Bi210 1.80E-01 Th227 2.37E-01 Th231 3.00E-02

Th231 1.71E-02 Pb214 1.80E-01 Se79 1.65E-01 T1207 2.99E-02
Mo93 1.3IE-02 Pb210 1.80E-01 Pu240 1.44E-01 T1209 2.54E-02

C136 1.18E-02 Pdl07 1.37E-01 Pdl07 1.36E-01 Th232 2.20E-03

Pb214 4.05E-03 Sb126 1.21E-01 Sb126 6.47E-02 C136 1.18E-03

Bi210 4.05E-03 Po215 3.56E-02 Nb94 2.93E-02 Sb126m 9.04E-04

Bi214 4.05E-03 Bi211 3.56E-02 Th231 2.92E-02 ,,n 126 9.04E-04

Pb210 4.05E-03 Rn219 3.56E-02 Pb211 2.40E-02 Po211 8.39E-04

Rn219 3.81E-03 Ra223 3.56E-02 Ac227 2.40E-02 Ni59 4.35E-04

Po215 3.81E-03 Pa231 3.56E-02 11207 2.39E-02 Fr223 4.14E-04

Ra223 3.81E-03 Th227 3.51E-02 Am243 2.36E-02 Pa234 4.09E-04

Bi211 3.81E-03 Ra225 2.14E-02 1'1209 1.04E-02 Ra224 2.20E-04

Pa231 3.80E-03 Pb209 2.14E-02 C136 9.37E-03 Bi212 2.20E-04

Th227 3.75E-03 Th231 2.00E-02 Np239 2.36E-03 Th228 2.20E-04
Ho166m 2.5IE-03 C136 1.15E-02 Am241 1.23E-03 Rn220 2.20E-04

At217 1.70E-03 Ac227 3.56E-03 Cm245 1.23E-03 Po216 2.20E-04

Ac225 1.70E-03 Pb211 3.56E-03 Po211 6.72E-04 Po212 1.41E-04

B i213 1.70E-03 1"1207 3.55E-03 Pa234 4.09E-04 Sb126 1.27E-04

Fr221 1.70E-03 Mo93 2.20E-03 Fr223 3.31E-04 Ce142 3.17E-05
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Table C-3a Table C-3b Table C-3c Table C-3d

Major Potential Major Potential Major Potential Major Potential
Contributors to Contributors to Contributors to Contributors to

Dose at 103 yrs Dose at 104 yrs Dose at 103 yrs Dose at 10_ yrs
(rem) (rem) (rem) (rem)

Am243 3.92E-03 Np237 I. 16E-03 Pb210 7.43E-03 Pb210 2.73E-03

Np237 1.16E-03 Pb210 9.37E-04 Ra226 1.38E-03 Np237 1.16E-03

J Pu241 4.13E-04 Am241 3.30E-04 Np237 1.16E-03 Ra226 5.07E-04
Cm245 2.60E-04 Cm245 2.73E-04 Ac227 2.49E-04 Ac227 3.10E-04

Am241 9.56E-05 Ra226 1.74E-04 Pa231 1.78E-04 Pa231 _.22E-04

Pu239 7.37E-05 Pu240 5.86E-05 Pu240 3.31E-05 I129 6.88E-06

Cm246 5.28E-05 Pu239 4.11E-05 Tc99 1.12E-05 Pu242 4.63E-06

Pu240 5.17E-O5 Ac227 3.69E-05 Am241 7.82E-06 Cs 135 3.32E .06

Pb210 2.11E-05 Cm246 3.08E-05 I129 7.16E-06 Th229 7.56E-07

Tc99 1.54E-05 Pa231 2.63E-05 Cs135 4.35E-06 Tc99 5.98E-07
I129 7.19E-06 T¢99 1.50E-05 Pu242 2.63E-06 Nb93m 5.70E-07

Cs135 4.49E-06 I129 7.19E-06 Se79 1.01E-06 Th232 4.97E-08

Nb94 4.31E-06 Am243 5.52E-06 Nb93m 8.56E-07 U238 4.28E-08
Ac227 3.94E-06 Cs135 4.47E-06 Th229 7.82E-07 Ra228 3.46E-08

Ra226 3.92E-06 Nb94 3.17E-06 Cm245 4.15E-07 U233 1.66E-08
Se79 2.89E-06 Se79 2.63E-06 Am243 3.95E-07 U235 1.46E-08

Pa231 2.82E-06 Nb93m 8.92E-07 Th232 3.38E-07 Sn126 1.33E-08
C 14 1.86E-06 C 14 6.28E-07 Ni59 1.55E-07 Pd107 1.29E-08

Am242m 9.41E-07 Pu242 4.17E-07 Nb94 1.47E-437 U234 9.87E-09

Nb93m 8.95E-07 Th232 3.87E-07 U233 7.74E-08
Th232 3.96E-07 Ni59 3.39E-07 Pu239 2.19E-08

Ni59 3.67E-07 Th229 2.43E-07 Sn126 2.10E-08
Pu242 2.93E-07 U233 9.71E-08 C!36 1.99E-08

U233 9.96E-08 C136 2.44E-08 U238 1.94E-08
Ni63 8.97E-08 Sn126 2.10E-08 U235 1.50E-08

Sml51 5.83E-08 PdlG7 1.43E-08 Pdl07 1.42E-08

C136 2.49E-08 U235 1.33E-08 U234 9.87E-09

Sn126 2.10E-08 U234 9.92E-09

Th229 2.01E-08
Pdl07 1.43E-08

Mo93 1.24E-08
U235 1.03E-08

U234 9.95E-09
Ho166m 9.83E-09
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Table C-4

RADIONUCLIDES IN AVERAGE SNF RANKED BY PffrENTIAL WHOLE BODY DOSE

Alteration at IE-5/Yr & Appropriate Solubilities

30 Yr 30 Yr

Inventory Inventory

ISOTOPE (Ci/MTIHM) ISOTOPE (Ci/MTIHM)

! 1.41E+03Percent of Am243 2.82E+01 Vertical dots Cm244 .
doseby Np237 4.8"/E-01 show decay Pu240 ': 5.73E+02

incorporatingi Pb210 7.15E-07 chains needed to 99.00% Tc99 : 1.51E+01
sotopes to allow for time

line Ra226 2.64E-06 increase in 1129 3.72E-02

(at times of Th230 3.79E-04 daughter Cs 135 5.67E-0 !
103,104,105& U234 1.43E+00 products. Note Nb94 8.91E-01

10s years). U238 3.14E-01 parent dose may 99.90% Se79 4.80E-01

Pu238 3.571/+03 be insignificant. Th229 4.32E-07

Pu242 2.18E+00 U233 7.82E-05
!

oo Am242m 2.34E+01 7_x93 :" 2.58E-tO0

Cm246 9.38E-02 Nb93m _ 1.98E+00

Am241 3.92E+03 C14 1.48E+00

Pu241 3.56E+04 Th232 4.71E-10

Cm245 4.27E-01 U236 2.93E-01

Pa231 3.59E-05 99.99% Ni59 2.52E+00

U235 1.68E-02 Ra228 3.36E-10

Pu239 3.75E+02 Sml51 3.771/+02

90.00% Ac227 1.97E-05 Sn 126 9.25E-01

99.999% Pdl07 1.37E-01

Inventory from a mixture of BWR 22253 MTIHM + PWR 40747 MTIHM

with burnup of 42.3 GWd/MTIHM for PWR and 32.25 GWd/MTIHM for BWR.



Table C-5

DHLW Inventory

Isotope 30 Yr
Ci/container

Cm246 6.39E-06 -
Cm_TA5 5.64E-05

Cm244 1.14E+01

Am243 3.67E-02
Pu242 5.02E-03

Am242m 2.06E-02
Am241 8.65E+01

Pu241 1.48E+02
Pu239 4.73E+(X)
U238 3.78E-03

Pu238 4.00E+02

Np237 2.83E-02
U235 7.93E-05

U234 5.00E-02
Pa231 9.74E-04

Th230 1.24E-05

Ac227 6.02E-04

Ra226 9.37E-08

Pb210 2.72E-08

Pu240 3.30E+00
Tc99 3.30E+00
Cs135 1.15E-01

1129 1.90E-06

Nb94 3.02E-05

Se79 9.18E-02
U236 4.35E-04

U233 5.84E-04

Th232 1.05E-04

Th229 1.51E-05

Nb93m 5.48E-01
Zr93 7.71E-01

Ni59 2.70E-02
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APPENDIX D

WASTE STREAM AND WASTE PACKAGE DESCRIPTIONS:
YOUNGEST FUEL FIRST WITH MRS FLOW THROUGH

EMPLACEMENT SCENARIO

John King



INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE __CivilianRadioactiveWasteManagementSystem
Management& OperatingContractor TRWEnvimnnmnml

Safety Systems Inc.
WBS: 9.2.1.1.3
QA: N/A

Subject: Date: From:
DataTrmmmiumlforPhase2 May 24, 1993 JohnKing _"
_al LoadingStudy VA.SEJK.5/93.031

To: cc: Location:
S. Satedie M. Abhold.d_ "rF.3I/3_X)-M

W. Bailey #w_ 003) 204-8740
1".Doaing(w/Auachmmts)
D. Gibson
P.Goulieb(w/Auac_w)
L Miller
R. Memory
L Rickemo, (wl Auachmems)
RMS RkH (wl Auacbmenm)

almcneo w&_ stre_ ana wasw par,_s© _ _ Aut Lwua_,_- scemn " than or uaJtoand 2) Youngest FuelFusk greater eq

y.. .orO^'d
theWas_ Su_un Model CSCI: A____,--, --,--,, - - w ...... --

";'-" .... "-_- --_OFF;_io. for _ whenpooharefull full¢o_sbi direcdy to MGDS). .d_ . .
mainudm¢anddrystoragefuelpickupu defined_dl .poolsa_.emptyorcontain.f_.!

"..... o Ciskroundin arameun'sdonot_ect meresm_.__ nere._ou=
less than five years |d. _B._ersomewhatfromthosereporm]m Be Phase I Sysa:m
thataveragefuel c_c values . "misw_ Le b• • Renodmrv ThermalLoading studyin whichF-CRswerenotmare ( ....poo ,Implicauonsof._,- .... , - • • t _ l

wedm t'dlto "ty)becauseblendingwas beinganalyzed,andthe largestposs o ..poowereallo ¢apa_ • • • " mmm• • • themaxmmm un of blending.Theneteffectof mare gventoneswere desiredm explore Pact . .
_m._ ........ ,-,._-, r..., ..... ;.,,, ,_,,,storaseandeitheragesconstderablybeforeptckupor
t_KS ISmatmorn _urr) sin- l;_..o ,,w ,._ r . __. -___J...-_ _...k^.., ^,,, ,He when
" "ked , sou_eoverallaverageageatmnpmccnx--__ _--_.- w ._-,-,- :--mneverp_c up.
FCRs are mainmig_.

_"_'_'"" ......... Ilown ill IaDl_ 1• ent. _ waste ackqe capacmcsan:sunderform;_configutauo, managem ) P
along with the resulting_ a.v_aseheatatemplwemenL Tables2 and3 showde_,_41_,.' andmr unkaged andTab ,-,
•.., "" " of mF._--t_l_--la__ Avs showsoverallaverages_for they.em'ly,.,. rues Note the lastline

_ .... -'- --,- -,-- -----.;,..- ,-¢ Numberof WFs column which showstotalwastepac_ges.
parameterswsm mc _pu,,,, ,,. the _. . " r corn utatiomuusm a sun k blending sure_,m_d assummg.(fo. P _.
The waste paclmgesarefilled g. _ mum uon _s robablynotavailableforblending.This p P
muons) the .enti_..y_.s invent0_.__.,.,...... ,-,_herethisassumodonshouldhave only a• " t tot"me hi a gacu umu_pw..w,.,_.,, r_'c, bu _ IFuY gl_, ga__._.--.., .,.,o o-- on the Chm_misdcsDatabase(CSCI:
second ordereffectatmosx. _ _ _-w-, "--- -" based
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A00020002.AAX01.0) as adapted for WSM and WPA3 using the methodology documented in
Reference 1.

Tables 6(a) through 6(c) and Tables 7(a) through 7(c) give the generic heat decay curves requested
for underground layout scoping calculations. These curves were derived as show in Figure I by
taking overall average ages at emplacement, average burnups, andaverage enrichments for PWRs
and BWRs and generating a generic heatdecay curve based on the average values, and then mass
weighting the two Wa_ curves by the relative MTUs of PWR and BWR assemblies in the
acenario for an _bly type in._.. t heat decay curve. Note thatthe FWR and BWR curves
are noticeably different, m the combined curve should be used for scoping calculations only.
Also, care should be used in linking the origin (in time) of these curw_ to an actualemplacement
year. Since the dataare _ on overall averase age at emplacement and a single curve is
generated, the curve effectively t_xesents an instantaneous emplacement of all the wasle.
Therefore, if the ourve's time zero is assigned to a year, it should be the "centroid"year of the
mass emplacement over time.

Equivalent annual thermal source terms for repository-scale thermal calculations have been
computed for Eric Ryder (SNL) and are given in Tables 8(a) through 8(e) and 9(a) through 9(e).
These source terms are computedby aggregating SNF c_ristics onan annualbasis (for each
emplacement year) from individual waste packages. Details of the methodology may be found in
Reference 2.

Since you have not yet received an InfoSTREAMS account, all the datain Tables I through9 have
_b_y_4_,.,cVidedelectronically by uploading themtothe_4 network drive in the common area

OMMON) undera subdireclmy called WJNGDATA. The files are Read-Only and
cannot be altered or delel_ unless they are purposely unprotected.

Fmally, Attachment I is the QAP-3-12 form for external _ion of de._gn input data. This
attachment is included to document theQA status of the data in case they are used ht design related
activities.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call Please keep me apprised of your progress
on the Study and include me on any relevant documents' distribution.

REFERENCES

1. "WSA Heat Calculations," IOC, E. Bogart to W. Bailey, et al., June 19, 1992.

2. "Improved Spent Nuclear Fuel Source Term Generation Capability for Performance
Assessment and System Studies," IOC VA.SE.WB.3/93.180, J. King to 1t. Nelson, March 12,
1993.

Attachments
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Table 1. Vaste P 18e Suma_ Data
Ph8,o R MGDS Ti ml Loading Study King

SI18,..J

Un ack8 d Wast_
(1) Aeeembl Avers es _ (2) BWR (2)

SYSTEM PWR BWR

OFF 24.6 40366 25.7 31441 2 47,575 945 4 31,097 710

4 23,787 1,890 6 20,731 1,065

12 7,929 5,670 21 5,923 3.728

16 5,946 7,560 32 3,887 5.681

21 4,530 9,921 40 3,109 7,101

tj,)

YFF(IO) 22.3 42329 23.5 32232 2 47,591 1,124 4 31 163 818

4 23,795 2,247 6 20,775 1.227

12 7,931 6,742 21 5,935 4.293

16 5,948 6,990 32 3,895 6,541

21 4,532 11,799 40 3,116 8.177

(I) "OFF" - OFF Acceptance/MRSFlowthrough
•YFF(10)" - YFF >= 10 yro old Acceptance/MRSFlowthrough

(2) Average He,q Output at Emplacementin Watts/Package
(3) Packagingassumesblendinginto packages with 3000 MTU "lag storage"



AcceptanceMethod

MRSOperations
ReceiptRates

(OverallAverage)Age* Bumup Enrichmentii

andBWR BWR X X XI

Characteristics
(arriving at MOLDS) PWR X X X

Iml

(wans/MTU) (wattWMTU)

Ill'

Time Time

i

Knowing overall
MTU's lit each type

emplacnd.,,

(Generic)
Mess-

(watts/MllJ) WelgMed

i

Figure 1. Derivation of "Generic" Waste Package
Heat Decay Curves
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Table 3

%VERAGE ANNUAL SPENT FUEL CHARACTERISTICS AT EMPLACEMENT 3/30/93 11:37
_FF10-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve Sa_erlie, Phase ZI Thermal

"".L

HEAT
BUR P WATTS/-

MTU MWD/MTUMTU AGB

2010 304 38619 1433 12.0
2011 597 39274 1449 11.3
2012 1200 40066 1463 12.4
2013 2001 39370 1406 14.0
2014 2965 40467 1398 15.0
2015 2986 40920 1460 14.7
2016 3040 41417 1464 15.2
2017 2991 40964 1427 16.2
2018 2953 42889 1588 14.2
2019 2992 40021 1325 19.2
2020 3058 40878 1441 17.1
2021 2965 41718 1458 17.3
2022 3037 40008 1407 18.1
2023 2993 38911 1299 19.9
2024 3009 38755 1375 17.9
2025 2981 38621 1337 20.?
2026 3014 36951 1260 23.9
2027 2983 34860 1168 27.1
2028 3019 32139 881 34.1
2029 2976 32697 642 40.3

730 3014 35773 750 37.4
.031 2960 38562 862 34.4
2032 2993 38649 879 34.2
2033 1969 39229 883 34.7

D-5



Table 3 {ConClnued)

VERAGE ANNUAL SPENT FUEL CHARACTERISTICS AT EMPLACEMENT 3/30/93 11:37

FFI0-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve Saterlie, Phase II Thermal

P_R

HEAT
BURNUP WATTS/-

MTU M_/M_ MTU AG_

2010 139 36308 1448 11.0
20_1 197 34997 1343 12.6
2012 442 35920 1418 13.1
2013 781 34955 1284 15.2
20_4 902 35085 1286 15.8
2015 1019 36628 1447 13.6
2016 988 35256 1290 16.2
2017 1048 35406 1351 15.1
2018 980 3'7525 1570 12.2
2019 883 33172 1168 19.1
2020 1101 33846 1304 16.2
2021 896 33904 1250 17.9
2022 1097 33847 1383 14.9
2023 948 31737 1161 20.3
2024 1037 30447 1209 16.6
2025 916 31290 1327 16.6
2026 1193 29645 1126 25.1
2027 138o 26797 959 30.2
2028 1220 23585 615 39.4
2029 1163 28121 553 41.3

30 1253 31410 667 38.5
_31 1046 33600 789 35.2

2032 1114 31652 759 35.4
2033 510 32319 802 34.5
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Table 3

AVERAGE ANNUAL SPENT FUEL CHARACTERISTICS AT EMPLACEMENT 3/30/93 11:37
[FF10-3K, With Flowthrough, for Sneve 8auerlie, Phase II Thermal

"".L

HEAT
BURNUP WATTS/-

MTU MWD/MTU MTU AGE

2010 304 38619 1433 12.0
2011 597 39274 1449 11.3
2012 1200 40066 1463 12.4
2013 2001 39370 1406 14 •0
2014 2965 40467 1398 15 •0
2015 2986 40920 1460 14.7
2016 3040 41417 1464 15.2
2017 2991 40964 1427 16.2
2018 2953 42889 1588 14.2
2019 2992 40021 1325 19.2
2020 3058 40878 1441 17 •1
2021 2965 41718 1458 17.3
2022 3037 40008 1407 18 .1
2023 2993 38911 1299 19.9
2024 3009 38755 1375 17 •9
2025 2981 38621 1337 20 •7
2026 3014 36951 1260 23 •9
2027 2983 34860 1168 27 •1
2028 3019 32139 881 34.1
2029 2976 32697 642 40.3
730 3014 35773 750 37.4

.031 2960 38562 862 34.4
2032 2993 38649 879 34.2
2033 1969 39229 883 34.7
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Table 3 (Continued)

VERAGE ANNUAL SPENT FUEL CHARACTERISTICS AT EMPLACEMENT 3/30/93 Ii:37
FF10-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve Saterlie, Phase II Thermal

HEAT
Bmu p WATTS/-

MTU MWD/MTU MTU AGE

2010 139 36308 1448 11.0
2011 197 34997 1343 12.6
2012 442 35920 1418 13.1
2013 781 34955 1284 15.2
2014 902 35085 1286 15.8
2015 1019 36628 1447 13.6
2016 988 35256 1290 16.2
2017 1048 35406 1351 15.1
2018 980 37525 1570 12.2
2019 883 33172 1168 19.1
2020 II01 33846 1304 16.2
2021 896 33904 1250 17.9
2022 1097 33847 1383 14.9
2023 948 31737 1161 20.3
2024 1037 30447 1209 16.6
2025 916 31290 1327 16.6
2026 1193 29645 1126 25.1
2027 1380 26797 959 30.2
2028 1220 23585 615 39.4
2029 1163 28121 553 41.3

30 1253 31410 667 38.5
_31 1046 33600 789 35.2

2032 1114 31652 759 35.4
2033 510 32319 802 34.5

D-6



Table 3 (Contimued)

_VERAGE ANNUAL SPENT FUEL CHARACTERISTICS AT EMPLACEMENT 3/30/93 11:37

[FF10-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve $aterlie, Phase II Thermal

"4_

HEAT
BURNUP WATTS/-

MTU MWD/MTU MTU AGE

2010 165 40557 1421 12.9
2011 400 41386 1501 10.7
2012 758 42480 1490 12.0
2013 1220 42196 1484 13.2
2014 2062 42822 1447 14.7
2015 1966 43145 1467 15.2
2016 2052 44385 1548 14.7
2017 _.943 43961 1468 16.7

2018 1973 45554 1597 15 .1
2019 2109 42889 1390 19.3
2020 1958 44831 1517 17.6
2021 2069 45103 1549 17 .0
2022 1940 43492 1420 19 .9
2023 2045 42235 1363 19.7
2024 1973 43121 1462 18 .6
2025 2065 41872 1341 22 .5
2026 1821 41735 1348 23.1
2027 1603 41801 1348 24.4
2028 1799 37939 1061 30 .4
2029 1813 35635 699 39.7
_30 1761 38880 809 36.7

.031 1914 41273 901 34.1
2032 1880 42795 951 33.5
2033 1458 41647 911 34.8
ALL

YEARS 63001 38762 1235 22.7
BWR

YEARS 22253 32232 1106 23 .5 /
PWR

YEARS 40747 42329 1305 22.3
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Table 3 (Continued)

dqNUAL REPOSITORY INVENTORY 3/30 /93
i

:FFI0-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve Saterlie, Phase II Thermal

"_E YEAR METRIC ASSEMBLY AVERAGE AGE BURNUP
TONS OF HEAT MWD/MTU
URANIUM WATTS/MTU

ALL 2010 303.7 1174 1433 12.0 38619
ALL 2011 901.0 3204 1426 11.9 39054
ALL 2012 2101.2 7443 1425 12.6 39632
ALL 2013 4102.4 14628 1391 13.8 39504
ALL 2014 7067.0 24415 1368 14.9 39908
ALL 2015 10052.6 34720 1365 15.5 40209
ALL 2016 13092.7 45044 1356 16.2 40489
ALL 2017 16083.7 55458 1337 17.0 40578
ALL 2018 19036.6 65492 1344 17.4 40936
ALL 2019 22029.1 75326 1308 18.5 40812
ALL 2020 25087.3 85995 1293 19.2 40820
ALL 2021 28052.1 95847 1279 19.9 40915
ALL 2022 31089.2 106477 1261 20.6 40826
ALL 2023 34081.8 116494 1234 21.5 40658
ALL 2024 37091.1 126817 1216 22.1 40504
ALL 2025 40072.3 136729 1197 22.9 40364
ALL 2026 43086.4 147426 1173 23.9 40125
ALL 2027 46069.5 158618 1145 25.1 39784
ALL 2028 49088.1 169836 1102 26.6 39314
ALL 2029 52063.3 181132 1052 28.3 38936
ALL 2030 54727.9 190751 1019 29.6 38931
_T_L 2031 57688.3 201146 991 30.8 38912

, 2032 60681.6 211942 967 31.9 38899
,._L 2033 61621.9 213933 958 32.5 39260
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Table 3 (Contlaued)

_NUAL REPOSITORY INVENTORY 3/30/93 11:

FFI0-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve Saterlle, Phase II Thermal

_"'_E YEAR METRIC ASSEMBLY AVERAGE AGE BURNUP
TONS OF HEAT MWD/MTU
URANIUM WATTS/MTU

BWR 2010 138.5 781 1448 II.0 36308
BWR 2011 336.0 1871 1364 12.3 35537
BWR 2012 777.7 4350 1375 13.2 35755
BWR 2013 1558.8 8731 1307 14.7 35354
BWR 2014 2461.2 13768 1274 15.7 35256
BWR 2015 3480.4 19488 1298 15.8 35657
BWR 2016 4468.8 25036 1266 16.7 35569
BWR 2017 5516.6 30911 1253 17.2 35538
BWR 2018 6496.7 36379 1272 17.3 35837
BWR 2019 737%.9 41301 1227 18.4 35518
BWR 2020 8480.5 47447 1209 19.0 35301
BWR 2021 9376.6 52460 1183 19.8 35168
BWR 2022 10473.7 58618 1177 20.2 35029
BWR 2023 11421.3 63899 1146 21.1 34756
BWR 2024 12457.9 69674 1122 21.6 34398
BWR 2025 13373.8 74801 1108 22.2 34185
BWR 2026 14566.5 81323 1080 23.4 33813
BWR 2027 15946.6 88821 1042 24.9 33206
BWR 2028 17166.4 95673 985 26.8 32522
BWR 2029 18329.0 102583 934 28.7 32244
BWR 2030 19372.1 108399 906 30.0 32474
BWR 2031 20418.3 114289 882 31.2 32531

' 2032 21531.9 120597 859 32.3 32486
.,( 2033 21500.6 120401 857 32.7 32919
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Table 3 (C..ti-,ed)

_qNUAL REPOSITORY INVENTORY 3/30/93

"FFI0-3K, With Flowthrough, for Steve Saterlie, Phase II Thermal

,"'rE YEAR METRIC ASSEMBLY AVERAGE AGE BURNUP
TONS OF HEAT MWD/MTU
URANIUM WATTS/MTU

Pii_ 2010 165.2 393 1421 12.9 40557
PWR 201i 565.1 1333 1462 11.6 41144
PWR 2012 1323.5 3093 1455 12.3 41910
tqTR 2013 2543.6 5897 1443 13.2 42047
PI4R 2014 4605,9 10647 1418 14.4 42394
PWR 2015 6572.2 15232 1401 15.4 42619
PWR 2016 8623.9 20008 1403 16.0 43039
PWR 2017 10567.1 24547 1380 16.9 43209
PWR 2018 12539.9 29113 1381 17.5 43578

2019 14649.2 34025 1348 18.6 43478
2020 16606.8 38548 1336 19.4 43638

PWR 2021 18675.5 43387 1327 20.0 43800
PWR 2022 20615.5 47859 1304 20.9 43771
PWR 2023 22660.5 52595 1279 21.7 43633
Iq_ 2024 24633.2 57143 1264 22.4 43592
PWR 2025 26698.5 61928 1241 23.3 43459
PWR 2026 28519.9 66103 1220 24.2 43348
PWR 202? 30122.9 69797 1199 25.2 43266
PWR 2028 31921.7 74163 1165 26.4 42966
PWR 2029 33734.2 78549 1115 28.1 42572
PWR 2030 35355.8 82352 1081 29,3 42469
PWR 2031 37270.0 86857 1051 30.5 42408

: 2032 39149.8 91345 1026 31.6 4242?
. ,R 2033 40121.4 93532 1012 32.4 42659
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Table 5(s)

Waste Psoksge Pover Data (vatts/psckage)

_J"T_; OPI"::OW USED LVY10204 (3000 H'_ LA0) 3K NTO/YR - YFF(10) v/ rl'

_okages containLng 4 assemblies

Year No. IrP H:Ln Hsx Nax - N_Ln Holm lit De1 8.D. C.V.
e e e e m 4i_ e 9ml o e e _ g m g 4J ooo41pqJuo OQ e W ab _ o g o I a ql e e e e _ JumJqlllt

010 184 982. 1057. ?S. 1027. 0.00 24.3 2.4
011 279 790. 1027. 237. 956. -6.98 67.8 7.1
012 646 771. 1125. 354. 1021. 6.80 96.0 9.4
013 1118 829. 974. 145. 917. - 10.15 44.0 4.8
014 1245 799. 994. 195. 911. -0.68 54.5 6.0
015 1399 870. 1131. 261. ' 1035. 13.66 94.9 9.2
016 1389 802. 994. 192. 933. -9.92 51.1 5.5
017 1452 773. 1074. 300. 959. 2.80 84.7 8.8
018 1398 159. 1216. 357. 1117. 15.52 95.7 8.6
019 1249 7S9. 892. 133. 833. -25.39 38.1 4.6
:020 1496 777. 1126. 349. 948. 13.75 108.2 11 .•
_021 1263 773. 1010. 236. 895. -5.60 40.5 4.5
:022 1531 884. 1123. 239. 983. 9.85 63.8 6 .S
:023 1285 624. 1156. 533. 8•6. -13.98 135.2 16.0
!024 1453 597. 1150. 553. 859. 1.59 124. ? 13. •
:025 1313 467. 1174. 707. 933. 8.57 124.8 13.4
:026 1612 658. 1182. 524. 837. -10.24 112.8 13 .S
!027 1876 349. 1060. 711. 713. -14.81 218.9 30.7
.)028 1678 266. 9SS. 699. 430. -39.77 191.8 44.7
.)029 1710 258. 405. 147. 385. - 10.32 22.4 5.8
2030 1871 292. 464. 173. 448. 16.19 23.1 S .2
2031 1511 361. 589. 225. 560. 25.11 29.4 S .3
2032 1491 372. 613. 241. 564. 0.73 46.1 8.2
2033 714 383. 670. 217. $13. -8.96 107.1 20.8

Avg 31163 637. 965. 328. 818. 11.84 82.9 11.1

PtrR Packages contain_ng 2 assemblLeo

No. WP J£tn Max Max - ]Bin _an t De1 8.D. C.V.

............... 20;" ....................910 204 1062. 1264. 1177. 0.00 S0.6 4.3
2011 4GG 1149. 1328. 179 . 1280. 8.76 25.2 2.0
2012 858 1179. 1381. 202. 1270. -0.76 28.0 2.2
2013 1382 813. 1334. 521. 1299. 2.26 41 .S 3.2
2014 2350 1202 . 1303. 101 . 1251. -3.68 15.8 1.3
2015 2406 706. 1378. 672 . 1243. -0.61 21.6 1.7
2016 2329 1285 • 1423. 139 • 1337. 7.49 2i; .0 1.9
2017 2264 778. 1602. 825. 1251. -6.44 47.5 3.8
2018 2320 1292. 1747. 4S5. 2388. 10.97 44.1 3.2
2019 3455 817. 1427. 609 . 1178. - 15.11 78.7 6.7
2020 2252 610. 2433. 823 . 1313. 11.49 48.7 3.7
2021 2394 697. 1446. 749 . 1330. 1.24 34.7 2.6
2022 2254 788 . 1556. 7i;8. 1242. -6.57 4;6.9 5.4
2023 2342 701. 1428. 727. 1171. -5.73 61.7 5.3
2024 2272 643 . 1504. 861 . 125_) . 7 . 51 41.8 3.3
2025 2431 1009. 1449. 440 . 1155. -8.29 95.8 8.3 i
2026 2056 561. 1543. 982 . 1189. 3. O0 79 •2 6.7
2027 1879 1050 . 1474. 423. 1166. -1.95 89.9 7.7
2028 2161 594. 1357. 763 . 910. -21.99 193.2 21.2
2029 2210 344. 590. 246 • 565. -37.92 35.0 6.2
2030 2066 365 • 686. 321. 667. 18.14 22.8 3.4
2031 2218 642. 778. 136. 765. 14.66 14.2 1.9
2032 2321 441. 811. 371. 790. 3.21 21.6 2.7
2033 1701 691. 795. 104. 773. -2.10 14.6 1.9

Avg 47591 809 • 1293. 484. 1124. 8 . 69 50.0 4. t;
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T_le 5(b)

Waoto Package Pover Data (val:to/paoJutge)

I,ItNDZI_ OPS'ZOSfU$1[D LVY1040S (3000 Jfl'O IJ_) 3K Ir_O/YR - YlrF(10) v/ lq'

,k sckage| ¢ontt:LnLng 6 al|emblLeJ

Year No. WP I_n Max Kax - H,i,n Nean t Dol 8.D. C,V.
•, e, m o Qeemo. I.-.* om.i me. om me, me, e, e, m .. e e*.,o

:010 122 14"72. 1585. 113. 1541. 0.00 36.0 2.3
2011 186 122"7. 1541. 313. 1434. o6.98 100.9 "7.0
2012 431 1183. 168"7. 504. 1531. 6,75 143.8 9.4
2013 ";46 1244. 1461. 217. 1376. -10.13 66.1 4.8
'014 830 1174. 1491. 316. 1367. -0,65 81.9 6.0
'015 532 1305. 1657. 352. 1553. 13.66 142.4 S.2
!016 526 1203. 1491. 288. 13tt. -J .t2 71.? 5.5
Z01? 968 1227. 1611. 384. 1438. 2.79 127.0 8.8
!018 932 1321. 1824. 503. 1(;7(;. 16.52 143.4 8.6
2019 833 1144. 13(;7. 223. 1250. -25.38 57.3 4 .i;
)-020 99? 11(;6. 1689. s23. 1422. 13.72 182.3 11.4
2021 842 11(;0. 1569. 409. 1343. -S.S8 60.9 4.5
2022 1021 1326. 1685. 359. 1475. 9.82 95.6 6. S
2023 856 93S. 1700. 765. 1269. -13,9(; 202.7 16.0
2024 9(;9 ?90. 1725. 934. 1289. 1.5(; 172.8 13.4
2025 875 ?69. 1760. 991, 1399. 8.58 187.3 13.4
202(; 1075 911. 1773. 862. 125(;. -10.25 1(;9.7 13.5
2027 1251 S23. 1589. 1067. 1070. -14.81 328.2 30.?
2028 1118 407. 1447. 1040. (;44. -39.7(; 287.4 44.6
2029 1140 414. 607. 193. 578. - 10.34 33.6 5.8
2030 1248 495. 696. 202. (;71. 16.20 34.7 5.2
2031 1007 581. 884. 303. 840. 25.12 44.1 5.3
2032 994 (;57. 919. 2S3. 84(;. 0.73 (;9.0 8.2
2033 476 575. 1005. 431. 770. -8.97 1(;0 .S 20.8

Avg 20775 967. 1450. 483. 1227. 11.84 124.3 11.1

pWR Packages _ta:J, nlng 4 assemblies

•: lie. WP X.t.n Max * ISin Mean t Dtl S.D. C.V.

20:U 102 2124. 2528. 404. 2353. 0.00 10 4.3
2011 233 2297. 2655. 358. 2560. 8.7(; 50.0 2.0
2012 429 2358. 2763. 405. 2540. -0.7(; 55.9 2.2
2013 (;91 2063. 2668. 605. 2598. 2.26 81.3 3.1
2014 117S 2405. 2607. 202. 2502. -3.(;8 33.6 1.3
2015 1203 2083. 2700. (;17. 2487. -0.(;1 38.6 1.6
201(; 1164 25(;9. 2847. 278. 2(;73. 7.49 51.9 1.9
2017 1132 2100. 3204. 1104. 2501. -6.44 93.6 3.7
2018 1160 258S. 3495. 910. 2??5. 10.96 87.0 3.1
2019 1228 2154. 2849. (;95. 2356. -15.10 156.? 6.7
2020 112(; 2025. 2866. 841. 2(;27. 11.48 94.4 3.6
2021 1197 2143. 2891. 749. 2659. 1.24 65.9 2.5
2022 1127 2308. 3111. 803. 2485. -6.57 131.9 5.3
2023 1171 2129. 285(;. 727. 2342. -5.73 121.5 5.2
2024 113(; 2146. 3008. 861. 2528. 7.51 79.5 3.2
2025 1215 2018. 2891. 8?3. 2309. -8.29 191.6 8.3
202(; 1028 1574. 3086. 1512. 2379. 2.99 157.9 6.6
202? 940 2101. 2948. 847. 2332. -1.94 179.4 7.7
2028 1080 1252. 2715. 14(;2. 1820. -21.97 385.6 21.2
2029 1105 856. 1180. 324. 1130. -37.92 69.5 6.2
2030 1033 943. 1372. 429. 1334. 18.13 45.4 3.4
2031 1109 1284. 1557. 272. 1530. 14.(;7 28.6 1.9
2032 1161 1210. 1623. 413. 1579. 3.21 42.1 2.7
2033 850 1395. 1590. 195. 1546. -2.10 29.0 1.9

Avg 23795 1922. 2584. (;(;2. 2247. 8.(;9 98.8 4.6
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Table $(c)

Wssto Package Pover Data (v&tts/pnakage)

;Id_rOZl_ OP'JL'ZONOS/D:) LVY11221 (3000 JrL'U LAG) 3K NTO/YR - YFF(10) w/ 1_

3_ aakagos con_aLnLng 21 assemblLos

Year No. WP NLn Nax Nax - NLn N08n t De1 $.D. C.V.
eam_ mmo_om oom mmo mwommmQmm _ooo ommml _mm_ ooze

2020 35 5170. $575. 406. $394. 0.00 128.8 2.4
2011 $3 4213. 5422. 1209. 5018. -G.97 358.7 7.1
2012 123 4191. 5896. 1705. 5358. 6.78 508.4 9.5
2013 213 4233. 6121. 888. 4817. -10.11 239.5 S.0
2014 237 4291. 5240. 949. 4783. -0.70 295.1 6.2
2015 266 4460. 5936. 1476. 5434. 13.61 503.1 9.3
2016 265 4074. 5722. 1648. 4899. -9.84 281.6 5.7
2017 277 4179. 5642. 1464. 5034. 2.74 450.0 8.9
2018 266 4506. 6383. 1877. 5865. 16.51 S05.5 8.6
2019 238 3998. 4739. 741. 4378. -25.35 217.4 5.0
2020 285 3936. 5927. 1991. 4977. 13.67 $77.2 11.6
2021 240 4062. 5357. 1295. 4701. -5.54 232.5 4.9
2022 292 4284. 6121. 1837. 5159. 9.74 3G2.5 7.0
2023 245 3273. 6268. 2895. 4442. -13.91 730.2 16.2
2024 276 3171. 6035. 3864. 4514. 1.64 613.8 13.6
2025 250 3037. 6128. 3091. _895. 8.45 676.5 13.8
2026 307 3454. $827. 2373. 4396. -10.20 610.3 13.9
2027 358 1828. 5796. 3967. 3745. -14.82 1156.6 30.9
2028 319 1397. 5272. 3875. 2256. -39.75 1008.9 44.7
2029 326 1577. 2132. SSS. 2021. -10.41 120.5 6.0
2030 357 1949. 2463. 514. 2349. 16.22 125.4 5.3
2031 287 2193. 3103. 910. 2940. 25.13 156.7 S.3
2032 284 2258. 3218. 960. 2961. 0.71 243.5 8.2
2033 136 1917. 3519. 1601. 2694. -9.00 564.1 20.9

&Vg 5935 3402. 5114. 1712. 4293. 11.82 444.0 11.3

PlfR Packages _ta£nLng 12 assemblLes

r Ho. IrP _ _ Max - Xin mean t Z)el S.D. C.V.

20_0 34 6386. 7584. 1198. 7060. 0.00 296.8 4.2
2011 77 7303. 7966. 663. 7679. 8.76 140.0 1.8
2C_2 143 7326. 8185. 859. 7619. -0.78 164.0 2.2
2013 231 7051. 8004. 953. 7793. 2.28 237.2 3.0
2014 391 7214. 7793. 579. 7507. -3.68 99.8 1.3
2015 401 6987. 7967. 980. 7461. -0.61 112.1 1.5
2016 388 7637. 8449. 812. 8019. 7.48 156.0 1.9
2017 378 7141. 9613. 2472. 7504. -6.41 278.3 3.7
2018 386 7763. 9991. 2228. 8326. 10.95 257.9 3.1
2019 410 6468. 8540. 2072. 7071. -15.07 471.6 6.7
2020 375 7438. 8598. 1160. 7880. 11.44 277.2 3.5
2021 399 7639. 8673. 1035. 7978. 1.24 191.1 2.4
2022 376 7015. 9162. 2147. 7455. e6.56 393.6 5.3
2023 390 6455. 8219. 1764. 7027. -5.74 360.9 5.1
2024 379 7269. 9023. 1754. 7553. 7.49 231.9 3.1
2025 405 6053. 8637. 2584. 6928. -8.28 575.1 8.3
2026 342 6575. 9257. 2682. 7136. 3.00 459.7 6.4
2027 314 6303. 8844. 2541. 6997. -1.95 537.4 7.7
2028 360 3760. 8144. 4384. 5460. -21.97 1156.2 21.2
2029 368 2567. 3539. 972. 3389. -37.93 208.6 6.2
2030 344 3366. 4114. 749. 4003. 18.11 135.4 3.4
2031 370 3852. 4669. 817. 4590. 14.66 88.2 1.9
2032 387 4010. 4869. 858. 4738. 3.23 124.0 2.6
2033 283 4268. 4769. 501. 4639. -2.09 84.S 1.8

A_J 7931 8160. 7692. 1532. 6742. 8.68 293.2 4.5
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Table 5(d)

q

Mante Package Power Data (vatts/paokage)

_ENDXHG OPTXOHUSED LVY11632 (3000 NTDLAO) 3KMTTT/YR - YPF(10) w/ FT

_ckages containing 32 assemblies

Year He. wP Man Max Max - Man Mean % Del 8.D. C.V.

010 23 ?895. 8455. 5_0. 8219. 0.00 186.9 2.3
011 34 6552. 8217. 1666. 7642. -7.02 550.7 7.2
012 81 6571. 8983. 2412. 8158. 6.75 764.9 9.4
013 140 6632. 8208. 1575. 7344. -9.97 358.5 4.9
014 156 6?49. 7950. 1202. 7289. -0.75 434.2 6.0
015 174 6987. 9022. 2035. 8280. 13.58 760.9 9.2
016 174 6414. 8820. 2406. 7469. -9.80 421.4 S. 6
017 182 6547. 8589. 2042. 7670. 2.70 676.3 8.8
018 174 7046. 9?27. 2680. 8934. 16.48 762.9 8.S
019 156 6100. 8813. 2713. 6686. -25.17 346.2 5.2
020 187 6145. 9009. 2864. 7571. 13.25 867.9 11.S
021 158 6204. 8852. 2648. 7174. o5.24 343.4 4.8
022 192 6726. 8988. 2261. ?858. 9.53 515.9 6.6
023 160 5006. 9067. 4060. 6?75. -13.79 1079.3 15.9
024 182 4825. 8855. 4030. 6869. 1.40 915.8 13.3
025 164 5709. 8987. 32?8. 7461. 8.61 990.1 13.3

026 202 5263. 8441. 3177. 6695. -10.27 898.7 13.4
027 234 2?88. 8477. 5689. 5711. -14.69 1750.9 30.7
:028 210 2179. 7691. 5512. 3436. o39.84 1527.2 44.5
:029 214 2502. 3232. 729. 3081. -10.33 179.0 5.8
:030 233 3035. 3714. 679. 3580. 16.21 184.7 5.2
!031 189 3480. 4713. 1233. 44?5. 24.99 242.4 5.4
!032 187 3553. 4904. 1350. 4512. 0.82 366.3 8.1
2033 89 3064. 5362. 2297. 4104. -9.05 856.0 20.9

_vg 3895 5332. 7795. 2462. 6541. 11.75 665.9 11.1

:WR Packages cont&Lning 16 assemblies

• " He. WP ]tin Max Max * Man Mean t Del 8.D. C.V.

20_u 25 8591. 10112. 1522. 9432. 0.00 383.0 4.1
2011 58 9184. 10622. 1437. 10224. 8.39 226.3 2.2
2012 108 9778. 10948. 1170. 10161. -0.62 217.7 2.1
2013 172 9353. 10672. 1319. 10390. 2.26 321.8 3.1
2014 294 9619. 10393. 774. 10010. o3.66 134.4 1.3
2015 301 968?. 10511. 823. 9948. -0.62 144.7 1.5
2016 291 10285. 11254. 969. 10692. 7.48 205.9 1.9
2017 283 9521. 11449. 1928. 10005. -6.43 355.6 3.6
2018 290 10348. 12527. 2179. 11100. 10.95 335.0 3.0
2019 307 8621. 11096. 2474. 9427. -15.07 626.3 6.6
2020 281 9818. 11464. 1645. 10505. 11.43 371.0 3.5
2021 300 10193. 11564. 1371. 10638. 1.27 256.1 2.4
2022 281 9353. 12194. 2840. 9939. -6.58 523.1 5.3
2023 293 8607. 11197. 2589. 9371. -5.72 484.8 5.2
2024 284 9600. 12031. 2431. 10069. 7.45 309.6 3.1
2025 304 8071. 11499. 3428. 9241. -8.23 767.9 8.3
2026 257 8766. 12343. 3576. 9513. 2.95 611.2 6.4
2027 235 8404. 11792. 3388. 9329. -1.93 714.5 7.7
2028 270 5014. 10858. 5844. 7283. -21.93 1542.0 21.2
2029 276 3423. 4719. 1296. 4519. -37.96 27?.2 6.1
2030 258 4520. 5486. 966. 5336. 18.08 181.7 3.4
2031 278 5169. 6226. 1057. 6119. 14.67 119.3 1.9
2032 290 5281. 6492. 1210. 6317. 3.24 166.2 2.6
2033 212 5691. 6359. 668. 6185. °2.10 112.6 1.8

Avg 5948 8204. 10158. 1954. 8990. 8.65 391.2 4.S
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Table 5(e)

Waste Package Paver DaCe (watts/package)

BL_)ZIqG OPTION USED LVY12140 (3000 _ LAG) 3KI_/YR - YFF(10) w/ ]P'F

B ,ackages co.raining 40 assemblies

Year No. WP Pin Max Max - Min Mean % Del S.D. C.V.
.... .0...0 ..o 0-- -00- ----- ---- ----

2010 18 9869. 10568. 700. 10284. 0.00 231.8 2.3
2011 28 8189. 10272. 2083. 9559. -7.05 670.4 7.0
2012 64 8394. 11206. 2812. 10193. 6.63 956.8 9.4
2013 112 8404. 11004. 2600. 9186. -9.88 471.4 5.1
2014 125 8436. 9938. 1502. 9113. -0.79 543.3 6.0
2015 140 8734. 11279. 2545. 10352. 13.60 %51.5 5.2
2016 139 8061. 9919. 1858. 9328. -9.89 507.1 5.4
2017 145 8179. 10735. 2556. 9586. 2.77 848.0 8.8
2018 140 8808. 12158. 3350. 11171. 16.53 954.1 8.5
2019 124 7634. 8903. 1269. 8340. -25.34 377.0 4.5
2020 150 7672. 11261. 3589. 9464. 13.48 108?.9 11.5
2021 126 ?764. 10429. 2665. 8966. -5.26 411.5 4.6
2022 153 8274. 11230. 2956. 9819. 9.50 649.8 6.6
2023 129 6253. 11333. 5080. 8475. -13.68 1354.0 16.0
2024 145 6068. 110?1. 5003. 859?. 1.A3 1130.? 13.2
2025 132 6984. 11233. 4249. 9310. 8.2q 1255.1 13.5
2026 161 65?9. 10562. 3_83. 8374. -10.05 1127.3 13.5
2027 187 3509. 10586. ?07?. 7146. -14.66 2182.0 30.5
2028 168 2728. 9620. 6892. 4295. -39.89 1915.5 44.6
2029 171 3127. 4040. 913. 3850. -10.38 225.5 5.9
2030 18? 3816. 4642. 82?. 44?4. 16.21 232.6 5.2
2031 151 4330. 5891. 1541. 5594. 25.04 302.8 5.4
2032 149 4448. 6125. 1677. 5638. 0.78 45?.3 8.1
2033 ?2 3830. 6?02. 2872. 5141. -8.82 10?1.9 20.9

Avg 3116 6671. 9613. 2942. 8177. 11.74 829.8 11.1

PWR Packages _taLJ:£ng 21 assemblies

r No. WP Min Jkx Max - N/n Mean t De1 S.D. C.V.

20_0 19 11373. 13429. 2056. 12383. 0.00 517.7 4.2
2011 44 12082. 14098. 2016. 13416. 8.35 345.3 2.6
2012 d2 12741. 14510. 1768. 13333. -0.62 317.4 2.4
2013 132 12043. 14128. 2085. 13638. 2.29 444.1 3.3
2014 224 12370. 13993. 1623. 13137. -3.68 253.7 1.9
2015 229 12480. 14194. 1?14. 13057. -0.61 279.9 2.1
2016 221 13135. 15104. 1969. 14034. 7.49 356.6 2.5
2017 216 12417. 16339. 3922. 13134. -6.42 548.9 4.2
2018 221 13301. 16468. 3168. 14567. 10.92 489.1 3.4
2019 234 11248. 14904. 3657. 12376. -15.04 870.7 7.0
2020 214 12848. 15644. 2?96. 13786. 11.39 556.7 4.0
2021 228 13012. 14915. 1903. 13962. 1.28 441.7 3.2
2022 215 12133. 16598. 4465. 13050. -6.53 754.6 5.8
2023 223 11259. 14896. 3637. 12299. -5.75 692.0 5.6
2024 216 12389. 15883. 3494. 13214. 7.44 499.0 3.8
2025 232 10588. 15650. 5062. " 12133. -8.18 1058.2 8.7
2026 196 11357. 16326. 4969. 12485. 2.90 859.8 6.9
2027 179 1093?. 16161. 5225. 12245. -1.92 999.3 8.2
2028 206 6578. 14?96. 8218. 9554. -21.97 2049.6 21.5
2029 210 4320. 6227. 190?. 5930. -37.93 372.3 6.3
2030 197 5939. 7217. 1278. ?004. 18.11 246.3 3.5
2031 2J1 6581. 82?9. 1698. 8033. 14.69 174.8 2.2
2032 221 6?66. 8581. 1814. 8291. 3.21 228.1 2.8
2033 162 7327. 8384. 1057. 8118. -2.08 175.3 2.2

Avg 4.532 %10634. 13614. 2979. 11799. 8.64 563.8 4.9
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Table 7(a)

YFF(10) w/ Flowthrough

Watts/MTU for BWRs

_ age age in years: 23.46
A .age burnup : 32236.25

' t : •Average enrlchmen 3 10
Total MTUs of BWRs : 22253.16

yrs wa_ns/MTU
decay

0 860.14
1 844.64
2 829.66
3 815.06
4 800.84
5 787.13
7 762.48

I0 724.45
15 668.42
20 618.66
30 534.55
50 413.05

I00 259.45
300 133.78
500 98.41

I000 56.29
5000 18.34

I0000 13.34
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Treble7(b)

YFF (I0) w/ Flowthrough

Watts/MTU for PWRs

; ige age in years: 22.48
A_rage burnup : 42210.76
Average enrichment : 3.92
Total MTUs of PWRs : 40747.22

yrs war ts/MTU
decay

0 1126.24
1 1104.72
2 1084.28
3 1064.25
4 1044.80
5 1025.98
7 991.54

I0 940.81
15 865.14
20 798.19
30 685.53
50 523.46

I00 319.48
300 156.42
500 114.27
I000 66.54
5000 23.25

I0000 16.89
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Table 7(c)

YFF(10) w/ Flowthrough

Watts/MTU for Average Weighted Package

" '.MTUs of PWRs & BWRs: 63000.38

yrs wa tts/MTU
decay

0 1032.24
1 1012.85
2 994.34
3 976.23
4 958.63
5 941.61
7 910.63

I0 864.39
15 795.65
20 734.78
30 632.20
50 484.46

100 298.28
300 148.42
500 108.66
I000 62.92
5000 21.52

10000 15.64
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APPENDIX E

WASTE PACKAGE CORROSION RATES

David Stahl
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Management&OperatingContractor , ,
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WBS: 1.2.2
QA: N/A

Subject: Date: From: ,d '- •
Waste Package CorrosionInputs June 21, 1993 D. Staid 400

LV.WP.DS.06/93-107

To: co: Location/Phone '

R. Memory H. Benton TES3/P110 '
S. SaterUe .K. McCoy (702)794-7778

R. FLsh

A. Roy CF-DS (M106) ' '..

' B. Mann _"
-- N I I II I ill I Illi I I I i•

This IOC is a follow up to IOC DS.03/93-048 dealing with Waste Package Inputs and concentrates ,
on values (and variability) for dry oxidation and aqueous corrosion of the iron-based overpack as a
function of time and temperature.

Dry oxidation data for iron-based materials in the 100-250"C is almost non-existent Most of the data

en dry oxidation is from atmospheric exposures over long periods in various environments including .
. .rural, semi-industrial, industrial, and marine. Data is available for many materials exposed for up to
, 20 years. The data, with the exception of those for marine environments, tend to fit an exponenda]

equadon with corrosion rates decreasing with time, suggesting the establishment of a protective film.

(The chloride present in the mist in marine environments tends to inhibit the fo.rmad0n of protective
, fdms.) The rime exponent usually falls between 0.3 and 0.6. Previously, this time effect was

i neglected in that a constant oxidation rate (20 pm/yr) was provided. From the environmental data " .'.'
given in the ASM Handbook for carbon steels I calculated an exponent of 0.57. This would yield an
expression for penetration, P = 1.156 t _ where t is in days. Thus, the penetration for one year is
33 pm, for two years it is 50 pro, and for 10 years it is 124 pro, which agrees with the data. The

, . .average penetration rates are then 33, 25 and 12 pm/yr, for one, two and ten years, respectively,. . . .,
The variation is on the order of +/- 25%. • ,

!i

• " The A.$M Handbook provides one set of data at elevated temperature, 454"C (850"F) and 538"C
(1000'F), for air oxidation of carbon steels for about one year. (Data, also are provided for a steam

• 'atmosphere which were similar.) The time exponent was about 0.3, suggesting that a more.tenacious
oxide f'dm is developing at the higher temperaturesthan at the ambient temperatures discussed above.. '
The penetration equations fi'om the data provided are P = 2.01 t°'33for 454"C and P = 5.35 t°'_ for
5380C. For.one year, the penet:adons would be 14 and 38 pro, respectively. . . ,

•If the same process can be extrapolated to lower temperatures, then the penetration equation would ,. :
, follow the same form with the same exponent, but with a different coeff'tcienL The coefficient can

be estimated by using an Arrhenius approach ( where the temperature effect is proportional to ¢4_n_T)
by plotting the data vs I/T, where T is the absolute temperature, (Q is the activation energy, and R is
the gasconstant). (The coefficients for 30(Y'Cand200°C are0.2 and0.02, respectively.) The

• activationenergyfor this process,which is presumablydueto diffusionof oxygen throughthe oxide
film, wascalculatedto be 57.1 kJ/mol. Thiscomparesfavorablyto dataprovided in a review by

E-1
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R. . Freer, which givestheactivationenergy for the diffusionof oxygenin FcO as 83.6 kJ/mot an'din
..... F_O4 as 71 kJ/mol. 1"hevalueof Q (57.1 kJ/mol), when dividedby R, which is 8.3143 J/K-mot,

yields a value of Q/R of 6870. Thus, the entire equationfor penetrationcannow be written as P = .
"' 25,500 te-13c"m_'r. If an expressionfor penetrationb neededin years,theequationbecomesP =

178,7oot(y) c .....

This approachprovidesmuchsmaller penetrationvalues for temperaturesin the range of reposito_. '
interest. For example,thepenetrationat 200"C would be 0.09, 0.19, 0.40, 0.86 and 1.84 pro, after l, .
10, 100, 1000 and10,000years,respectively. The error is likely to b¢ largerbecauseof the method . .
of extrapolation. However,evenat 100%, thesevalues arevery low, which would make degradation . '.
by dry oxidation negligible.

' Th • available data for corrosion of carbon steels in aqueous environments were also reviewed. Most
i " of the data are for flowing dvcr waters. These data follow a time dependency with an exponent ,

ranging from 0.5 to 0.8. One set of data relate to stadc exposure in Gatun Lake for up to 16 years.
This set of data was used by Westinghouse as their basis for design of waste packages in tuff. The
time dependency was found to have an exponent of 0.4"/. From this data, they generated an equation '
for penetration, P = 200 t(y)='4_,with P in pro.

. The Westinghousereportalsoestimatesthe effect of temperatureusinga very limited data set for
corrosionrate of caststeeland iron in brine and seawater. They founda value of Q/R of 2850.
From a very sparsedatasetin a report by S. Pednekar,I determineda value of Q/R to be 2300.
Thus the temperatureeffect from Westinghousemay representconditionsadequatelyfor carbonstc'els
in static waters. This reportprovidesa combinedpenetrationequation,P = 2,525,000 t(y)°'4v•"u_rr.
They estimatedan errorbandof about +/- 25%. The pcneu'adonat 100"Cwould b¢ 1.2, 3.6, 10.6,

• • • }

31.2 and 92.0 mm for 1, 10, 100, 1000 and 10,000 years, respccuvely. The corms=onrate for these
periodswould thenbe 1.2, 0.36, 0.11, 0.03 and 0.01 _.m.m.m.m.m.m.m.m.m_/yr(or 48, 14.4, 4.4, 1.2 and 0.3"/mils/yr).
The calculatedpenelradonsat 50"C would be 30% of thosecalculatedat 100"C. The Westinghouse
report also evaluatesa pittingfactor which is the ratio of pitting=Rackto general corrosion. The
Gatun Lake dataset yieldsa rangefrom 2.6-3.4. (They thenusea valueof 4.0 for conservatism.)
This is roughlyconsistentwith values obtainedfor pitting factorby D. McCright of about0.9-3.2.
The pitting factorwouldbe usedas a multiple of thepenetrationscalculatedusing the above
equation..... .......

The recommendedpenelrationequationscan then be summarizedasfollows:

' For high-temperatureoxidation, P = 1"/8,700 t(y)°a3e"afar.

For generalcorrosion, P = 2,525,000 t(y)°'47e.=_,r.
I

For general corrosionwith a pitting factor, P = 10,100,000t(y)°'4v¢.=_'r.
9

I ._. |
• . • '. , i
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June23, 1993

To: YMIMDevelopmentFile
From: AlanLamont

o

I

• .

Subject: Calibration of Corrosion ModelsIn YMIM
t

• Introduction
Thestructure of the corrosionmodelsinYMIMaredescribedin

the memotitled "NotesonCorrosionModelsinYMIM".That memo
t

providesthe theoryandthe functionalformsof the modelsand
definesthe parametersforthem. Thismemodocumentsthe process

of derivingthe requiredparameterswhichwerecalibratedbasedon "' "
judgementsof corrosionexpertsat LLNI_Thenecessarydatawere
elicitedthroughaninterviewwithDrs.D. McCrightandD.Jones.The
datawereelicitedasjudgementsaboutcorrosionbehaviorina

e e

.. formatthat wasmostnaturalfor theexperts.Inseveralcasesthe .
formthat wasmostnaturalfor the expertswasnot theform
directlyrequiredbyYMIM.Somecalculationswererequiredto
determinethe valuesof the parametersactuallyusedbythe
corrosionmodelsinYMIM.

• o

e

Dry Oxidation

This is expectedto be negligible. However,valuesfrom the
• "DegradationModeSurvey"canbeused. "

GeneralWet Oxidation °

As is describedin the Memo"Descriptionof Corrosionmodels
" inYMIM",the relationshipbetweengeneralwet oxidationrate and

temperatureismodeledasaninverted"U", withitsmaximum
corrosionrateoccurringat a temperaturethat issomewhatless

, than 100"C. Inthe currentversionof YMIM,thisismodeledas a ....
quadraticfunctionwhichcanbeparameterizedby: 1) the maximum
corrosionrate,Z) the temperaturecorrespondingto the maximum
corrosionrate,3) the corrosionrateat a lowertemperature(i.e.
nearambient),and4) the valueof the temperaturecorrespondingto .'

;' the lowercorrosionrate. . '

6/23/93 F-!
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. Currentlyit isanticipatedthatthe generalwet oxidationmode e

• . will apply.to the mild steel outer wall in a double wall container.
' ,, 'Thus data were onlyobtainedfor mildsteel. The values elicitedfor '

corrosion rates and temperatures were:

' Maximumcorrosion rate: 15 mils/yr (0.38 mm/yr) at 80"C .
e

, tower corrosion rate: 5 mils/yr (0.12 mn_yr) at 20"C

, As a means of checking the model one can calculate the
corrosionrate at a temperatureof 100"C. It wasestimatedthat the

I . . ... corrosion rate at 100"Cshouldbe of the orderof 8 mils/yr (0.Z
mm/yr).

.• e • o , e

Probabilistic Pitting Model .

' The probabilistic pitting model is calibrated by elicitlng
. informationabout the distributionof annualpitting rates at two

different temperatures. Usingthis information,the parameters
requiredby the modelare calculated. .'

, i

In calibratingthe pitting modeltwo kindsof uncertainty,or
variabilityare accountedfor. First, the pitting modelassumesthat
there willbe variabilityinthe actual pit depthsthat are measured
acrossa containerandbetween containers. Thus the pitting depths

. (or rates) that wouldexist duringone periodof a modelrunare
, representedas a probabilitydistributionand not a point estimate. '
!0

In addition, there is uncertainty about the parametersof the
. distributionover pitting rates: the actualaveragepitting rate could

. . be highor low. Inconductinganalysesof performance,this
componentof the uncertaintywouldbe taken into accountby making

' severalruns,or throughmultiplerealizationsin simulationanalysis. .. .

Therefore, distributionswere elicited for three conditions.
, The first representsa highc0ndition--it is unlikelythat the average ' "

. pitting rate wouldbe greater than the averageof this distribution,
. . .' The experts.felt that there was only a chanceof about 5% that the

actualdistributionwouldhave a meanhigherthan this. The second
representsa mediancondition--the meanof the actualdistribution
over pitting rates is roughlyas likelyto be smallerthan this as it is "

. to be larger. The third representsa low condition--it isunlikelythat
the actualmeanpitting rate wouldbe smallerthan this. Again,the

i ..

6/z/93 F-2 0
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experts felt that the chancethat the actualmeanwouldbe smaller
thanthis is in the orderof 5%. ' '

' ' The valueselicitedfrom the expertsare showninTable 1. " : '
Theseelicltationswere madein terms that were familiarto the
experts.'AdditionalcalculaUonsare neededto determinethe
correspondingparametersneededby the model. The discussionwill , ,

. .' illustratethederivation of the modelparameters usingthe median ' .
distributionat a temperature of 100"C. The parametersfor the all
the distributionsare given inTable 2 at the end.

The basicdata elicitedfor eachconditionandtemperature
. . were the meanand the 95th percentileof the growthrate. For the

..mediandistributionat 100"C it was judgedthat the meanpittJng
rate wouldbe around0.1 mm/yr. It was alsojudgedthat about 5% of
the pits wouldgrow at a rate about ten times the mean,or 1.0

. mm/yr..The full set of judgementsis presentedinTable 1. . • .

Table 1: Summary of Judgmentsusedfor estimating pitting
' model parameters .

i

.... Temp - ......70"C Temp- 10o'C 0

i iii i iiiii i iiiiii i •

Growth Mean 95th Mean 95th
Condition growth, percentile, growth, percentile,

mm/yr mm/yr mm/yr mm/yr '
IIIIII I I I II

Low growth 0.0001 0.001 0.01 O.1
, rate , 0 o o

iiiiii i ii ii , ,,am,

Median 0.001 0.01 0.1 1.0
growth rate

Highgro ...........wth 0.01 0.1 1.0 10.0
.' rate

ii i ,,,, ,,, i

To calibrate the parameters of the corrosion model we need to
derive a mean and variance of the distributionusingthis data. The
mean is given. As isdiscussedin the companionmemo"Notes on
CorrosionModelsinYMIM", the underlyingmodelof pit growth
assumesthat the pits grow randomlyin incrementsand that the
probabilitythat a pit willgrow by an incrementis independentof
its currentdepth. Consequently,it canbe assumedthat inthe long

6/23/93 F-3
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. term,the pitdepthswillhavea Normalprobabilitydistribution.
Giventhe meanandthe 95th percentileof the distribution,the

' vadancecanbecalculatedasfollows:Forthe Normaldistribution,
',' . the differencebetweenthe meanvalueandthe 95th percentilevalue

' ' ' isequalto 1.645 timesthe standarddeviation.Sinceinthiscase
the differenceisequalto (1.0 - O.1) mm/yr,the standarddeviation

..... equals(0.9 / 1.645) or 0.547 ram. Thevarianceof the annualgrowth
equals0.299 mmz.

.e o i

Fromthe memo"NotesonCorrosionModelsinYMIM",the
' POissOnmodelof pit growthispararneterizedby the expectedrate

of growthincrements,p , andsizeof the incrementof growth,g. To
. calibratethe parameterswe havethe relationships:

E(G) - g pt

and
I

. . Var(G) - gZpt
e ! o *

where

G = total growth in a periodof time,

. p - expectednumberof growthincrementsperunittime,. . o
• o t

g - the incrementalgrowth,whena pitgrows,and

. t" - the lengthof the periodunderconsideration. ",

, Inthiscase,the time periodisoneyearsot=l sincethe dataare .'• 11

. , . givenintermsof annualgrowthrates.

The aboverelationshipsleadto the followingequationsfor g
• • andp:

.. p - E2(G)/Var(G)

' g ' = E(G)/p

Giventhe valuesfor the meanandvarianceof annualgrowth,the
valuesof g andr for thiscaseare:

o

p = 0.033

• g = 2.994 mm
o

. ,

I

t
J
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' " "" Preliminary, for discus=ion onlY, .

. Not yet approved by all interested patties. .,
o

e * #

The Judgementsusedfor estimatingthe parametersin all thee

cases am shown in Table 1 above. These values were used to
. calculate g and p using the procedure outlined above. Table 2

presents the resulting estimates.o ,, • _

0

,_ . Table 2: Estimates of parameters of pitting model based . .
on expert Judgements

i i ............. _ i iN _ _ .... i iiii iiii iiii ii iiiii ii ii i

Temp - 70°C Temp = 100°C

• Growth g, mm p g, mm p
Condition

i li I i II Rill I

Iowgmwth - 0.003 0.033 0.299 0.033 •
rate

ill, i ii =l|l

Median 0.030 0.033 2.994 0.033
growth rate

• Highgro'wth 0.299 0.033 29.939" 0.033 ....
rate

i ,,. i i i i •

0 _,.

6
Q

o i

I
i
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SOLUBILITY DATA AND EXPERT ELICITATION RESULTS

Carl Bruch and Inez Triay



•. r. • i. ,

f Environmental 101ConventionCenterDrive,Suite540
_tySystemsInc. LasVegas.NV89109

702.794.1800 22 June 1993

Deal" frieS,

I have compleu,.d an initial solubility data set for TSPA-II. It draws heavily on the
expert elicitation that we attended at Sandia on 13 April and on the work of Nitsche ¢t al.
Due to the lack of consistent temperature-dependent data, we wer_ able to incorpo_t¢ the
effects of temperature on solubility for many radionuclides. I have also enclosed some of my
own comments and questions on it. Could you please review the data set and comments for
accuracy and sensibility? I would appr_iate any suggestions that you may have.

If you have any questions, ple_ call me at ('/02) 794-1856. Thank you for your
time.

Sincerely,

; l i :

i'

TRWInc. G- 1



Table B.2.1: Proposed Solubilities for TSPA-II

, ,

RN II Solubility _lm') FunctionalFarm , Source....,

Ac fG')--StmeasAm SameasAm Eli¢itttioa,Nitscheetel.

Am f(T') See TableB.2.l.a Ni_che et al.
,, ,, , , ,,,

C NA (ps_m) NA (fla--,am) Oold_r

On fm T_<5S'C,ilT:1.2e-6,1.2e-5,1.2e-41 Wiboo
T • 55*C,liT: l.Se-IO, 1.5e-9, l.Se-81

i iiim ill I IBI I i

C.s LT: 1.2,3.9e+2. 2.1e+3 LT: 1.2, 3.9e+2, Zle+3 Goldar. EPRI
ii

I NA (Igas_eus) NA _aseoua) Goider
, ,t

Nb LU: 9.3e-5, 9.3e-3 LU: 9.3e-$. 9.3e-3 Elieitatioa

Ni LIB: 5.ge-Z 5.9e4-3, lOS,0.25 IO**[2.0212"(0.25"DIS'I_1)] Eli¢itatioe
i ii i i ii ii i i

Np f(T) See Table B.2.l.b Nitu_ et el.
, . ....

Pa LU: 2.3e-$, 2.3 IO**(5*DIST24.6383) Eliehafiou

Pb I.B: 2.1e-3, 2.1, 6.6e..2. 0.08 10**[-I.1805*(0.08*DIST3+I)] Eiidtatim
, . , , , • ,, . ,,B

Pu f(T) See Table B.2.l,c Niudte et el.

Ra LIB:2.3e-4, 2.3, 2.3e-2, 0.1 IO**[-I.631D*(0.1*DIbWl+l)] Elieitatiea

Se LT: 7.9e+Z 7.9e+3, $.fa_+3 I.T: 7.ge+Z 7.%+3, $.5e+5 Goldet, EPRI
,. a,

Sm f(T)-Same as Am Same as Am Elicitatioe, Nitsehe et ILl.

Sn U: 1.3e-6. 1.3e-2 O.O13*DIS'r2.l.3e.6 Elli¢itation '
ii i iii iiiiii iii i i i i i i i im

Sr I.B: 9.0e-2, 90, 9.0, 0.12 IO**[0.9M2*(O.12*DISTI+I)] Eli¢itatioe
* " i . ..

Tc I.T: 3_e-2, le+2, 9.9e.$ LT: 3..qe-2, le+2, 9.9e+$ Colder, EPRI

Th LU: 2.3e-$, 2.3e-2 lO**O*DIST24.6383) Eli¢itttiou
, , |,,

}
U f(T)-Same as Np Same as Np Elieitafioa,Nitsche et el.

i , , , H ..

Zr LU: 9.1e-8, 9.1e-3 IO**(5*DIS'r2-7.0410) Elieitatim
i ii i i i i i i iii ii it

All solubilities have aaiu of s/m_.

DISTl=Narmaldistributionwith pp.Oand 0=1; for P_ and St.
DIS'r2_ to 1; Unifarm; far P,_ Sn, Tlg Zr.
DIST3=Narmal dimibet/oe with tDO mat O=1;far Ni amt Pb.
pH=6 to9,uniform.

IJ_log-betadlnribution;main,max,expecwdvalue,eoeffiQeatofvariation."l_eseateapprolJnulte.dbya log-normaldistribution.
LT: Ioll4daat,elar_: rain,expected value, max,
LU_olg-uni_et_ndimibetioa; mia. max.
N: nomad distribution;mean, standarddeviation.
U=unifarmdit_butioe; mia. max.
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Table B.2.l.a: Tenq)erature-and pH-dependentsolubilities for Am

, , ,, , , , , ,,.. ,; y,

Solubility for the Biventemperatureruse

T < 42.5"C 42.5"C< T < 75"C 75"C< T
, , ,,,,', , I ,,, "

....<6.5 N: 4.4e-4, I-5e-4 N: 6.1e-l, l.Te-I N: 4.1e-4, 4.1e-4ms , , , H,..,

6.5<pH<7.75 N: 2.9e4,0.7e-4 N: 2.4e-3,2.2e-3 N: 7.5e-5, 4.1e-5

> 7.75 N: $.Se-4,4.6e-4 N: Zge-3,2.ge-3 N: 8.3e-S,$.1e-$

Table B.2. l.b: Temperature-and pH-depeudentmlubiliLieafor Np

Solubility for the liven tempmsu_ ruse

" I ...... I....T< 42.5_ 42.5'C < T < 75"(2 75"C< T

< 6..5 N: 1.3e+3,0.07e+3 N: 1.5e+3,0.09e.3 N: 2.Se+2,0.2e+2

6-5<pH_<7.75 N: 3.1e+l,0-se+l N: 2.3e+2,0.2_2 N: 3.6e+I,0.%+I

> 7.75 N: 1.0e+l, 0.2e+l N: 2.4e+1, 0.2e+l N: 2.1e+l, 0.09e+l
; . H , ' ' He ,, ,, " ,| .m

Table B.2..l.c: Tempa'atme- and pH-dependemsolubilities for Pu

,., ,,,,,,, , ,, ,, ,, , ,

Solubilityforthesiventemperaturerange
pH I ' '

T < 42-5"C I 42.5"C < T < 75"_ 75"C< T' "I . ,, , , .,|,,.,, i I

<6-5 N: 2.6e-1, l.Oe-I ,N: 6.5e-3, 2.6e-3 N: I-5e-3, 0..5e-3

6.5<pH_<7.75 N: 5-5e-2, 3.4e-2 N: g.ge-3, Z2e-3 N: 2.1e-3, 0.2e-3

>.7.75 N: 7.0e-2, 1.9e-2 N: 2.9e-2, 0.2e-2 N: 1.8e-3, 0.1e-3
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ALTERNATIVE SOLUBILITIESFOR AM. NP.AND PU

Following is the waythat we wouldimplementthelineardependencein mini-logspace.Theslopesud y-inum_epuarederivedfrom the
workd Niucheetad.

SOL./_4 = IO**(SOLA) solubiUtyof Am
$OLA = T:$MINA,SA,SMAXA Io8ofthe_mlub_tyofAm
SA = MAM x TEMP+ BAM expectodvalueof thelobd thesolubilityof Am
SlVl]NA= S - ! minimum value of the io8 of the solubilityd Am
SMAXA- S + 1 maximumvalue ot We log d _e solubility of Am
MAM .Io_ d melimein mini-loS_ (forAm)
BAH y-inmm_ d Sheline m xmi-los grace(for Am)

MAMalF(pH<m6.5. MAMI, 0F(pH<=7.7$, MAM2, MAM3)))
MAMI,-IF(TEMP_333.0.08977,.0.105"7)
MAM2tIF(TEMP_333, 0.02623,-0.05017)
MAM3mlFCTEMP_3$3, 0.01997, -0.05143)
BAIv_IF(pH<m6.5,BAMI, (IF(pH<=7.7$,BAIv_ SAM3)))
BAMlmW(T_ _ :=333,-30.11, 34.98)
BAM2_IF_<m$33, -1135, 14.09)
B_-i_'r'J_P, oe.333,-9.188, 14.59)

Thevaluesfortheslopeandy.inten:e_aboveworederivedfromworkdosebyNJu;cheetad."rlsetablebelowsummazizestheslopesud y-
intmuq_ofthelinesthatjointhelopofthesoluhilidm.

TableB.2.La:Temperature-andpH-depeMemsolubilitiesfurAm

[ i i r .... ................. i, ......... i .|u [ i !_

Slope ud y-in_rcel_ eLWelimein semi-log qmce of the imlubilityfor the given
pH _upemuu_ range

T_<333K T>333Ki ,i , i

Im ' b m Iw f '
Hi

< 6.5 0.08977 -30.11 -0.105"/ 34.98
, , _ |1

6.5<pH_<7.73 0.02623 -! 1._ -0.05017 14.09

> 7.75 0.01997 -9.188 -0.05143 14.59

The dependenciesforNp and Pu would be implemesml in•similarmanna"withthevaluesforthedopeand3nuiuterceptdrawnfrom the
following two _ables.

Table B.2.l.b: Tempmmure-and pX-dependemsolubilities for Np

•,i i T I i, , i i i[ i II i i ,illI il i i i

Slope ud y-iou_m_ _r the line in toni-los space of the solobilkyfor _ sivm
pH tempemle_ruse

T.<333K T>333K
st, , ,, , ,, ,, ,

I

im ib m b

< 6.5 0.00177 ! 2-586 -0.02430 I 197

6.5<pH_<7.7_ 0.02489 "_.926 1"0.02687 !1.31

> 7.75 0.01086 -2.236 -0.001993 2.024
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Table B.2.l.c: Temper_m- and pH-depe,,deotmlubiUSes fo¢ Pu

, ,, , ,, , , ,,,, , , , , ,, _ ,,,

Slopesady-in_'l_ of the linein semi-logSTmCeof thesolubilityforthegiven
pH w.mpemm_rsuge

T<333K T>333K

m b m b

< 6..5 -0,04577 13,05 -0.02123 4.882
i| ,i i . i ii i

6.5<pH<_7.75 -0.02260 5.475 -0.02090 4.909

> 7.75 -0.01094 2.105 0.04023 11.36

G-5



Dam: 22June1993

Re: CommentsonProposedSolubilitiesforTSPA-II

I)Fortheradionuclideswhosesolubilitieswereassumedtobehavesimilarly,wc assumed
thattheywerescaledpreciselyintherangeofvaluesgiven.Some "slop"shouldbe
incorporatedeventually,buthow muchandinwhatmanner?

As pertheelicitation,thegroupsofradionuclideswhosesolubilitiesbehavesimilarly
weretakentobe

I)Ra andSr
2)Pa,Sn,Th,andZr
3)Ni,Pb
4)Np,U
5)Ac,Am, andSm.

Forthef_rstthreegroups,verylittletemperature-dependentdataisavailable.Thus,the
solubilitieswereassumedtobethoseelicited(whichwerevalidfor25°C_<T_<95°C,6<_pH_<9,
andallgroundwatercompositionsexpectedattheproposedrepository).Forthefourthand
fifthgroups,themostdetailedandrecentdata(Nitscheetal.,1993)wereforNp andAm,
respectively.As pertheelicitation,thesolubilitiesoftheothermembersofthegroupswere
correlateddirectlytothesolubilitiesofNp andAm.

As canbereadilyseenfromTableB.I.2,thegroundwatercompositionisvery
importantindeterminingthetemperatureandpH dependenceofthesolubilities.Infact,even
thetrendsaredependentonthecomposition.We tentativelychosetousethesolubilities
correspondingtoJ-13waterforfourreasons:I)ThewaterfromJ-13(tuffaquifer)is
probablymorerepresentativeofthewaterthatwillbefoundattheproposedrepositorythan
thewaterfromUE-25p#1(carbonateaquifer);2)Mostoftheprevioussolubilltyworkhas
assumedJ-13water,andthisisconsistentwithPNL'sTSPA-91efforts;3)Moretemperature-
dependentdataisavailableforJ-13i_itheworkbyNitscheetal.;and4)Thesolubilitiesof
Np andPu donotvarymorethananorderofmagnitudebetweenthetwowaters.

2) Invariably, there are only two or three temperaturesfor which solubilities are available. '
When incorporatingthe data into TSPA-II, we could assume step functions, linear
dependence, quadraticdependence,or exponentialdependence (probablyon absolute
temperature,rather than Celsius). We do not know how which form is most appropriate. The
series of threestep functions perhapsbest representsour limited experimental data. This
means that we are left with the task of choosing the temperaturesat which the step functions
occur. For simplicity, we have chosen the midpoints (42.5°C and 75°C) between the
measured mmperamms(25"C,60"C,and 90"C).

There is a problemassociated with this sort of division of step functions. The
consistent trend toward lower solubilities at 9{Y'Cis presumablybecause there is less oxygen
dissolved in the water at high temperatures, but where should we draw the line? We have
chosen the mid-point' 75°C, but 80_ or even 85_ might be more appropriate. Likewise, the
lower division at 42.5'_ might not be the best choice, but until we have more information this
is the most reasonableone. By placing the transition at 75°C, we have set the solubility at
its lowest value. Fromthe thermal-hydrologicmodeling exercises being undertaken,we
believe that the repositorycould be in the 75-97°C range for thousands of years. Thus, the
effect of underestimatingthe solubility on the total-system performance would be significant.
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An alternative way of utilizing the work of Nitsche et al. is to assume a linear
dependence on temperature in either linear or semi-log space. We have included the latter as
a possible alternative: the log of the solubility is plotted versus the absolute temperature.
Between data points, straight lines are drawn. To account for the effects of uncertainty and
variability, the solubility is a triangular distribution centered about the line and extending up
and down I unit. When the solubility is backed out, it is then a log-triangular distribution
centered about the predicted temperature that extends on order of magnitude in either
direction.

Given your general understanding of solubility kinetics and the state of site-specific
data, do you have a preference for one implementation of the data over another? Are there
general dependencies that would be good to follow?

3) Some of the solubilities that were elicited had log-beta distributions. These are hard to
transform (when considering "linked" solubilites), so they were approximated using log-
normal distributions. The differences are negligible for all, but perhaps Ni. For Ni, the log-
normal distribution is broader, extends farther to the higher values, and has a slightly higher
mean value. Thus, the log-normal distribution is nominally conservative with respect to the
log-beta distribution.

To transform from a standard normal distribution Z (po---'O,Oo=I) to an arbitrary normal
distribution X (gt, o), one uses

X=oZ+_
The coefficient of variation, ¢,, is defined as

c_ = s/x -- o/x,
where x is the mean value. Thus,

O"- XCv=l_Cv,
and

" ' x l]. "
The wansformation from a standard uniform distribution Y (from 0 to I) to an

J arbitraryuniform distribution X (from C to D) is much simpler:.
X=LY+C,

where the length L of the interval is
L=D-C.

4) For Cm, I used Wilson's measut_ solubilities (using J-13 groundwater). He did not have
any estimate of the error, so I used a log-triangular distribution that extended an order of
magnitude in each direction. The temperature at which it switched was selected to be the
mid-point, but I do not feel this is reasonable (does LANL have any suggestions?)
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Pu U: 2.4e-5, 4.5e-6 LU: 3.1e-5, LT: 6e-5, LT: 6e-5, 4.3e-! 7.4e-3 to 3.2 2.4 6e-2 < 5e-3 5.5e-2 to 2.6e.!: 0.33 to 12m

2.4e-I, 1.2e-2 !.2e-2, 2.1e-3 9.6e-4, 4.3e-I 9.6e-4, 4.3e-I I.le-I to 2.4e-I

RII LN: 2.3e-4, -- -- LU: 6.8e-4, LT: le-5, 2.3e-2 2.1e-2to 6.11e-2 ....
2.3,2.3e-2. 0.1 6.8 4e-4, 0.1 7.7e-2

Se large high infinite LT: 7.9e.2, LT: 7.%+2, ........
7.9e+3, 7.9e+3, "
5.5e+5 5._,+5

Sm Hke Am -- -- LU: 3e-6, -- -- -- 3.0e-4 .......
3e-2

, . . , ., .J
.I

Sn U: !.3e-6, high LU: 1.3e-4, LT: 1.3e-4, LT: 1.3e-4, 1.3e-4 -- 1.3e4 ........
1.3e-2 4.0e-2,6.9e-3 ).2e-+, 2.2e-2 3.2e-3,2.2e-2

,,,, ,, ,, ,, , ,

Sr LN: 9.0e-2, -- -- LU: ?e-I, -- 11.Se+l 3.0e-I to 7.0e+l -- _<3e-2 .....
90.9.0, 0.12 7e+3 4.7e+1

, ,,

Tc Imse hlgh jut'mite LT: 3..%-2, LT: 3.5e-2,. hrge 2.0e-7to lml_e 3.3e.1 <3.s,-2 _ _.
le+2,9.9e+5 let.?.,9.9_5 large

Th LU: 2.3e-5, -- -- LU: 2.3e-6, w -- -- 2.3e-4 ......
2.3e-2 2.3e-2

I

U LN: 2.4e-3, 8.6e+! LU: 1.7e-5. LT: _,-I, LT: _-I, 4.9e.1 9.5e-3 to 9.4e.2 5.5 <S -- --
2.4e+3,7.5, 5.4e-3,9.4e-4 2.4,_+1 Z4, 5e.l 4.1e+2
.2-.25

ZI" LU: 9.1e-8, -- _ LU: 9.1e-8, _ _ -- 9.1e-6 ..........
9.1e-3, 9.1e-6 9.1e-4

, , H , ,. | , | | ..... , , ,

All solubilities are given in g/mI.

A ptdiminary evaluationby Tony Smith has concluded that the "imlmctut"dements (lmsedon wholebody dose due to the respectiveradionuclides)for TSPA-2 m'eAe, Am. C_.,Cm, Cs, !, Nb, Ni. Np,
Pa.Pb. Pu.Ra,,%, Tc, Th,andU. Thesedementsareshownin boldin theleft-bud co,unto.



[11 _'-AubilityexperteliciuttiouwithLANL, held13/4#)3atSNL. Alduxq_ thedistn'lmtionsmayi_ experimentalsadmodelb8d,m, theymeultinmtely_ emlmmes.
Theorderof dleseenuiesis thedrapeof thedism'umion,theminimumvalue,themaximumvalue,themqpeaedvalueormemt(optional),andthecoeff'Ja_tedrvmimuioa(qpqimml).The
symbols for the distn'tmUom ,re O = unifmm: LN = log-ammM: and LU = log-uniform. At this wmkdmp it wss ,Iso ststed that there were 8traps d rmlioam:F_Meswhose sohsldlides,re
highly c_rrelnted('at least80%rue cortelsticm').Thesewere

• U, Np
• Zr. "1_,Pa. So
• Am. Sm, Ac
• Sr, Ra
-Ni, Po

Furthermore, Pu has a medium correlation ("--60%rankceerelaUon')with the IFoupof radionuclidesincludiq Am, Sin. ud Ac.
..

[2] Eslinser, P.W., L.A, D0remus,D.W. Ensel, T.B. lvh'ley,M.T. Murphy.W.E. Nkhcds, M.D. White. D.W. Lanliford,end SJ. OudakJrk,1993. PreliminaryToud-SystemAnalysiso( •
PotentialHigh-Level Nudear Waste Repositorym Yucca MoumML PNL-8444, Pacific Mwest Ldxnlory, RiM WiudSdmlltml.These solubahim were _ using EQ3/6 and m'e
for oxJdizin8conditions,44'C,,and 77?water.

[3] Barnud. R., M. Wt'b_ 14.Dockesy, J. Gmhier. P. Kqpbm.R, Eaton.F. Biq;lmm,anAT. Robey. 1992. TSPA-1991: An luithdTotal.System PurfermsnceAssessmentfer Yucca Mountain.
SAND91-2795. _ndia Ntdomd _, _dtmquerque,New Mexic_

[41 Ooidet,Amntea Inc..1993. Al_ieatioe o( RIP (Repmlto_ Imell_ Prqpmm)to thePmpomlRqmkml, atYuccaMemu,hu Coeeqm_ Modelmtdlnl_ DataSet. GolderAssocimesInc..
Se,nle. Wuhinl_on.

151RiskEnSineering.Inc.,1992. DenmmUmleeof • Rbk-Bued AplxoKh to Hish-LevelWmmeRepositoryEvMmaiomPlume2. EPRI TR-!00384.ElectricPowerResem_ Institute.Pt_m Hill,
CMiforni-. These values consist of • review o( the IhemUtm. The low. moderate,snd hish vsdues sure8ivu.

a
w., [61 ICal_k. J. F.. 1984. Solubility Limits oaRndiouu_de Dhumluti_At • Yuccl MountainRepository. L_-9995-MS. 1,o8Ahunm NatJomdLabemtory.Los Abum_ Hew Mexico. These

solulb,litieswere 8emoted usin8 EQ3_ mmmim8J-13water,oxidizin8 conditions(Eh of 700 mV), id ptl ?. Thesolubilitiesfor Ra, SL ,nd Tc weseestimmedfromreviewsby Appset
aL_" and^llarcLtan

|7] Ogmrd,A. Lmd J.F. KenJsk, 1985. Groundwater(3hen_ Alon| Flow Padu Betweeu 8 ProposedRepositoryShe 8riddue _ _vifounumL LA-IO188-MS,Los Abtmos
_. LosAlnmm,New Mexico. GroundwalenfromJ-13,UF.,-251_I.andH-38reconsideredusingEQ3. The_ o( wellUSW H-3 is indicativeof waterbelowtheproposed
repmhory site. WaterfromwellUE-2.51MII_ thecsdme_e aquiferunderlyingmuchof the areaandisd,emostcmteeWaled8roandwaterpmm'Iblealoqtheflowpath.WellJ-13
water is typicM cdrwells sunoundiq YuccaMountain: dtis weft is c_ of producin8hurl_volumes o( wster from a pernteablezoseat or near Ihestaticwal_rlevel.

ISl Kerrisk. J. F., 1985. An Assessmentdr the l_ RadSomclld_ in Nuclear Waste. LA-10414-MS, Los Alarum Na_mal _, Los Ahmam,New Mexico. In M. Wilsm's
SANDgI-OIS5 repo_ Thesesolubilisesare• combinationo( _ (ll(erfislc,19M), measured(Nitsche and Edelstein, 191_. ,nd estimated quami6es.

191Pearson,F. J., Jr.. 1992. Solubility o( ActinidesandTechnetium.Letterto R.F_Jickson,Intera.January13,1992. Thesesolubilitieswere jenerated using EQ3NRandassumemidizing coeclldons
at 2.5"C,pH 7.5, ,nd WN-IM model lproumdwal_rwith Avoulea Beatoaite pore solution.

[10] These ambers me directlyfrom "Submissionof D,m to die SF_DB', a LLNL letterfrom L. J. Jardineto SElq)B Admiaimmer, SlqL.omJmmm?22, 1991. The dm w,s dbsemdedfrom Wibom.
C. N., 1990. "Resultsfrom NNWSI Series 3 Spem Fuel DissolmiomTests,"PNL-?IT0,June 1990, nd Wilson, C. N.. "Resultsfrom Cycles I ud 2 o( NNWSI Sem_ 2 DissolutionTests,"
HEDL-TMES5-22,May 1987.Thesesolul_*lldesme for25"C.

'Thedam froml'ustreport(Wilson,1990)wasusediu"Waste-PaekqleReleaseRuesforSiteSuitabilityStudies,"byW. W. -L.Lee,M. M.Sadesld.P.L.Clmnds_ud I".ILPiSford.LBL-

30707. April 1991. Theyc.ondudedthai the solubility o( Np wM 3.0e-4IpWm3"thesolubilityof Puwas9..%-4II/m). m,dthe solubility o( Am was 3.8e-58/m).



[lllThesesolubilitiesarefromNitsche,H. ILRobem,T.Prussia,D.Keeay,S.A._, ILBecndk,andR.C.Oatti,1993.-RadimudideSoh_lityamlS_ Studiesfe¢theYucca
MouaudnSite C_¢,acte=_mdoaProje_" in _-'-_--_=-I.,_! p--":---_ve W,_,_M_. _"_. o(tle FemthAmual lnmmadoml_ La=Vela=.Nevada,/qm'l26-30.1993.pp.
1490-149S.Thesesolubiikiaassume2S_ andpH 6-8.5. 1"hewatenlanalTamlwereJ-13(In'stranse)audIL.l_2_t_ll(.sm_o_+-+), _ f_-.,_ _.- _ _ nqluilm"_ _ _ _ _
cmbo_e mluifer, these wmrs me co_dered to brm:k_the _ d the _ _ espected m the site"

!!21 Nitsche,H., andN. M. Edelsteia,1985. Deumniuationol theSdulx'UdesaudCoqdezadou of WasteItadlome_les Peniumto Oedolle Diqxml at the NevadaTuff She,TopicalP.elmn
-SohdxlitiesandSpeciadonolrAednidelow in Neaa'-Neuu'alSolution,"LBL'18900- "lheses°lulx'Btiesaref°rJ'13wdlwater(pmm?'02"0"l)matemlxmmmelr25 +-'1"C"Fetl_p+two
selulx'lidesmesiren. ThePxstis for • solutionwithinitially l'tpO_',anddie secondis for Ipuuudwam"initiallycouubiq I_p0__'.

JAIl AI_, J. A.,C. L. Carnahan,P. C_..Lichtner.M. C. Michel,D. Perry,It. J. Silvaetal.,"Statusof GeochemicalProblemsReladulleod_eBuriald rIGIh-Level RadioEdveWaste.1982." LBL-
ISI03, March 1983.

I.'.21Alhud, 6., "Solut+l_iesor Acd,_clesi- Ne,nni or _ Sol,niom,"b _iniaes i- Penlm_ve, N. M. Edelsu_ Ed.. Proc.drdie Ac_niles-19111ConfereKe,Paei_ Grove.CalHema.
Seplembet10-15.1981(Perpmon Press.New York. 1982). .



Table B. 1.2: Solubility as a function of temperature and pH [Nitsche et al., 1992a and
1992b].

, ,,,,, , , ,, ,, ll|llllli i i i i i i ii u i i,i i ,,l,,,, u ,ll, , , ,,,, ll,,, ,,,

pH J-13Water UE-_pOI Water
iiilli |li| , i, ii i i

Solubilityat_ Solubilityat 60'_ Solubilityat_ Solubilityat _ Solubilityat60_
Iqll' III III I II IHIII lib I I I I I il il ill I I'1

6 (4.4 4. 1.$),s 10" (6.1 _ 1.7) x I0 "l (4.1 4. 4,6) x 104 (7.5 4.2.7) x 104 (6.6 4. l.O) •tO 'jii i illll ii -- i

7 _9 4._7),104 _.44.2.2)_104 (7_4.4,1__104 (7_4.3.9),io_ (I.74._1)_104
8..5 (5.8 4. 4.6) x 10.4 (2.9 4. 3.2) 1 104 (8.3'4. .5.1)1104 (7.,54. 1.9) s lift (1.9 4. 1.0) 110"li ii ii iiiii i ii i liltI I I III

6 (I.3 + 0.07) 110"1 (I.5 + 0.09) x 10'1 (2.8 4.0.2) 1 10"1 (6.9 + 1.4) 1 10._ (6.0 + 0.5) 110.2
4MIm IIII glum I I I Jl II I _ I t|llttttlltlt

Np 7 (3.1+0.5)• 10'1 (7...34.0.2)• 10.2 (3.6 + G9) 1 I0 'j (1.1 +0.3) 1 10.I (8.1 +2.4) 1100
ii _ i tlltl mttltl cud i limes i

8.5 (1.0+_.,0.2)• 10.I (2.44.00) 1 10.s (2.14.0.09)1 !0"t (1.7±0.1) X 1(9 (3.34.1.4) 11(9
ii i i ii iii i i ii

6 (2.6+_ i.0) X 10' (6.5 . 2.6) 1 10"1 (1.5 + 0.5) 1 10.I 0..04.0.1) 1 10" (2.1 + 0.3) 110"1
-- I InIIma Imm tl elms ii

Pu 7 (5.54.3.4) • 104 (8.94.2.2) 1 10.I (2.14.0.2) • 10.) (I.I 4.0.1) • 10.' 024.0.3) 110"1
i llll iH i, ,,i i ii Hll II

8.5 (7.04.1.9) 1 104 (2.94.0.2) 1 104 (1.84.0.1) x 10.I (2.44.0.2) x 10.' (20.4.1.4) x10'1
IIII ill II I

Solubilities have units of g/ms.

I II *
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Table B.I.7: Solubility as a function of temperature and oxygen fugacity [Wilson, 1990].

i i llll i , H,, , , i i ii ,,, , , , , ,,, ,, ,,

Predicted using EQ316m
M_mm_" ...........................................

Sohddlilyat 25 "C Solubility at 90 "C
' ............. - Phase

Sdubilky Solubility at from0.2 fmml0"n fo_d}.2 fo_10""
at 2,Tq: 85"C

llll 'l I 'I ill _ in" ii i iiii ' il +5 "i i ,,,,

Aa_ 1.+_-3 1.2+._ -- -- _a_fOH)CO_
3.9e.5 1,2e-7 ...................

--. -- 9.7e-4 9.7e-4 Am(Ol'l_
i i iii i i i[ i iii i i i i i

CI 1.2e.$ 1..5e-9 Cm motia thermodynamicdmslme
,, ii , ,,,,,,,i m i ii , i + i ,w , i , ,1,1,

....Np 3.0e.4 1.9e-4 1.Se-I 2.4e..4 1..5 2._-3 + Np(_i iiiii i iiiiii iii ii i i l i i iii iiiiii i iiii

Pu 9..5e-8 3.lie-9 3.0e-7 6.0e-10 _ PuO+
9..5e-4 9.qe-6 ...............

" 1.2o+1 4.8+-! 1.5e+1 3.0e-2 Pu(OH)4
i il i iii iii i i i li li H

(i.5-2,3)1-2 (!.9-2.9)e-2 C3.7-$9)e.4 (7.4-74)e.4 H
i H| i i i , i ,

(2.3-2.9)P.2 (2.g-3.7)v-2 5.9e-3 7.4e.3 H + S
i ii ii iml | i ,i i i i m i , i , i

2.9e._ 1.5e._ 0.029.12 0.037.!_ ,,<o_9-Z3)e-2,+0.7+-29)e.2,, S
1.2o4.1 I-%4.1 2._-I 2.9e-I S + Sch

iiii , ,i , i i ,i H i

l..Se+1 i.9e4.1 (2.3-3.7)e-1 (3.7-5.9)e-! Sch
i i , m , , ,,, ,, ,

[1] Measured from Series 3 tests, 0.4 sun ffl_rad. Used J-13 well water.

[2] Predic_d for oxygen fugacitiea fm=0.2 (atmospheric) and fm=10"n with solubility control
by precipita_d secondary phases as lis_d: H = haiwceitc; S ffi soddyi_; Sch = schoepit_.
All phases are in the crystalline stat_, except Pu(OH)4 which is amorphous.

!
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CarlBrook
" TRW'
--/ I01 ConvcndonCenterDrive, Suite 540

Las Vegas,NV 89109
702-794-1800

Dear Carl:

In reply to thequestions thatyou askedin your memo dated22 June 1993 (questions1 - 4 on the '
,, ,, pages thatI have numbered6 and7), I have the folio.wingobservations. Regardingquestions I

and 2, thc functional dcpcndcnce of solubility wsth tcmpcraturc can be expressed wi.th
therm,odynamicrigor. However, using thc functional dcpendcncederived .from.thcrn_..ed.yn.uun.tc

, constderadons requtres knowing the solubilityp.roducts (Kso) of the dominating dissolution
reactions. Withregardto Nitschc's datareported m LA-12562-MS, it is im_portantto make me
following observations: (1) Nitsche only reports solubility dataobtained _ ovcrsaturation,

' (2). the solid phases reported at 25°C and60°C for Np do not match the solid,phases found at .
90°C, (3) information on the P, solid phases formed is notavailable, and (4) stu notclear that
equilibrium._ obtainedin the _=.scale of the experiments,These ob.sef,'vatio_.arclm__. t for

, the following reasons. (1) .I_. "wnga Ksp from Ni.t:whes.datareqmres wn.unga dissolution '
.rea.cdon; being .able to describe mat Kspas a function ot temperature..requ_ mat._e .s.anl.e

', ' .dissolution reacuon takes place withinthe desired temperaturerange, u asnot clear mattins ss
' ' ' the casc for eitherNp or Pu. (2) If equilibriumis not attained duringthe mlubili_ experiments,

thc variability of the solubility data Withtcmpcramre could be a re.suitof kincuc cffccts. In
particular,thc ap.parentsolubility .u. measuredby Nitsche could increasc with t_pcrat...u_c.asa
result of fasterdissolutionrates athsghertemperatures. (3,) In order to d_..c a _Ksp,equilibnum
has to bc attainedfrom ovcrsaunationandundcrsaturation.Thc same solubility for Am, Np, and
Pu must be mcasured (regardiess of whether Nitsche starts from an ovcrsaturatedsolution or

from an undcrsaturated solution using the solid ..phasc.sformed during the ovcrsaturationcx_cnts). Data fromundcrsauntion arcnot availablcm LA 12562-MS.

Nevertheless, I am including the thermedynamic treatmentto obtain thc functionaldepcndcncc ,
of an equilibriumcons.rant(such as Ksp)with tcmpcrature. I reiteratc that ..this.trcatmcntis only
valid whcn conssdenng the same chcmical reaction attaining equilibrium at diffcrcn_
temperatures.

.

The symbols thatareu_ in thisderivationaredefined as follows:

• K_= SolubilityProduct •

G = Gibbs FreeEn_,gy
I

&G= Z G|- _, G|

o refcn to reamnu andpmducu in theirstandardstate (I am2)

' H = Endutlpy

S =Entropy

R = Gas Constant

T =Tcmpcraturc

Cp= Heat Capacity@ ConstantPrcssurc

a, b, & c = constants
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Assuming that the measuredamericiumsolubilitiesin J-13 arcdue thefollowing reaction:

AmOHCO3(s) _ Am_ (_) + OH"(z0 + COj2"(_

then,

K,p= [Am [OH'][o:)32"]
Note that the reported crystalline form of AmOHC03 is not always the same at different
temperatures.

. Equation1 is a resultof theLawsof Thermodynamics.

AG _-I - TAS @ ConstantT (I)

Equation 2 describes the functional dependence of the heat capacity of a substance with
temperature.

Cp = a + bT + cT"2 (2)

Equation 3 describes the functionaldependenceof ACpwith temperature;where ACpis the sum
of the heatcapacities of theproductsminus the.correspondingsum for the reactants(it LSthenet
change in heatcapacityresultingfrom thereacuon).

ACp = Aa + AbT + AcT"2 0) '

Equation4 is Kirchofl'sformula.

• ,

Substitutingfor ACpusing equation3 andintegratingequation4, yields equation5, where _"Tiis
anintegrationconstant. _.

=_'li + AaT+ _AbT 2 - AcTa (5)

Equation6 is a result of takingthe partialderivativeof equation 1 with respect to temperaun-eat_ i

constantpressure.

.... = -,_,- or LO(Iro,Y _ (6)

Substituting for _ using equation5 and integratingeither form of equation6, yields equation7,
, wherei is an integrationconstanL

, 1

1
AG = _J'li- _TInT - _ AbT2 - _-&cT"I+ iT (7)

, LettingK equalKspandsubstitutingforAG °inequation8(usingequation7),yieldsequation9
after algebrai'crearrangement.

• ' AG° = - RT InK (8)

}AbT _AcT"2 + i-RinK= T- _InT - - (9)

Equation 9 describes the functional dependence of the solubility product with respect to
, temPerature.

s
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With respect to question 3 on page 7, I don't see anything wrong with approximating the
solubilities using a log normal dismbution.

With respect to question 4 on page 7, it seems reasonable to use Wilson's data for Cm (which I
numbered pages 14 - 18). Temperature dependence of solubility in general has already been

' discussed. I don't have any specific information for Cm.....

As you know Dave Morris is the PI for the solubility and speciation studies being conducted at
, I.ANL. I have asked Dave to review this write-up and correct any potential mistakes or provide '

you with additional information,.

. . I am also enclosing the meeting report for the most recent meeting of the Radionuclide Solubility '
Working Group that Dave Morris sent to Ardyth Simmons. I call your attention to Table I on
page 6 of SolWOG-2. This table summarizes the consensus solubility values for the aclinides

• compiled during the Radionuclide Solubility Working Group Meeting.

Sincerely,

,* ' , o

In6s 11.Triay ,

'cY: Dave Morris
Tom Newton

• .

,_,.
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APPENDIX H

DISTRIBUTION COEFFICIENT EXPERT ELICITATION RESULTS

Carl Bruch



Subject: Ka Expert Elicitation with LANL and SNL Date: 2 June 1993

From: CarlBruch _-.:",' " To: Bob Andrews

_. JIJl'l 0 7 "1"3_3_[. _' ) JerryTimSue BraumillerDaleMcNeish '.... !NTiqA ING. ..... ,

On 1June 1993, representatives from the two TSPA groups (SNL and IN'I_RA) and Los
Alamos National Laboratories (LANL) attended a meeting at Sandia. The objective was to
generate the sorption distributions to be used in TSPA-II. This meeting was a follow-up to
the 13 April expert elicitation on solubilities held at SNL. This memo summarizes the
highlights of the meeting, the K_s that were generated, and other information that I found
interes,dng.

..

Attendees were: Rally Barnard(SNL), Jack Gauthier(SNL), Mike Wilson (SNL), Ines Triay
(LANL), Arend Meijer(???), and myself. Paul Kaplan(SNL) and Tom Robey (SNL) were
also there for some of the time.

Many factors influence the sorption of a particularelement in a particularhydrogeologic unit.
These include, but arenot limited to, the groundwaterchemistry, pH, and Eh, and
temperature. The redox potential Eh of the system is particularlyimportantas it determines
oxidation state of the radionuclides,which in turn determines the solubility of the
radionuclides. Oxidizing conditions for the site were assumed. The range of groundwaters
included UE-25 p#1, 1-13, and USW H-3. The pH rangeis from 6 to 9.

One of the majorreasons that Yucca Mountainhas been touted as a potential repositorysite
is the presence of zeolites and their ability to retardradionuclides. The possibility of a hot
repository has raised the question that the high temperaturesmay break down the zeolites.
This has generatedsome concernon the project, ha'endand Ines, however, affirmed that the '
zeolites are not destroyedby high temperatures. Experimentsby Dave Bish, LANL indicate
that the zeolites are dried out by the heat, but when the water is reintroduced, the zeolites
return undamaged to their original state. Later, they said that when zeolites do alter, one
would expect the sorptions to be similar to those for the de_,,ittifiedand vitric mfrs. It may be.
that the alteration of zeolites is an extremelylong-termprocess or one that only happens at
sufficiently high temperatures,and Bish's research was unableto observe it.

It was also noted that although the zeolites sorb many radionuclides,including isotopes of Sr,
Cs, and Ra, the actinides are not well sorbed by the zeolific tuff. This is rather problematic
as many of the "badactors"in the TSPA inventoriesare actinides. However, it has been
found that actinides sorb well to iron oxides. The ironoxide may be present in the nearfield
(the waste package/EBS) and/or in the farfield ( the tufts). Thus, for the sorption of
actinides, the containermaterialand the quantity of iron oxide that will be available is
important.

Ironoxidewillbepresentinthenearfieldasaconsequenceofthecorrosionofthewaste
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package.The quantityof iron oxidedependsonthechemicalcompositionandthicknessof
the wasm packages. Of the variousdesigns under consideration, the l" 825 with a 4"
overpacJ<of corrosion-allowance steel is probablythe most suited for sorbing acdnides. It is
likely that the iron in the waste packageswill corrode to a meta-stablestate of FcOOHnH20
that lasts thousands of years. The fact that actinidcssorb well to this form of iron and its
relative stability suggest that the presence of large quand.u'esof iron in the repository area is
would significantly retardthe transportof radionuclidcsf_',thegeosphere.

..

It is important to note that the degree of sorption on iron oxide is dependent on the pH of the
wamr. For pH values below 8, cations generally will not sorb to iron oxide. On the other
hand, at low pH. Np complexes as NpO2 which sorbs well to the ruff (actinides generally sorb
weft to iron oxide at low pH); at high pH, Np complexes as Np(CO0= which does not sorb as
well. Clearly, this is an area that needs more characterizationas we incorporate more
chemisL,3,into our toml-sysmm models via groundwaterpH and temperature.

In accounting for iron as a possible sorbing agent, it is important to be consistent and
consider the possibility of colloid formation. It was mentioned that iron could form colloids
and transport the radionuclidesat lower temperatures wherecolloids are stable.

Zeolitessorbcationsthataregenerallysmalland simple.Tc is ananionandis not expected
to besorbedby thezeolites.

Thesorptionof carbonwasconsidered.Therearedifferentwaysin whichI+Ccan be
retarded:exchangewith COsin thewater,calciteprecipitation(at high temperatures),and
sorpdonin the interfacialwaterlayer, Aqueoussorpfiononironoxidewasprovided.Ben
Rosshasconsideredretardationof gaseouscarbon.HisKesate dependentontemperature,
but areapproximately40.

Tom Robey'sstratigraphywasdiscussed.He dividedtheunitsby the degreeof welding
since that affects the flow the most in their geostatisticalsimulations. The units were then
described by the type of tuff (devitrified,vitric, and zeolitic):

TSw2 -- devitrified
TSw3 (vitrophyre)- vitric
CHnv -- . vitric • '
CHnz -- zeolitic
ProwPassw -- devitrified
Bullfrogn -- zeolidc
Bullfrogw -- devitrifed

Althoughthe vitrophyrehasdifferentpermeabilities,it wasassumedto havethesorpdve
propertiesof vitrictuff. Thetwotuftsarechemicallysimilar,exceptthat thevitrophyrehas
largergrains. Thereis alsoa practicalreason:in the testingprocedure,the vitrophyre
samplesaregroundup sothattheyare like vitrictuff. It maybe thatassumingvitric
propertiesfor the vitrophyreis notconservativesincethelatterhaslesssurfaceareaon which
theradionuclidescansorb. Theimpactof thisnonconservativeassumptionisprobablynot
significant,primarilybecausethevitrophyreis relativelythin in comparisonto otherlayers(it
overlies the vitric CHnv unit that is much thicker).
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The elicitation did not distinguish between saturated-zoneand unsaturated-zoneK_s. This
was largely because there is no data for unsaturatedsorption of radionuclides. Furthermore,
it is unlikely that the quantity of waterwould significantlyalter the Kes. One possible effect
was mentioned: in both the unsaturatedandsaturatedzones, oxidizingconditions were
assumed, but this might not be accuratesince there is less oxygen available in the saturated
zone. Thus, the saturatedzone may be more reducing than the unsaturatedzone.

In every case but one, as temperatureincreases, the sorptionincreases or stays constant. The
exception (Np sorption on pure calcite) is confusing,and LANL has not been able to explain
it yet. Nevertheless, assumingsorption coefficients for 25"Cappears to be conservative.

The table that follows includesthe K_distributions(in ml/g) for the important
elements/radionuclidesin threebasic typesof tuff (D--4evitdfied,V=vitric, and Z=zeolific)
and for iron oxide (in the immediatevicinity of the waste package). In the table, E[x] is the
mean, and CV[x] is the coefficient of variance that Paul Kaplanfeeds into his beta
distributions. The rangeof sorption values given are intendedto be defensible: the
maximum is conservative in that experiments have yiel_d K_ with higher values than
reportedbelow. The values arefor solute calculationsonly-they do not apply to colloidal
transportor sorption.

i • ,J i , , , , i i , , i • ,I
II

....... _il_. Am _i_ _ _idve m
V I00 I000 -380 0,2 beta chantiesia pH.

Z 100 100t) uoifonn

Fe 1000 5000 u_orm
JJ J

Cs D 100 200 unifm'm

V I00 200 uaifmm
III I II |

Z 500 3000 uaifem
I IJ I II II I I

Fe I0 exlmoe_al
[ i ii , ii i i

Ni D Ask Malooim Siegel fer these mntbem.
...... So_m will mot,ably be _ Ca, but tedu_

V by a factor of -2.
L I II II I I I

Z
J l IL I II I III I II I

Fe Ni mrbs well to imo oxide. #s from ,Malcolm.
i i i i i i .i it

Pa D 2 exlameuial Tbm_ is extremelylimiteddata for these
'......... numbers.

V 0..5 expoaesm_

Z 4 expoaeazisl
, , i i ,| • ,,i

Fe 500 1000 uniform
i , i , i ....

Pb D I00 500 uniform lAmited dataavailable for Pb. Pb sorption is
...... heavily influencedby organicsin the

V I00 500 uni/orm groundwater(concentrationson the order of I
ppm aresign_/'Jcant,L

Z 100 500 uaiJrocm

H-3



Fe I00 10(30 uni/orm
ii

Pu D 50 200 I00 0.25 beta PuSmlptionisdependenton manyparameters.
includingtheoxidaxioasu_ ud Ihe

V 50 200 I00 0.25 beta |roundwaterpH. Eh,ud conqzmitioo.

Z 30 "/0 40 O.!$ beta
. i

,

Fe I000 SO00 uniform

P._ D I00 SO0 un_orm I_ SmlXkmduem c_ys ia Ibeu_[.
i ii

V I00 SOl) u_orm
ii

Z I000 5000 uniform

Sn D 20 200 uniform

V 20 200 uuiLonn
i

Z I00 300 uniLorm .....

Fe O 5000 uniform No dataforSn seq_ioeoniroe oxide.i

Fe 20 exponential RaverypH-dependeotfor Fe.|l

L" D O 5 uniform Usezhesenumbersfor theSe !_ to be
' -- _-_,_i-_ttjve.

V 0 4 uuifom

Z $ 20 I0 0.3 beta i
i

Fe IOO I000 uniform Academicworksaysthat U shouldbe retarded
by Fe, butexperience is mherwise(pouibly
due to equities).

iii ii

C DVZ -40 _ Gaseous_ from BeeRou's work
(sometemperaturedependeoce).

Fe !00 300 uniform Thesenumbersarefor mqxiouof aqueous
rzdJonucfidesinthe imetfaciadwau=layer.

i

CI. !. Tc All 0 ,, ,J

The group attending this meeting was about half the size of the one at the solubility
elicitation and was more productive.

• We were able to obtain K_ for all the radionuclides that we had been interested in.
"i_ese were for three farfield environments (devitrified, vitric,and zeolifi= tufts) and
one nearfield environment (iron oxide).

• Temperature was not considered explicitly (data is too sparse). It is conservative to
assume the 25°C data for all times and temperatures.

• pH was not considered expficitly (data is too sparse). This is an important factor
and should be considered in future analyses.
• We can consider the effect of different waste package designs on the sorption of
radionuclides in the nearfield. To be consistent, though, we need to account for the

possible formation of iron colloids and subsequent radionuclide transport.
• As for the numbers generated at the solubility expert elicitation, SNL will use these
Ko distributions without modification for their portion of TSPA-II.
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Sandia National Laboratories
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87185

..o."
e.S "o

:ro3v_oN o y.date: June4, 1993 -_--_.-.''"- - -"

to: My friendandcolleagueJack

from: M.D. Siegel, 6115

subject: KddistributionsforNi (ml/gm)

ii IIMII •

rock min max distribution P' /

"rO_!dv tuff 0 500 normal _ _'_ "--3o,"
vitric off 0 500 normal T__o_ ,_

•,-olitle 0 500 normal C:_ )/- .
iron 0 1000 _ lognormal ___O - _- ~._ - L--,
oxyhydroxid c Sf_-_.
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APPENDIX I

THERMALLY INDUCED RETARDED UC TRAVEL-TIME DISTRIBUTIONS

Benjamin Ross



%
,o

SancreNationalLaboratories
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87185

July 26, 1993

WBS: 1.2.5.4.1

QA: N/A

Carl E. Bruch

M&O/INTERA
101 Convention Center Dr., Suite Pl10
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Subject:C-14travel-timedistributionsfromBen Ross

Carl:

IlearnedrecentlythatIwas supposedtosendyoutheinformationthatwe haveregard-
inggasflowand z4Ctraveltimes.Enclosedwiththisletterisallthenew information

'we havesofar.Ben Rossand co-workersatDisposalSafetyInc.ran a new seriesof
calculationsforuswiththeircomputermodelsTGIF2 and PATHLINE2.

The problemsetup,botudaryconditions,etc.,aremostlyasdescribedintheirreport
Numerical Studies of R_ "-Gas Flow in Yucca Mountain (SAND91-7034). There are
twoimportantdifference'irst,thenew calculationswererunwithTGIF2 ratherthan
TGIF. TGIF2 calculat_ _flowcoupledwithheatflow,and providesa time-varying

i solutionratherthanbei." _mitedtosteady-statesolutions.The onlydocumex:tation

todateon TGIF2 isavc:.briefdescriptionofthegoverningequationsina conference

proceeding("ThermallyDrivenGas FlowBeneathYuccaMountain,Nevada,"inMul. f

tiphase Transport in P_:'o:ts Media--1991, edited by R. R. Eaton, M. Kaviany, M. P.
Sharma, K. Vafai, and K. S. Udell, published by the American Society of Mechanical
Engineers). The second difference is that a different repository layout was assumed.
The assumed layout is enclosed. The computer model is 2-dimensional, so the actual
calculationsweremade withthree,slicesthroughthemountain.The same cross-sections

wereusedasfortheirpreviouswork(SAND91-7034),butonlythreecross-sectionswere

used,ratherthanfour,becauseofthereducedrepositoryareaassumed.Unfortunately,
more recentinformationthatwe havereceivedindicatesthatprojectedburnupsare

higherthan we had assumed,and so theenclosedrepositorylayoutisnot what we
would useforthecalculationsifwe weretodothem today.DisposalSafetyisgoingto

re-runoneofthecross-sectionsforuswiththenew informationsothatwe can getan
ideaoftheeffecton theresults.
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Carl E. Bruch ._- July 26, 1993

The enclosures are the following:

• Ben Ross's cover letter to us, which gives a few details of the calculations.

• Eighteen 14C.-travel-time histograms, for starting times from 1000 years to 18,000
years.

, A floppy disk with eighteen _4C-travel-time files on it.

e A drawing of the assumed repository layout.

The results that we have available cover only one repository thermal loading--57
kW/acre. Ben felt that the computer model needed additional modifications to be able
to handle higher thermal loads, and there just wasn't time (the information enclosed
took nearly a month of time on their computer). Ben would like to do a sensitivity
study, varying the thermal load and other key parameters, but that will have to be put
off till next year.

If you have questions about any of this, feel free to give me a call at (505) 844-9337.
You may also want to talk to Ben; his phone number is (202) 293-3993.

Sincerely,

Michael L. Wilson

YMP System Performance Assessments
Department 6312

Copy w/o enclosures to:
6312 H. A. Dockery
6312 M. L. Wilson

6352 10/12541/1.2/NQ
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July 9, 1993

Sandia National Laboratories
Attn.: Mike Wilson
Division 6312
P. O. Box 5800
Albuquerque,NM 87185

Dear Mike:

Enclosed are the resultsof our carbon-14travel time calculationsfor the TSPA-H
exercise. The results are includedboth in machine-readableform and as histogramson
paper.

There are 18 files and 18 histograms,each cozres_nding to a starting time for
migrationof carbon-14particles. Startingtimes were each thousand years from 1000 to
.18000 years after waste removal from the reactor. The numberin the file name is the
particle startingtime.

Each file contains the traveltimes for 241 particles. One particle started from a
randomlyselected position in each 25-meter segmentof threeeast-west cross-sections
throughthe repository. The cross-sectionswere located on the N'760000, N762500, and
N765000 coordinates. At 1000 and 2000 years, portions of the repository had temperatures
(averagedbetween rooms and pillars)above the boiling point. Travel times for particles in
these areas were not calculated,which is reasonablebecausecontainers in regions where the
rock is above the boiling point are unlikely to be breached. Consequentlythe files for these
two starting times contain fewer than241 traveltimes.

The calculationsassumed a welded-tuffpermeabilityof 104_m2, a nonwelded-tuff
permeabilityof l0 "nm2, and a waste areal power densityof 57 kW/acre with 30-year-old
waste.

Please call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

BenjaminRoss
President

1660L StreetNW, Suite314
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 293-3993 I-3
,_ ,_-:, ._,
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