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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Nine European research organizations were working together under this contract in a
cooperative effort to develop a Source Tenn for Performance Assessment of Spent Fuel as a
Waste Form. This topic is included in the specific R & D conducted as part of a more
ambitious programme on the Safety of Nuclear Fission directed by the European
Commission.

Dissolution behaviour of spent U02 or MOX fuel, unirradiated U02 or SIMFUEL has been
studied experimentally and by modelling techniques in a large suite of groundwater
compositions, typical for European repositories in salt, granite and clay formations. The
experimental data and models are integrated in a consistent description of the
electrochemistry, geochemistry and radiation chemistry involved in spent fuel dissolution.

In order to evaluate the performance of spent fuel as part of the multibarrier containment
system in a future deep geologic repository, the radionuclide release properties in
groundwater must be predicted over very long time periods. Radionuclide release is not an
inherent materials property of the fuel but depends, besides fuel specific parameters mainly
on time but as well on the geochemical and hydraulic environment of the disposal location.
For quantification of the time dependency of radionuclide release it is important to account
for the heterogeneous distribution of radionuclides in the fuel rod, i.e. the fuel matrix, grain
boundaries, the cladding, the fuel sheath gap and the surfaces of the fractured matrix. This
radionuclide distribution depends on fuel type (MOX or U02 fuel), irradiation history, linear
power and burn-up. Major focus of the present project was the behaviour of the fuel matrix,
however certain insight in grain boundary release and in the behaviour of the Zircaloy
cladding was also acquired.

The general reaction scheme of the fuel matrix dissolution mechanism was found to be
similar for the various geological formations. As a consequence, our generic study of fuel
performance in various formations yielded important insight, relevant to all sites. For
example, differences in the corrosion rates in various groundwaters from different geological
settings could be explained by the effect of groundwater constituents on solubility
constraints, surface complex formation and the establishment of electrochemical corrosion
potentials. Key groundwater parameters were redox conditions and carbonate
concentrations. Salinity and humic acid concentrations were less significant.
Electrochemical dissolution mechanism are operative in all groundwaters under oxic and
anoxic conditions, in certain cases even at negative Eh, whereas solubility controlled
dissolution prevails under reducing conditions. Under oxidizing, and possibly also under
anoxic conditions in the strong radiation fields of fresh spent fuel, the dissolution mechanism
comprises an oxidation of the fuel surface and the dissolution of this oxidised layer. An
oxidative dissolution threshold (Eh) was defined thermodynamically as the equilibrium
potential for the reaction U022+ +2e- = U02(s), or kinetically by equal rates of electrochemical
and solubility limited dissolution.
Electrochemical calibration curves were obtained to establish a quantitative relation between
corrosion potential and corrosion rate both for carbonate waters and carbonate free waters.
The same calibration curves apply to granite bentonite groundwater, Boom Clay water and
high-concentrated NaCI solutions, indicating similar corrosion mechanism, Corrosion
potentials for MOX-fuels are lower than those of UOX-fuels
In order to simulate the expected near field redox conditions in the laboratory, three ranges
of redox domains were differentiated: Oxic, anoxic and reducing. Anoxic conditions were not
sufficient to simulate natural low Eh conditions. This simulation required the addition of
reducing species such as S2'.Reducing conditions were also maintained by addition of
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metallic Fe, thus simulating the effect of container materials.

Studies on SIMFUEL, U0 2 and spent fuel are complementary in the assessment of the
performance of irradiated fuel in geological formations. Radiolytic effect are minimized in the
two first cases and overestimated in the last one for repository relevant times. More work is
necessary to simulate spent fuel with radiation representing decay times of 1000-10000 yr.
Dissolution mechanism and dissolved inventory fractions of the spent fuel matrix, of U02 and
of SIMFUEL are similar under similar geochemical conditions. MOX fuel shows significantly
higher release rates for Pu and other radionuclides. Exceptions are U-release rates, which
are similar for all fuels.

There are also significant differences between U0 2 and spent fuel. Corrosion rates of spent
fuel were found independent of pH and pCO 2 in the studied range whereas, under similar
conditions, dependency of corrosion rates on carbonate was found for unirradiated U0 2. The
insensitivity of spent fuel to these geochemical parameters is explained by rate control by
radiolytic oxidants. A radiolytic mass balance was established with radionuclide release
closely matching the consumption of radiogenic oxygen.

To assess the performance of spent fuel it is important to know the maximum uranium
concentrations in repository relevant groundwaters upon contact with spent fuel. Steady state
U-concentrations in contact with either U0 2, SIMFUEL and spent fuel are under oxic
conditions in the range of 1 05 M., close to the theoretical solubilities of schoepite or another
uranyl oxide hydrate e.g. becquerelite (possibly Na-polyuranate). Under reducing conditions,
depending on carbonate concentrations, in the range between 106 and 109 M. U0 2-solubility
is enhanced under reducing conditions due to CO32UO2 +2 complex formation, stabilizina
U(VI) in solution. Under reducing conditions, in the presence of reducing species (S2 , Fe')
the solubility both from over and under saturated conditions was at, 109 M, at the level of the
theoretical solubility of the well-crystallized U0 2. This result reduces the uncertainty in the
magnitude of U-solubility under reducing conditions, with literature values in the range
between 10-5 and 10-1 M. Higher U concentrations between 104 and 10-7 M were observed
in carbonate rich groundwaters such as Boom Clay water with 800 ppm HCO3 or granite
bentonite water under high partial pressures of CO2 of 0.01 bar. In the absence of reducing
species, the solubility was one order of magnitude higher. This higher solubility was a result
of U(VI) in solution.

In experiments approaching U-solubility by precipitation from anoxic oversaturated solutions,
the solubilities were in agreement with the results of U 2 dissolution experiments with
reducing S(-ll) species, suggesting thermodynamic equilibrium. The analyses of the solid
phases gave weakly crystalline U02 -U 3O7 as a result with fresh, saline and highly saline
composition.

Uranium concentrations decreased strongly when metallic iron (simulating container
corrosion) and to a lesser extent when iron corrosion products (magnetite) were added to
oxic or anoxic (UO 2 or SIMFUEL)/groundwater systems. The effect can be modeled
assuming pseudo first-order kinetics. Rate constants were lower in carbonate rich waters,
due to carbonate complexation stabilizing U(VI) in solution.

Redox sensitive elements such as the actinide ions, Tc or Mo, showed a strong dependency
of release/retention properties on the redox conditions. Strongest retention in the presence of
iron was observed for Pu, Am, Cm and Np concentrations well below 10'9 M. In contrast, Sr L

leaching behaviour in co-dissolution experiments with Fe did not show any changes with the
redox potential of the media.

Radionuclide retention in secondary phases has been observed in some cases even for Cs
and Sr. These phases were observed to redissolve if the geochemical environment is
changed to favourable conditions. Observed secondary reaction products include uranyl
silicate and Na-polyuranate. In presence of metallic iron U0 2 and/or U40 9 was observed as
secondary reaction product. r
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Coprecipitation is an important retention mechanism for actinides. Solution concentrations of
Am, Pu and Np were similar in spent fuel dissolution experiments and in coprecipitation tests.
In these tests spent fuel or SIMFUEL was dissolved entirely in strong acid and precipitation
was initiated by subsequent adjustment of pH to the same geochemical conditions of the
dissolution tests. It can be concluded that results from coprecipitation tests can be used to
empirically assess maximum radionuclide concentrations for given geochemical
environments. More work is necessary, to assess coprecipitation behaviour under reducing
conditions.

The trivalent actinide concentrations in solution achieved in coprecipitation experiments were
in most cases lower than solubility of pure hydroxide solid phase. In contrast, Pu-
concentrations are not controlled by coprecipitation. From spent fuel and U-Pu
coprecipitation tests, Pu solubility appears to be controlled by precipitation of a pure
"Pu(OH)4(s) phase. Geochemical solid solution modelling explains retention of pentavalent
actinides by uranyl oxide hydrates, Na-polyuranates, trivalent actinides by REE-hydroxide
solid solution. Also (Ba, Sr)CO3 or (Ba,Na,Am)MoO4 solid solutions are predicted to form.
Results from integral tests (corrosion of spent fuel or SIMFUEL in the presence of crushed
granite or clay and iron in preconditioned clay or granite groundwater) show similar fuel
matrix dissolution rates as in tests with the absence of near field materials. However, the
retainement of the environmental materials depended on the radionuclides, from 66 to 99%
of the total radioactivity released from the spent fuel. Analysis of the filtered leachates also
showed that some species including Pu and Cm are sorbed on colloids suspended in the
aqueous phase. The aqueous phase concentrations were on the order of 104 M for U, 10 12
M for Pu and 1o13 to 10 14 M for Cm; these very low concentrations are attributable to
sorption of these species on the granite and clay

The results confirm that tests performed in the absence of near field materials will yield
conservative upper limits for release. However, for a realistic assessment, more efforts
should be directed in future projects towards quantifying the various aspects of the integral
reaction behaviour.

Partial pressures of hydrogen of 2.7 bar were observed to reduce spent fuel corrosion rates
by a factor of 500. Long-term dissolution rates are close to the detection limit.

Model development and modelling results of various aspects (rates, solution concentrations,
reaction products, corrosion potentials, pH etc.) of the spent fuel (and U02 and SIMFUEL)
dissolution process were confirmed successfully by experimental data.
Electrochemical and geochemical models were coupled ("electro-geochemical model") to
explain and predict corrosion rates, corrosion and redox potentials, as well as fractional
reaction orders with respect to HCO3, 02 and pH. U02 dissolution rates were predicted in
Eh/pH diagrams.
A kinetic-geochemical reaction model has been proposed and validated for predicting the
dissolution behaviour of spent fuel matrix (UO2) under several conditions. Alternatively to the
electrochemical model, fractional reaction orders were described by formation of surface
complexes.
Geochemical solid solution modelling was used to explain the retention of pentavalent
actinides by uranyl oxide hydrates, trivalent actinides by REE-hydroxide solid solutions and
possibly molybdate solid solutions. Also (Ba, Sr) C0 3 solid solutions are predicted to form.
Radiolysis models have shown a strong potential for explaining corrosion rates of spent fuel
which are much higher than the respective rates for unirradiated U02. However, there are a
lot of assumptions in rate constants of radiolytic species with U02, and more work will be
necessary to validate the existing models.
Reaction path models were used to simulate the simultaneous interactions of spent fuel, iron
and gas phases with the groundwater, considering initial dissolution, formation of secondary
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reaction products, evolution of solution composition and pH as well as oxidant generation by
radiolysis. The model explains the dependence of solution pH on redox conditions by the
formation of secondary phases. The results emphasize the importance to quantify the
relative rates of spent fuel and iron corrosion.

For a more realistic modelling of the spent fuel alteration a quantification and modelling of all
retention mechanism of would be necessary, and not only of the dissolution process, taking
into account the geochemical composition of waters and other spent fuel and waste form
parts.

Finally, one may conclude that the results allow quantification of kinetically based
conservative source terms for performance assessment of spent fuel in various repository
location, either for anoxic or reducing environments. Present data indicate that grain
boundary release may become fast and it is recommended to treat grain boundary
inventories as part of the instant release term in a source term. In the presence of iron or
other reducing species, anticipated for most repository designs, corrosion rates are expected
to remain lower than 10 4/yr. Though U-solubility under reducing conditions has clearly been
determined, this information cannot yet be used to formulate a solubility based source term
for reducing conditions. The reason is that solid phase transformation under reducing
conditions has not yet been quantified. Due to uncertainties in the prediction of the temporal
evolution of radiolysis effects on surface oxidation potentials, it is not yet possible to describe
the transition from radiolytically dominated anaerobic to reducing environments in a realistic
manner.
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INTRODUCTION

The project aimed at source term quantification for spent fuel performance assessment in
granite, clay and salt formations. Processes which may control radionuclide release from the
spent fuel are: (1) kinetics of corrosion of the fuel matrix and of segregated phases (2)
formation of secondary alteration products ((co-)precipitation processes limiting solubility), (3)
sorption on surfaces of near field materials and (4) colloid formation. Environmental factors
controlling radionuclide release include radiation field, temperature, SN, pH, PCO2, redox
conditions and the presence of backfill materials or of corrosion products of container
materials (iron etc.). The uncertainties in mechanistic interpretations and in the quantification
of release controlling processes would be reduced by combining various experimental
techniques and by interpretation of results consistently using modelling techniques. The work
programme was directed simultaneously towards the basic understanding of the mechanism
and quantification of rates of fuel matrix dissolution in the three geological environments
(salt, clay, granite) both under oxidizing and reducing conditions, understanding and
quantification of solubility, sorption and coprecipitation equilibria for individual radionuclides,
understanding the effect of near field materials on reaction rates and radionuclide release
and by development of models which describe the multitude of experimental results in a
consistent manner and which allow source term formulation.

Four materials (U02, SIMFUEL, Spent U02-fuel (burn-up to 50 MWd/kgU) and Spent MOX-
fuel) were studied under a variety of conditions. Given the limitations related to the handling
of irradiated fuel, spent fuel dissolution experiments combined with more detailed studies
using non-irradiated chemical analogues are very useful. Irradiated fuel is characterized by
intense radioactivity, which increases with the burnup, and which causes the radiolysis of the
aqueous leachant leading to the formation of chemical species like 02, H202, which can
enhance fuel dissolution [91CHR; 92SUN/SHO; 95ERI/EKL]. Moreover, as a result of
irradiation, U02 fuel incorporates as much as 6 wt% of various actinides, fission and
activation product elements some of which segregate as individual phases, but most of them
forming solid solutions, whose overall chemistry is still dominated mainly by the chemistry of
U02. As for pure U02 the corrosion behaviour of the spent fuel matrix is strongly dependent
on parameters like oxygen/uranium ratio, but additional parameters like burnup and linear
power rating play a significant role. The changes in chemical composition and, partially, also
the microstructure changes occurring in U02 during irradiation are simulated in part by
SIMFUEL [89LUCNER; 91LUCNER; 91MAT/LUC]. However, some physical changes that
occur during irradiation, namely grain growth, crack and porosity formation due to
coalescence of bubbles containing gaseous fission products are not reproduced by
SIMFUEL.
A large amount of data is available in the literature concerning the dissolution behaviour of
spent U02 fuel and its chemical analogues in aqueous solutions under different conditions
[82JOHISHO; 86FOR/WER; 90GRAIFOR; 92BRU/CAS; 92GRAITHO; 920LL; 96RON/MAT;
95GLA/TOS; 96RON/MAT; 96PAB/CAS; 96RON/SER]. However, there are still uncertainties
that are necessary to solve in order to feed properly data for performance assessment
studies.
Five types of experiments are performed: dissolution tests, co-dissolution tests, precipitation
tests and co-precipitation tests and electrochemical tests.
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WORK PACKAGES

WP Work package/ Activities: Description of Work Laboratory

I Basic understanding of long-term spent fuel dissolution
process

1.1 Spent U0 2 and MOX fuel static dissolution test at high
surface area to solution volume ratios (SN).

1.2 Surface area measurement of fuel powder.

1.3 Dissolution of Spent MOX and U02 fuel rod segments
with preset defects.

1.4 Static dissolution of U0 2 and SIMFUEL.

1.5 Dynamic dissolution tests of U02.

1.6 Electrochemical investigations on U02 and SIMFUEL
electrodes

1.7 Electrochemical investigations of spent U02 and MOX
fuel electrodes

FZK

ITU

ITU

ENRESA-UPC

ENRESA-CIEMAT

SCK.CEN,

vrr

ENRESA

FUB

ITU

11

11.1

Radionuclide retention during spent fuel dissolution

Precipitation tests of dissolved spent U0 2 fuel or
SIMFUEL

11.2 Coprecipitation with of dissolved U with Pu.

11.3 Determination of oxidation states during spent fuel
dissolution.

Ill Effect of near field materials

111.1 Co-dissolution of spent fuel, U0 2 and SIMFUEL with
metallic iron

ENRESA,

FZK,

ViT

ENRESA

FZK

FZK,

ENRESA,

v1r

ENRESA111.2 Co-dissolution tests of U0 2 with iron (111) corrosion
products

111.3 Integral co-dissolution tests of spent fuel and SIMFUEL CEA

3



with rocks and/or backfill materials

IV Modelling

IV.1 Geochemical reaction path models and actinide
chemistry

IV.2 Modelling of solid solution formation

IV.3 Modelling of radiolysis product formation

IV.4 Source term quantification

FZK,

VTr,

ENRESA-UPC

ENRESA-CIEMAT

FZK

ENRESA

STUDSVIK(+FZK)

FZK,

CEA

FZKV Project managementcoordination
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STATE OF THE ART

SPENT FUEL SOURCE TERMS

A high-level waste form, like spent fuel, may serve three different containment roles in the
multibarrier system of an underground repository: (1) it could be the only effective barrier, (2)
it could be an effective but not necessary primary important barrier or (3) it could be an
inefficient barrier, mainly used for handling. The role of spent fuel in overall repository safety
assessments is often masked by the geological barrier, the geo-engineered barriers
(bentonite backfill etc.) or the container barrier [e.g.92SKB]. However, recent models,
suggest only a few percent of spent fuel alteration despite many millions of years of contact
with groundwaters. A direct prediction of long-term behaviour of spent fuel from laboratory
experience and laboratory based models is not possible. The spent fuel performance and its
role in the multibarrier system must be assessed by a systems approach, passing from
mechanistic interpretation of surface reactions via integral geochemical near field modelling
and conservative simplifications to source term quantification. The objective of the present
project is to clarify the scientific basis various spent fuel degradation mechanisms in relation
to source term development

Spent LWR MOX and UOX fuels are heterogeneous substances with highest radionuclide
inventories in the fuel matrix. The release of the actinide elements including the matrix
elements uranium and plutonium will be limited by the low solubility product of the actinide-
bearing solids and the flow rate of the water through the waste package (9OWIL1, 90WIL2].
On the other hand, the release of highly soluble radionuclides like cesium and iodine may
depend both on the heterogeneous distribution of these radionuclides within the fuel as a
consequence of migration to the grain boundaries (together with other fission products) and
to the pellet periphery (together with fission gases) and on the durability of the fuel matrix in a
potential repository. The dissolution of soluble radionuclides from spent fuel can be divided
into components that come from three different areas [91 GRASTR]:

* The fuel/cladding gap, including the spaces between fuel pellets and the open
porosity and cracks within the pellets.

* The grain boundaries of the fuel pellets.
* The U02 matrix.

The cladding is considered to contain only activation products, and small quantities of
fission products, resulting from recoil phenomena. The release from fracture surfaces and
the fuel sheath gap (gap release) comprises a significant fraction of overall radioactivity
release from the fuel and is considered in the instant release fraction (IRF). IRF values
depend mainly on bum-up and linear power rating [92STR].Fission products, which are
insoluble in the fuel matrix segregate in part to the grain boundaries. This includes fission
gas bubbles and metal particles, and sometimes perovskite phases. To estimate the
alteration of the fuel matrix, slow reducing (U02(fuel) e U(aq)) and fast oxidative
dissolution (U0 2(fuel) -4 U'(aq)) must be distinguished. Oxidative dissolution is often
accompanied by surface oxidation with O/U ratio at the surface of U02+ as high as 2.33
(U307, the stoichiometric limit of the fluorite structure). The surface oxidation state is
influenced by the geochemical environment and by radiolysis.

For an oxidizing repository, oxidative dissolution is the main spent fuel degradation
mechanism. However, most repositories are planned in reducing geological formations. Here
oxidative dissolution may prevail temporarily, resulting form an oxidizing operation period and
from radiolysis. A large uncertainty in estimating future spent fuel performance arises from
modelling the long-term evolution of the redox state at the fuel surface, particularly the effect
of radiolysis. Experiments performed in the 3d Framework programme of the EC show that
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spent fuel corrosion can be about two orders of magnitudes faster than dissolution of
unirradiated U02 97GRANLOI]. However, under strong overpressures of 02 95GRANWIL], as
well as in carbonate solutions [97GRALOI], the reaction rates become similar. Radioactivity
is not the only explanation for this difference. Other explanations include effective surface
area, defect structure, fission product accumulation at grain boundaries etc.
Cladding release: Cladding release probably covers the release from structural materials.
Uncertainties are large for C14 and C136 inventories. The rates estimated by performance
assessment for complete activation product release from the fuel cladding are in the range of
50 years (salt) to 1000/10000 years (granite). The differences between salt and granite may
reflect different reactivities in the two geochemical media. Some work in the project is
directed to clarify this difference.

Gap release: Gap inventories can be determined reliably from short-term laboratory leach
tests. Typical gap values used in performance assessment are 5% of Cs135 and 5-10% of
1129 and to 5% of C14 and similar amounts of Cs and I are associated to grain boundaries.
Other important IRF inventories are those of Tc99, Pd1 07, C136, Se79 and SnI 26.
Grain boundary release is difficult to quantify and is considered often together with the gap-
term in the instant release fraction (IRF). There is considerable uncertainty in the
radionuclide inventories associated to the grain boundaries. It is generally assumed that the
release from the fuel matrix is congruent. If not considered in the IRF, the assumed
dissolution rate for grain boundaries considered in PA varies between 500 and 10000 years.
The different life times are not related to differences in various geological disposal concepts,
but to different assumptions used.

Uncertainties In the effective surface area of spent fuel: The surface area measured by
the BET gas adsorption technique of spent fuel was higher than the geometric surface area,
due to pathways along grain boundaries to a depth of about 6-8 grain layers [95GRA/WIL,
95FOR]. It remains unclear, whether all gas containing grain boundaries are water
accessible. The surface area of the fuel may increases with time: Grain pull out during
leaching was observed experimentally as well as complete disintegration to individual grains
under accelerating acid conditions [95L01], or in undersaturated (water) testing
[97FIN],similar to fuel powderization upon oxidation to U308. A minimal surface area of ca. 7
cm2/g is the geometric area, including surface roughness factors of 3 and fracture surfaces
created during reactor operation. The maximum surface area could well be a factor of 200
higher after complete fuel disintegration. Based on the experimental observation of fuel
disintegration in a few years, even the assumed 500 years of grain boundary alteration
cannot be justified. At least under oxidizing conditions, current knowledge requires the
inclusion of grain boundary inventories into the IRF-values.
What is the state of validation of fuel matrix dissolution models? U02 is a highly
corrosion and radiation resistant semiconductor with a crystal structure similar to that of the
mineral Uraninite, occurring as principal uranium bearing phase in many natural uranium ore
deposits, including the well known 2 Ma old Oklo site in Gabon, studied in a parallel EU-
project. The times estimated by performance assessment for complete degradation of the
fuel matrix vary between 625 years [93BREIBUH) and many million years. 625 years is for
salt, the higher life times for other geological formations. The difference does not reflect
different fuel behaviour in different disposal locations but different assumptions used.
The redox mass balance at the oxide/solution interface mainly governs spent fuel dissolution.
Oxidative dissolution models for the fuel matrix can in part be validated using experimental
data either of spent fuel or of unirradiated U02. Under oxidizing conditions, two cases can be
distinguished: unlimited supply of oxygen in unsaturated (water) horizons and limited supply
by dissolved oxygen in slow flowing water. In the first case, reaction rates under oxidizing
conditions may be used, in the second case, maximum release would be governed by the
flux of dissolved oxygen through the waste package (solubility of oxygen in water times
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groundwater flow rate). In any case, complete disintegration of the fuel to individual grains
can hardly be ruled out.

Models for reducing conditions are more difficult to validate, (1) because much less data are
available and (2) because they must predict the transition from oxidizing to reducing
mechanism and they usually predict spent fuel corrosion rates orders of magnitude lower
than empirically measured. Most models used are based on radiolytic self-oxidation 96JOH]
either by a or y radiation. However, there is no clear empirical relation between fuel matrix
dissolution rates and a- or y-activity (or dose rate DR). The only empirical data stem from
electrochemical work with electrodes made from pure U02 . Results can be described by a
power law r=k.DRb with the exponent b being 2.7 in case of a and 1-1-4 in case of y
radiation. It remains to be shown that these relations are applicable to spent fuel. Using
these relations, laboratory rates of spent fuel dissolution experiments would have to be
interpreted as being controlled by y and not a radiolysis. The statistical ensemble for these
observations is rather small and more work is necessary. The extrapolation of short-term rate
data to the long-term is always an uncertain step, in particular when using electrochemical
data. A significant part of the work programme of the present project was directed towards a
better understanding of electrochemistry of irradiated fuel dissolution.

The assumed relation between a-activity and extrapolated rates is very sensitive to surface
area. The proportionality factor would directly increase with increasing fuel surface area. As
the spent fuel surface area increases with time, due to disintegration of the fuel pellets into
individual grains the corrosion rate may even increase with time.

Facing these uncertainties in the self-oxidation model, some simplifications are made and
conservatism is introduced for source terms in performance assessment. Measured redox
controlled spent fuel dissolution rates would be applicable to natural environments if the
radiation level is the same, because the rates are rather insensitive to groundwater
composition and environmental parameters (other than redox) such as pH, PCO2, pressure
and temperature. Since radiation level and dose ratio a/y are different under disposal
conditions than in the laboratory the measured rates cannot be used directly in performance
assessment. A comparison between the calculated dose rates [94HAU] for laboratory
experiments with a full sized disposal cask (Pollux) is given in FIGURE 1.

Though the total dose rates expected under disposal conditions are much higher
(FIGURE 1) than in the experiment (both for a and for Ay) it should be kept in mind, that
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FIGURE 1: Time dependence of dose rates from spent fuel in experiments (Ig in 100 ml SOWn and for a
water fied Pollux container with 4 tons of fuel. Comparison of dose rates considering thes total alpha
events with dose rates from alpha events with in an escape depth of 10 pm from beneath the fuel surface.
Comparison to hypothetical irratiation of total water volume with irradiation of a volume given by the 40
pm maximum pathway of apha particles in water
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only a small fraction of a-particles can escape the fuel (19% from 10 pm escape depth) and
in the aqueous phase they can only penetrate to a depth of about 30-50 pm. Consequently
the a dose rate within this 30-50 pm water layer is the same, both in the experiment and
under disposal conditions. The experimental, y dose rate corresponds to a P,y dose rate
expected after 200 years under disposal conditions.

Models are developed e.g. 91SHO/SUN, 95ERI/EKL] which intend to describe both the
laboratory data and the expected behaviour under disposal conditions consistently. One has
to use a relation between dose rates and spent fuel corrosion rates together with a choice
between a1/Iy radiation. In one case of spent fuel performance assessment y and not a
radiation is assumed [96JOH]. Two relations are considered: (i) proportionality between a
dose rate (DR) (or more simple: a activity) and corrosion rate: r(t)=k-DRa(t) with the
proportionality constant k adjusted by experimental data from reducing or oxidizing
conditions, (ii) the electrochemically determined relation between dose rate and corrosion
rate r=k.DR . In case (i) the choice of a radiation instead of 13 or y radiation is conservative
due to slower decay with time, whereas in case (ii) y radiation is conservative, due to higher
rates. Though the relation (i) is more pessimistic than (ii) because the experimentally
determined relation would result in a much faster decrease of corrosion rates with decreasing
a-dose rate and time, for both options, there is a lack of fundamental understanding of the
underlying mechanism. It seems difficult to validate these empirical relationships to predict
fuel dissolution rates, orders of magnitude lower than experimentally measured. Moreover,
the cases (i) and (ii) are not conservative, considering the possibility of increasing the fuel
surface area by degradation of the fuel matrix into individual grains during long-term
exposure to aqueous solutions. In contrast, the formation of alteration products of U02 at the
surface may retard back-diffusion of oxidizing radiolysis species and reaction rates may
become much lower. Indeed, a square root of time decrease in reaction rates was observed
189GRA].

Recently, attempts are made to take full credit from recombination effects in spent fuel
performance assessment, using models with 39 rate constants for the radiolysis of water and
rate constants between the oxidants H202 and 02 with the U02 surface [97SKB]. It has been
shown that oxygen is consumed in the system without leading to equivalent release of U'
from the fuel [95ERI/EKL]. The rate of oxygen consumption should give a maximum value for
oxidative fuel degradation.
Under conditions of overall reducing groundwaters, the decay of radiation sources will finally
lead to a decrease in reaction rates. However, a simple extrapolation of the radioactive
decay effect to very low rates is definitely neither conservative nor realistic. The rate cannot
approach zero. What is the threshold rate, at which another rate limiting reaction takes over?
Various boundary conditions may be considered.

(1) The rate of fuel matrix dissolution cannot become lower than the limit governed by the
solubility of the U02-matrix under reducing conditions multiplied by the mass transfer rate
(advective flow, diffusion through bentonite) in the near field. The lower the reference
solubility of U02 the later the threshold for the limit of the self-oxidation model would be
approached. It is well known, that solubility of tetravalent Uranium depends on carbonate
complexation and attachment to natural colloids. A realistic range is between 1 0 and 1 0-9 M.
In some assessments of spent fuel performance, a difference is made between the solubility
of U 2(fuel) with 2*10-7 motl and U0 2(pure) with 104mol/I 95SKB]. A large part of the
present project was directed towards a better understanding of U 2-solubility in different
reference groundwater.

(2) The solubility of U02 can only limit the release, if U02 is thermodynamically stable. This is
only the case if there is no other solid phase with a lower solubility. Already the supposed
solubility difference between UO2(fuel)" and U02(pure)" could provide a thermodynamic
driving force of phase transformation (the solubility difference corresponds to an affinity
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APrmduct of 13.14 kJ/mol at 250C) if U02(pure) would precipitate as secondary phase.
Moreover, in silica containing groundwaters, coffinite (USiO4) is more stable than U02.
Natural analogue data indicate release of trace elements (lanthanides) upon coffinitization of
U02 [92JAN/EWI]. Under these circumstances the release rate of radionuclides may be
governed by the rate of coffinitization of U02. This rate in turn will depend on the supply of
silica from the ground water and/or on the growth rate constants of coffinite crystals. The
latter will depend strongly on temperature. Similarly as discussed for coffinitization, there
may also be sorption, coprecipitation or precipitation of Uranium (IV) on the canister or
canister corrosion products. U02 precipitation on metallic iron from UvI containing solutions
(98GIMIMOLJ, sorption and coprecipitation [96GRA/SMA] of both U and UV on corrosion
products (magnetite) were observed experimentally. The thermodynamic driving force
imposed on spent fuel dissolution has not yet been quantified.

(3) Motivated by the attempt to avoid quantifying a solubility limited release model under
reducing conditions, an empirical threshold rate (a kinetic approach) rather than a
thermodynamic assessment can be used [98GIMWMOL]. An upper limit of this threshold
corrosion rate based on dissolution rates with unirradiated U02 of 2-1 7 molu/(m2a) is used,
based on electrochemical data on pure U02. This corresponds to a typical fuel dissolution
rate of a non-disintegrated fuel pellet (specific surface area ca. 2 cm2/g, surface roughness
factor 2.5) of 1 0-7/a. This is much lower than any dissolution rate measured for real spent fuel
under reducing conditions. It is questionable whether such low rates extrapolated from
electrochemical data of unirradiated material are applicable to irradiated material.

DISSOLUTION OF UNIRRADIATED U02 AS ANALOGUE FOR SPENT FUEL

The dissolution behaviour of unirradiated uranium (IV) dioxide (UO2) has been thoroughly
studied as a chemical analogue of the spent fuel matrix. These studies have been focused
on two different aspects: a) Identification of uranium secondary phases in dissolution
experiments, which can control the uranium concentration in solution and consequently the
radionuclide release both under reducing [98CAS/PAB, 98OLL] and oxidizing 92WRO/BAT,
970LL, 97GRA, 98TRO/CAC, 98DIA/GRA, 94CAS/GIM] conditions. b) Determination of
dissolution rates as a function of water chemistry parameters and redox conditions by
measuring uranium concentration in solution 99SER/GLA, 2GRA/LEI] as well as by
measuring corrosion potentials [89SHO/SUN, 98MARIFEL].
Generally, a batch test methodology is used to identify uranium secondary phase formation
and solubility constraints. These results of solution analyses are normally complemented with
the study of the solid by means of X-Ray Diffraction, Scanning Electron Microscope and
Energy Dispersive X-Ray Spectroscopy among other analytical techniques One of the critical
parameters in these experiments is the SV ratio. At low SN, in dissolution experiments Ollila
[970LL] has reported an increase of the uranium concentration even after 4 years which
means no solubility control. However, at high SV several uranium secondary phases have
been reported depending on the water chemistry used in the experiment
[92WROBAT,98TRO/CAq.

For the determination of dissolution rates, the continuous dynamic tests (flow-through
reactor) has shown an advantage over batch systems. This experimental device reduces the
probability of secondary phase precipitation. By changing the conditions of the inflow
leaching solutions (i.e. pH, oxidant concentrations, complexing agent concentrations,
temperature, etc.), rates as a function of these parameters can be obtained. These reactors
have been extensively used with both unirradiated U02 and spent fuel
[95GRA/WIL,97PAB/CAS].
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Solubility

Secondary solid phase formation and solubility constraints by either primary (UO2) or
secondary phases are very dependent on the redox conditions of the experiments.

Anoxic and reducing conditions

Experiments under reducing conditions have been performed by using different reducing
species such as hydrogen with Pd catalyst, iron, magnetite and sulfide. Results obtained for
different authors [98CAS/PAB, 980LL, 98QUI/GAR, 97GRALOI, 86FORtWER,
98AAWCAS] are shown in FIGURE 2.
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FIGURE 2 Uranium concentrain vs. pH under reducing conditions.

In earner- dissolution experiments with U2 pellets in synthetic groundwaters (Allard
groundwater 81ALULARI, bentonite groundwater [86SNE under anoxic (N2) atmosphere
[950LL], the measured concentrations of uranium at steady state seemed to be in
equilibrium with U409 (UO2.25), which was clearly higher than the solubilities of well-
crystallized U2. No reducing species were added to the solutions in those experiments. The
oxidation state of uranium in the aqueous phase was determined at the end of the
experiments, after the contact time of 500 days. According to the analyses, uranium was
mainly at the U(VI) state. Obviously, the trace oxygen content in the atmosphere of the box is
enough to cause slightly oxidizing conditions for uranium in the absence of reducing agents.
This is in agreement with the solution concentrations being at the level of U22s (U409)

solubilities, which is a surface oxidation product of U2. The reported data in literature for
U02 solubility under anoxic conditions vary over orders of magnitude [980LIJAHO]. In
practice, there are difficulties in maintaining the reducing conditions in the experiments,
problems with sorption, with removal of fine particles from solution.

Based on the thermodynamic database for uranium published by the NEA [92GRE/FUG) and
Bruno and Puigdomenech 189BRU/PUI], the olubility of uranium dioxide is represented in
FIGURE 2 (full line). However, experimental uranium concentrations measured under

10



reducing conditions do not agree with such thermodynamical model. Recently, Casas et al
[98CAS/PABJ have proposed a new interpretation of uranium dioxide solubility considering
the co-existence of a solid phase of uranium (IV), probably a low-crystalline phase with a
solubility constant higher than the one corresponding to the high-crystalline phase compiled
by the NEA, together with aqueous uranium (IV) and (VI) complexes. Therefore, in this model
both the pH and the redox potential should be considered. As it is observed in FIGURE 2, the
model (dashed lines) based in both pH and pe experimentally measured fits much better
experimental results. I

This model is obtained by considering the water-oxygen equilibrium reaction:

0 2 (g) +4 H +4 e =2 H20 (1)

From the equilibrium constant of this reaction, the following equation can be written:

log P 2 = 4 (pH+pe) - 83.12 (2)

with this equation, the U02 solubility constant and the stability constants for U(IV) and U(VI)
complexes, the solubility was calculated. The best agreement was obtained at pH+pe value
range from 6 to 7 (FIGURE 2) which corresponds to log P02 as low as -59 and - 55.

Oxidizing conditions

A great experimental effort has been undertaken in order to identify uranium secondary
phases in U02 dissolution experiments. However, the identification is not easy and potential
solubility controlling phases are assessed by calculating their saturation index for
experimentally measured steady state uranium concentration by using geochemical codes.
Ollila 970LL] studied the solubility behaviour of U02 pellets. under oxic, air-saturated
conditions in deionized water, in NaHCO3 solutions and in synthetic granite (Allard)
groundwater for up to 6 Years. Different controlling factors for U steady-state concentrations
were observed depending on the water composition. In deionized water at P0 2 = 0.2 atm, the
U concentration in solution attained a steady state value of 3-5-104 mol din3, equal to the
solubility of schoepite. 
In dissolution experiments with unirradiated U02 pellets in synthetic granite groundwater
(Allard groundwater) [81ALULAR] under air-saturated conditions, a constant value for the
solution concentration of uranium was reached after a 500-days'-period at a concentration of
1 -2- 1 05 mol/l [950LL], which is in good agreement with the results of the spent fuel
dissolution experiments [92FOR/WER]. The measured data in Allard groundwater is difficult
to correlate with the solubility calculated assuming chemical equilibrium. It has previously
been observed in evaluating solubility-limiting (steady-state) factors, that assuming a redox
potential controlled by the U30,/U 30s equilibrium, a good agreement could be obtained
between calculated and measured data [89GRA, 92FORANILL, 950LL].. A low SN ratio
(1.8 m-1, geometric) was used in those experiments. In the dissolution experiments with U02
powder using a higher SN, schoepite and a uranyl silicate (possibly sodium boltwoodite)
were identified as secondary phases in air-saturated Allard groundwater [93OLULEI]. The
surface of U02 powder was oxidised in air prior to the initiation of these experiments, which
may have had an effect on the dissolution mechanisms. In synthetic bentonite groundwater,
which simulates the effects of bentonite on fresh granite groundwater 86SNE], a steady
state was at the level of the solubilities of uranyl silicates (1 10' MoVI) at low SN. No
secondary phase of U was identified. In deionized water, the corresponding steady-state
value was 3 - 5 1 0 molA, which is close to the calculated solubility of schoepite 95OLL].

The effect of the SN ratio on the final steady state uranium concentration has also been
studied by Diaz-Arocas et al. [97DINIGAR], but no identification of secondary phase
formation was reported. The same authors [95DIA/QUI] have identified studtite in U02
leaching experiments at high hydrogen peroxide concentration.
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Short duration (less than one year) U02 leaching tests under oxidizing conditions, in which
schoepite was considered to explain the experimental data, have also been reported by
Torrero et al. [94TOR/CAS] in 1 M NaCI medium and Trocellier et al. [98TRO/CAC,
95TRO/GAL] in a synthetic granite water at 960C; schoepite crystals were identified in both
cases.
Wronkiewicz et al. [92WRO/BAT, 97WRO/BUC] have studied uranium release and
secondary phase formation contacting U02 pellets with an intermittent flow of dripping
groundwater (EJ-1 3) under atmospheric conditions at 900C. After the first 13 or 20 weeks of
testing, notable increases in U release occurred and secondary uranyl alteration minerals
began to form. This change reflects the onset of oxidative dissolution of the U02 surface and
the formation of dehydrated schoepite. After 1.5 to 2.0 years of reaction, the rapid pulsed-
release of U subsided, and release rates declined to an extended time interval of moderate
uranium release. Most of the uranium that was released from the samples eventually
precipitated back as alteration phases onto surfaces of the test components. The sample
reaction trends observed in the experiments display a sequence of phase formation
characterized by the following paragenetic trend: U02 -+ dehydrated schoepite e
compreignacite + becquerelite - soddyite .- boltwoodite + uranophane + palygorskite clay.
These sequence replicates processes that occur in natural geologic systems, therefore this
similarity suggests that the U02 in the experiments has reacted by the same mechanism as
uraninite in the natural deposits.
Studies of long-term behaviour of spent nuclear fuel were performed by Finn et al.
[97FIN/HOH,98FINIFIN]. The examination of the ATM-103 fuel after 3.7 years of reaction,
provided insight into the possible reaction pathways that contribute to matrix dissolution:
through-grain dissolution with formation of alteration products and slower grain-boundary
dissolution. The major alteration product identified was, Na-boltwoodite
Na[(UO2)(SiO 3OH)]-H20, which was formed from sodium and silicon in the water leachant.
Additional minor phases were detected, including uranophane, Ca[(UO2)2(SiO3OH)0]5H2O.
The phase formation observed in these experiments, agrees with that identified in the case of
intermittent flow dripping groundwater tests using unirradiated U02, previously reported.

Dissolution rates

A classical kinetic approach to study the parameters, which affect the dissolution rate, is
given by the following expression:

r = ko e (EaRT)aH nani .f(AG)

where ko is the rate constant, Ea is the apparent activation energy, R is the gas constant, T is
the temperature, ah is the proton activity, m is the fractional reaction order with respect to the
proton activity, Aj are the activities of species i (oxidants, carbonate species etc.) which affect
the rate, n are the respective fractional reaction orders and AG is the Gibbs energy of the
reaction. When experiments are performed far from the equilibrium, the term f(AG) is the
unity.
In general, dissolution rates have been determined varying one parameter and maintaining
constant the others. U02 dissolution rates have been determined as a function of oxidant
concentration, pH, carbonate concentration and temperature.
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Effect of oxidant concentration
The presence of oxidants in the near field can be correlated to the radiolysis of water. In this
sense, the dependence of the matrix dissolution rate on the oxidant concentration is very
important. However, the results found in the literature are controversial since different oxidant
concentration dependencies have been reported, varying from 0 to 1.

When the dissolution rate is determined at the beginning of the experiment, the dependence
of the oxidant concentration corresponds to a fractional reaction order of 1. In salt brines, a
linear relationship was found for three different oxidants: 02, H202 and CIO [96GIM/BAR].
The same dependence was obtained in electrochemical experiments [92SHO/SUN) A
comparison of both results is shown in FIGURE 3.
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FIGURE 3: Dissolution rates mgtm2d] vs. Oxidant concentration [molm]. M 2 ; 02
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In contrast, the long-term dissolution rate determined in batch experiments as well as the
dissolution rates determined by using flow-through reactors has given different
dependencies. In salt brines, Gimenez et al. [97GIWMPABI reported a value of 0.4. Gray and
Wilson [95GRAIWILJ obtained with unirradiated U02 a dependency of 0.39-0.50 while with
spent fuel at 25gC this dependency was 0.05. With uraninite, the same discrepancies were
obtained, Posey et al. [87POS/AXT] determined a dependency of 0.5 and Grandstaff of 1
[76GRA).
Effect of pH

Recently, Torrero et al. 97TORIBAR] studied in detail dissolution rates as a function of both
pH and oxygen partial pressure. Results are shown in FIGURE 4. Data treatment showed
that both proton and oxygen partial pressure dependencies are fractional. For pH between 3
and 6.7 a value of 0.37 was obtained while at higher pH no dependency was observed. For
oxygen partial pressure, similar results were obtained at acid pH, the dependency was 0.31
while at basic pH, and this dependency can be considered negligible. Torrero et al.
[97TORIBAR] determined a fractional order respect to proton concentration. Thomas
obtained similar results and Till [84THO/TILJ, a calculation with their data has given a value
of 0.30 between pH 2 and 5.
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Electrochemical results at two different pH 89SHO/SUN, 91 SUN/SHO] give also a fractional
dependency equal to 0.24. Results with spent fuel 89GRA] showed also a fractional
dependency equal to 0.52. The fractional rate order with respect to proton concentration is
interpreted by surface complexation prior to the detachment of the dissolved ions
[9OSTU/WOL]. The trend observed in the experiments points to an acid-promoted surface
controlled mechanism, where the lower the pH the higher would be the concentration of
surface protonated complexes leading to higher dissolution rates.

Effect of Carbonate

Carbonate is present in all granite groundwaters to a major or minor extent. Therefore,
several authors [92GRAILEI, 95GRA/WIL, 97PAB/CAS, 87POS/AXT, 76GRA] have studied
the effect of carbonate on the dissolution rate. Although some discrepancies have been
found in the literature related to the reaction order, most of the experiments performed at 25
QC indicate a fractional dependency. In FIGURE 5, dissolution rates are plotted as a function
of carbonate concentration for both unirradiated U02 and spent fuel. A similar trend is
observed for both solids.
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FIGURE 5: Dissolution rates vs. bicarbonate concentration
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From this plot a reaction order equal to 0.60 was determined. This value can be interpreted
by a surface complexation mechanism in both spent fuel and unirradiated U02 due to the
carbonate. This result will be evaluated in the modelling section. However, a similar
interpretation to the one described with the proton can be applied to the effect of carbonate.
When the carbonate concentration is high, carbonate surface complexes are also high and
the dissolution rate increases.

Effect of Temperature

The effect of temperature on the oxidative dissolution process of U02 has not been
extensively studied. The apparent activation energy values range between 20 - 60 kJ mol'
[92GRA/LEI, 76GRA, 79HIS, 57ARO/ROO]. This wide range of activation energy does not
allow to identify which will be the process controlling the dissolution of uranium dioxide.
Indeed, apparent energies lower than 40 kJmol1 indicate diffusion controlled processes,
while a value in the range 40 - 85 kJ-mol1 seems to be indicative of a surface controlled
mechanism [84LAS].
Recently, de Pablo et al. [97PAB/CAS] have performed dissolution experiments as a function
of carbonate concentration and temperature (10 - 60 QC). The apparent activation energy
calculated was 49.5 ± 16 kJ mol', which is much higher than the value determined with
spent fuel [92GRAILEI]. On the other hand, leaching experiments performed with spent fuel
have shown no differences on radionuclide release at different temperatures (25 and 150
QC). No definitive conclusions can be obtained about the effect of the temperature on
dissolution rates.
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GROUNDWATERS

COMPOSITION AND PREPARATION OF SYNTHETIC GROUNDWATER
In the project, except in one case (clay) no real but synthetic groundwaters were used. The
selected water compositions represent the three types of sites for geological disposal (salt,
granite and clay). In case of granite, also a water composition, modified by bentonite
interaction was studied. Five types of synthetic granite groundwaters were used in the
experiments (TABLE 1). Appendix 4, TABLE 1 and Appendix 5, TABLES 3 and 4 give more
details on the compositions.

The saline granite groundwater represents the groundwater found at a depth of 600 m in
granite bedrock. The composition was based on groundwater studies within the site
investigations for spent fuel disposal in the Olkiluoto area. The saline Na-Ca-Cl water has a
low alkalinity. The ionic strength is 0.5 M. The composition of the synthetic water was
planned separately for air-saturated and anoxic (N2 atmosphere) conditions with the help of
EQ3/6 modelling and stability tests [97VUO/OLL].

The Allard groundwater is the reference groundwater for fresh groundwater conditions at
great depths in granite bedrock. The composition was modified due to the stability problems
of the original Allard groundwater both under air-saturated conditions and in N2 atmosphere
[98VUO/SNE]. The Ca, Mg, Si and carbonate contents were lowered in order to prevent the
precipitation of calcite and silicate phases, and the loss of carbonate from solution.
The near-field groundwater simulates the effects of bentonite on saline groundwater (TDS=
67 g/l). It is very saline Na-Ca-Cl water with a low alkalinity. The ionic strength is 1.6 M. The
composition was based on measured laboratory data on bentonite/saline groundwater
interaction [98MUUNUO].

A summary and comparison of the selected groundwater compositions is given in TABLE 1.
In the following, some preparation methods are briefly described.

95% saturated sodium chloride solution
For this solution 34.1 g of dry sodium chloride were dissolved in 100 ml deionized water.

Granite-bentonite water

The granite/bentonite groundwater by ENRESANCiemat [96MAR/MEL] simulates the effects
of bentonite on Spanish granite groundwater. This saline synthetic groundwater has a high
NO3- content (110 mg/I) compared with all the other groundwaters and high chloride
concentrations with respect to granite waters (TABLE 1).This synthetic groundwater
describes a water composition, obtained from the interaction of a granite groundwater with
bentonite from Almeria (Spain). Chemicals used for this purpose were calcium chloride
hexahydrate, magnesium chloride hexahydrate, potassium bromide, potassium chloride,
potassium nitrate, sodium chloride, sodium hydrogen carbonate, sodium metasilicate
pentahydrate, sodium nitrate, sodium sulfate decahydrate and hydrochloric acid. The amount
of magnesium chloride hexahydrate was controlled by argentometric titration and the
synthetic groundwater was checked for pH and Eh.

Leaching solutions in integral tests
The two leachants used by CEA in integral tests represent the deep clay or granite
geological repository sites under consideration in France: one simulates a clayey ground-
water, the other a granite groundwater. After synthesis, both groundwater samples were
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stored at room temperature in the leaching cell feed tanks; however, their compositions
represent equilibrium temperatures for clay and granite materials (160C and 900C,
respectively). The leaching experiments were performed at 900C. The composition of the
synthetic groundwater compositions were verified after preparation and at the end of the
leaching experiments.

Clay Groundwater

An interstitial water from the Boom clay site has been used with a chemical composition at
160C as indicated in TABLE 1, closely resembling the other clay waters from the Boom clay
site, studied by the group of SCK.CEN (TABLE 1). The pH of an interstitial water sample
exposed to ambient air for a few hours rises from 8.2 (measured in situ at 17.6 bars, Pco& 
3.5 x 10 3 atm and 160C) to 9.5. [98LEMICAN, 85HEN/MON]. Boom clay is highly reducing

in situ, with interstitial water potential of about -250 mVSHE at 17.6 bars and 160C. However,
it is also highly sensitive to oxygen pollution by contact with air. The redox potential of the
synthetic boom clay groundwater used in WP 1.4.3 is controlled by the reducing action of
humic acids [98LEM/CANI at -140 mVSHE. However, to avoid complications no humic acids
were added in the integral test. The redox potential in contact with air was thus +400 mVS-FE
The bicarbonate concentration was be estimated by charge balance constraints, i.e. by the
sum of the equivalents of the major ionic solution species [89MIC].

Granite Equilibrium Groundwater

The reference chemical composition of the granite groundwater was determined by thermo-
dynamic calculations using the PHREEQE code and validated by analysis of samples taken at
different temperatures from several outfalls in the Pyrenees. The calculations provided the
simultaneous saturation equilibrium values of the water at 900C with respect to quartz,
calcite, laumontite, albite, kaolinite, microcline and chlorite, as well as the C02 fugacity, the
pH and the alkalinity. The redox potential of the granite groundwater synthesized in the
laboratory air was +250 mVSHE-

MAINTAINING REDUCING CONDITIONS
An important parameter to be considered in spent fuel dissolution is the Eh of the aqueous
phase. In deep geological repository conditions, after the site is sealed and the near field
engineered barrier has been restored, the spent fuel will be in a reducing environment. Since
the spent fuel dissolution mechanism is highly dependent on the redox conditions, the
experiments must suitably reproduce such reducing conditions. Reducing conditions can only
be achieved in an anoxic environment. Earlier U02 dissolution studies in synthetic
groundwater (Allard) in N2 atmosphere in the absence of reducing species have shown that
dissolved uranium was mainly (> 90 %) at the U(VI) state 960LL]. Obviously, the trace
oxygen content in the atmosphere of the box is enough to cause slightly oxidizing conditions
for uranium. The different partners of the project implemented different procedures as
described below.

VTT

The earlier tests in Allard and saline groundwater [97VUO] have shown that lower Eh values
can be achieved by the addition of reducing species, Fe +, S2, typically present in natural
groundwaters, or metallic Fe to synthetic deaerated groundwater. The Eh values in the
presence of these redox species ranged from -300 ... -200 mV (1 ppm Fe2+, 1-5 ppm S2- .
The Eh value for deaerated synthetic groundwater in the absence of redox species
fluctuates. Values from -20 ... +175 mV have been measured for synthetic groundwater after
short periods (< 1 month) in the glove box. During longer periods in the box a trend towards
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lower Eh was observed.

The stability of the water chemistry (pH, Eh, S2-, Fe2+) in the experiments, as well as in
parallel groundwater samples without U02 pellets, was followed during long dissolution
periods (up to 300 days). FIGURE 6 gives the measured Eh and pH values as a function of
time in a parallel sample of saline groundwater with 3 ppm S2- during a follow-up period of

TABLE 2. The stability of water chemistry in the U0 2 dissolution experiments under anoxic conditions.

Redox species Saline Saline Allard (modif.) Allard (modif.)
addition S(-ll), Fe(+ll) Eh mVI S(-4l), Fe(+ll) Eh mVI

IPPM] p H rDPm1 : pH
1 ppm S(-4l) OA6 * 0.04 -216* 0.59* 0.02 -235: 16
(+0.01 ppm 8.69 ± 0.07 9.08 * 0.06
Fe +11 :saline) :
3 ppm S(-ll) 1.99 0.14 -265± 17 2.01 ±0.11 -275± 8

9.22 ± 0.06 : 9.35 ± 0.06
5ppmS(-II) 3.69±0.11 -281 ±16 3.39 ±0.12 -297±10

, 9.56 ± 0.07 , 9.45 * 0.04
1 ppm Fe(+ll) 0.87 -138±68 0.16±0.04 [-318*114

'. 8.05 ± 0.08 8.79 ± 0.08

600 days. A platinum electrode (Yokogawa) was used as the redox electrode in combination

with an Ag/AgCI reference electrode (Yokogawa). The reference electrode is filled with a
gelled electrolyte solution. The sulfide content was decreased rapidly after the addition to
synthetic groundwater, probably by reacting with trace oxygen left in the solution after
deaeration with N2, but remains rather stable afterwards, see TABLE 2, which gives the
average values and deviations of all the S(-ll) determinations carried out during the
dissolution experiments in different aqueous phases. The determination was made using a
standard spectrophotometric method (SFS 3038). The stability of redox conditions in
synthetic groundwaters with S(-ll) was shown also by the Eh and pH measurements. The
scatter in the measured Eh was small, whereas in synthetic groundwaters with Fe(+ll) as
reducing species, there is more scatter in the measured Eh values. The determination of the
ferrous iron was made by a ferrozine method [79DF1M.

FZK
Anoxic or reducing conditions was assured by performing the tests in closely tight Ar filled
autoclaves or quarz glass vessels. The autoclaves as well as the glass vessels were
equipped with two ball valves allowing solution sampling through one valve, while streaming
Ar through the other. The tightness of the reaction vessels was determined by gas analyses
during the test and at test termination. N2 contamination of the gas phase was interpreted as
resulting of air intrusion. Typically less than 10 ppm of N2 were found in the gas phase, even
at reaction times as high as 1000 d.

SCK CEN

Experiments were performed in glove boxes filled with inert gas. The oxygen content was in
most cases lower than 5 ppm, but oxygen intrusion was encountered. To avoid this, a
second test series was performed in the presence of reducing species (sulfide).
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.FIGURE 6: The measured Eh and pH values In a parallel sample of saline groundwater with 3 ppm S(-II)
during a follow-up period of 600 days under anaerobic conditions.

ENRESA/CIEMAT

Experiments performed under anoxic conditions were carried out in a glove box (FIGURE 7)
with an N2 overpressure of approximately 150 kPa. Oxic experiments were carried under air
atmosphere.

FIGURE 7 Glove box used for experiments performed under anoxie atmosphere.

Reducing conditions In Integral tests by CEA
The experimental procedure for imposing and controlling reducing conditions in the system is
based on eliminating the oxygen present not only in the leaching solution synthesized in air
in the laboratory but also in the environmental materials and in the leaching pot. Before the
leaching solution was supplied to the test vessel, it underwent the following operations:

The solution was bubbled for about two hours with a hydrogenated gas mixture (argon
containing 3% H2 and 300 ppm C02) in the feed tank, and maintained under a blanket of the
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same gas mixture throughout the experiment. Under applicable safety regulations, the
maximum permissible hydrogen molar fraction in a restricted zone was 3%. The CO2 content
of the gas should prevent decarbonated leachant. The leachant was percolated over a
palladium catalyst to eliminate any residual oxygen. The percolation medium consisted of
divided palladium dispersed in a polymerized divinylbenzene resin. The advantage of this
technique was its room-temperature catalytic performance.

Before adding water, the leaching pot containing the environmental materials was swept by
the same gas mixture. The materials contain adsorbed oxygen that must be eliminated as
much as possible to conserve the benefits of the deoxygenated leachant. The time required
for the gas to obtain an oxygen concentration below 5 ppm in the pot was determined using a
Jacomex' oxygen trace analyzer inserted in the outflow line from the Simfuel leaching pots.
The 35 mm Hg negative pressure inside the shielded cell precluded the use of this probe; the
pots containing spent fuel were therefore swept with the gas mixture for the same time as in
the Simfuel experiments.

Iron was added to the environmental materials by placing a mild carbon steel (E24-2) plate
measuring about 9 x 1.9 x 0.3 cm with a total surface area of about 40 cm2 in the midst of
the materials in the pot. Oxidation of the iron reduced any remaining oxygen fixed on the
environmental materials after the gas treatment.
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TABLE 1: Composition (mg/I) of simulated groundwaters used in the project

Speclficati
on
Na'
Ca.
PA2.

K'
HCO -
S102

Or-
F-
I-

!B'
Cl-
TOY"
NOs
pH,,,...
DH h 0

Salt

NaCI-
water

FZK'

1.3E5

2E5

7.0

Granite

equillib.
granite
water
EGW

Saline
granite
SGW
(air) 

Saline
granite
SGWN'( N2)
log pC0 2 -7

Fresh
granite
AGW'
(air)

Modit
Allard
AGWM
(air),

Modif.
Allard
GW (Na)'
log pCO2 -4

CEA! VTT 'Mr' ViT ViT VUT

95 4800
2.4 4000

56
35

2.0 21
28 10
66 2.5

105
5.7 1.2

0.9
4.2

0.1 0.9
103 14600

4800
4000
55
35
21

105
1.2
0.9
4.2
0.9
14600

52
18
4.3

3.9
123
8

9.6

58

52 52
10 5.1
2.8 0.7

3.9 3.9
91 65
2.9 1.7

9.6 9.6

47 52

Granite
bentonit

GBW
(air)'/
CIEMAT

3750
135
600

20
27
8.3
15

1500

6550

110

Real
Interstitial
GW
RIC4

SCK

387
3.9
2.9

31
808-915
3.1

Clay

Synthetic
GW
ScW'

SCK

.345
3.1
2.7

18
793-829
2.9-3.2

SCW+
humic
acid
SCWHA!

SCK

547-611
2.6-3.1
2.4-2.7

18-24
808-865
1.6-3.4

SCWHA
without
carbonat
SCWHAIC'

SCK

239-256
0.9-1.1
2.7-2.9

21
26.34
1.9.4.5

0.8

22-24

334-382
100
1.2
8.4

Boom Clay
water

CEA

368
5.6
2.4

11
915

3.6

11

37

8.7-9.3

5 0.9

7
6
45-110
77-98
0.9
8.4

22

51-56
<5
1.2
8.4-

22-26

335-428
100
1.5
8.47.6-8.1 7.0- 7.1 8.0- 8.1

8.7-9.3 7.4 8.3
8.4 8.3- 8.4 8.7- 8.8 7.5
8.2 8.4 8.8 7.3 pH fixed by titration

[97VUR/OLL. Vuorinen U. and Ollila K., Stability of synthetic Allard groundwater, Posiva memo KH-M-101/97 (in Finnish).
2 181 ALULAR]
3[96MAR/MELJ
4RIC (Real Boom Claywater) is sampled in situ in the Underground Research Laboratory of SCK-CEN, and transferred to the laboratory in containers that are purged with inert gas
S Procedure for preparation of SCW:To degassed HPLC (High Performance Liquid Chromatography) water, add 40 mg/I NaCI, 22 mg/I MgCI2.6H20, 30 mg/i Na2SO4, 25 mg/I KC,
and 1170 mg/i NaHCO3. To this solution, an excess of CaCO3 is added. The suspension is stirred for 24 hours at room temperature, in order to obtain an equilibrated solution.
6 Preparation of SCWHA similar to the preparation of SCW, but a concentrated soln. of humic acids is added as well. The added humic acids are purified acids, extracted from RIC.
7The SCWHA\C Is similar to SCW, but HPLC water Is not CaCO3 equilibrated and no NaHCO3 Is added. A conc. solution of humic acids is added (as for SCWHA).
3C0.2 and 02 content reduced by bubbling Ar.
9 Composition calculated for equilibrium of deep granite water with granite and fracture filling minerals

° The anoxic conditions of deep groundwaters are simulated In an anaerobic glove box filled with nitrogen (adsorbers for 02 and CO 2 : Cu catalyst and molecular sieve,
respectively). The oxygen concentration in the atmosphere of the box normally stays below 1 ppm (0.1 ...0.5 ppm). The carbon dioxide content is 0.1 ppm
"TOC=total organic carbon (=humic acid in mg CA)



SOLID PHASE CHARACTERIZATION

The corrosion properties of four materials were studied and compared in the project UOX
and MOX spent fuel, unirradiated U02 and SIMFUEL.

SPENT FUEL

FZK:

TABLE 3: List of data from spent fuel rod SBS 1108, segment N 0203.

Discharge date May, 27th, 1989
Bumup 50 400 MWd/tU
Irradiation time in the reactor 1226 days (1986-1989)
Average linear power (segm.N 0203) 260 W/cm
Maximum linear power (segm.N 0203) 315 W/cm
Specific activity (1-2-92) 7.4*1010 Bq/g
Initial density 10.41 gcm3

Initial 235U enrichment 3.8 wt.%

Uut 1171.0 g
Not 14.0 g
Initial gap (uel/cladding) 0.17 mm
Cladding Zircaloy4

A high bumup LWR-U0 2-spent fuel rod segment (N 0203) from the PWR power plant
G6sgen, Switzerland was obtained from SIEMENS/KWU. The following data of the fuel rod
were provided by SIEMENS/KWU The fuel powder used by FZK originated from the previous
EU-project. Spent fuel powder was prepared by anoxic crushing and milling of a total
amount of ca. 18,5 g cm-sized spent fuel (LWR-U0 2 from PWR GosgerCH; 50 MWd/kg U)
fragments obtained from decladded pellets. Prior to starting the leaching test, the dust
fraction generated during milling was removed by washing with Di-water in an ultrasonic
bath. The dried powder was separated and stored in ugas-tight" capsules under N2 until its
use in the various experiments. For geometric specific surface area see the compilation in
Table 10. Because of uncertainties the effective specific surface area as well as SN ratio
may deviate about 100% from the geometric values.

ITU
The U02 fuels used in the experiments of ITU were taken from the 1-551 pin and the MOX
fuels from the F-6565 pin; both irradiated in the BR3 reactor. The U02 pin was enriched with
a 8.25 w/o of U-235 and was fabricated by the "Franco-Belge de Fabrication de Combustible"
(FBFC) in Dessel and the MOX pin had an enrichment of 6.9 % in fissile plutonium and was
fabricated by Belgonucleaire" in Dessel, according to the Micronized-Master blend process
(MIMAS). The characteristics of the fuel pellets are shown in TABLES 4 and 5 shows the
isotopic composition of the fuel pellets. The fuel samples used in these experiments are
shown in TABLE 6 together with the burn-up of the fuel.
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TABLE 4: Characteristics of the fuel pellets.

U0 2 fuel MOX fuel
Mean diameter (mm) 8.04 8.22-8.24

Fuel Pellet Height (mm) 12.22-12.41 11-12.5
- Weight (g) 6.323-6.419

Mean Density (glcm
3
) 10.34-10.35

(% TD) 94.3-94.6 94-95
Fuel B Equivalent (ppm B) 0.6 0.74

Stoichiometry (O/M) 1.997 1.991
Mean Grain Size (m) 11 5

TABLE 5: Isotopic composition of the pellets.

Isotope U0 2 fuel MOX fuel
U-234 0.063 0.003
U-235 8.253 0.309
U-236 0.052 0.007
U-238 91.632 99.681
Pu-238 1.663
Pu-239 58.228
Pu-240 24.848
Pu-241 9.716
Pu-242 5.545

TABLE 6: Samples used in the experiments.

Fuel Sample bum-up (GWdtU)
1-551-14 30

U02 1-551-2-8 50
1-551-2-5 50

F-6565-1-4 12
MOX F-6565-2-6 20

F6565-2-7 25

TABLE 7 Cladding characteristics.

TABLE 8: Gap size evaluation of fuel samples.

fuel bum-up gap-min (pm) gap-max (pm) Gap-mean
(GWd/tU) (pm)

U0 2 30 15 55 26 12
U0 2 52 4 37 14±9
MOX 12 18 78 41 14
MOX 23 9 71 37 ±20
MOX 19 28 114 59±*26
MOX 24 25 80 51 17
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A first approximation for the composition of the fuels for the different burn-ups was made
using the ORIGEN code; the results obtained in these calculations are shown in Appendix 6,
TABLES 7-10.

One U0 2 (1-551-1-6) and one MOX (F-6565-2-8) cross section samples were observed with
a JEOL 35 CX Scanning Electron Microscope. Both samples were polished first to
metallographic quality and further coated with a conductive gold layer of a few hundreds of
nm thick.

SIMFUEL

SIMFUEL is a chemical analogue of irradiated fuel developed and manufactured by AECL
Research Laboratory. It is a complex material based in a U0 2 matrix in that is included some
elements simulating fission products 91 LUCNER]. SIMFUEL used in the work of ENRESA-
CIEMAT had a composition that simulates SF burned to 50 MWd/kg U, whereas SIMFUEL of
CEA simulated a bumup of 6 at% (ca. 6OMWd/kgU). The table shows the composition of the
two types of SIMFUEL used.

TABLE 9 SIMFUEL compositions ENR=ENRESA-CIEMAT, nominal values
for SOMWd/kgU simulates, CEA= measured values for 6DMWd/kgU simulates

Element % w Element %w
ENR CEA ENR CEA

Sr 0.27 1.09 Pd 0.29 0.11
Y 0.06 0.32 Ba 0.37 0.26
Zr 0.57 0.54 La 0.31 0.30
Mo 0.52 0.46 Ce 0.88 1.88
Ru 0.38 0.07 Nd 1.00 0.61
Rh 0.63 0.60 U 94.78

SAMPLE PREPARATION
Most experiments were performed at high surface area to solution volume ratio (SN) using
powdered spent fuel (CEA, FZK), powdered U02 (SCK.CEN, VTT, ENRESA-UPC) and
powdered SIMFUEL (CEA, ENRESA-CIEMAT). Pellet sized samples were used for U0 2
(VTT) and spent fuel (FZK, continuation of tests from 3 EU-Framework programme and
ITU, pellets in rodlet). Spent fuel and SIMFUEL powders for integral tests at CEA were
produced with similar surface area.

For preparing the powdered U0 2 and SIMFUEL samples pellets chosen for leaching
experiments were grounded and sieved to obtain a suite of preselected particle sizes. The
selected particle size fraction was washed with water in order to eliminate fine particles
produced during powder preparation. These fine particles would contribute to a large surface
area that may lead to overestimation dissolution rates.

Spent fuel powders (CEA) were prepared under oxidizing conditions. A procedure was
developed for crushing and screening the fuel samples with the main criterion of feasibility in
a shielded cell environment. The resulting particles were sieved with the aide of 12 mm
diameter stainless steel balls on a set of screens (250 pm and 50 pm) on a vibrator modified
for remote operation. Applying this procedure to the 60 GWd-tRi fuel yielded a fraction
(50-250 pm) representing about 42% of the total, for a useful mass of 11 g (i.e. approxi-
mately 0.22 TBq) sufficient for our experimental purposes. The powder fraction was washed
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by rinsing with Milli-Q double-distilled water for 140 days to remove any fines and to
eliminate the labile activity thus facilitating analyses of the alteration of the fuel matrix.

SURFACE AREA DETERMINATION

The water accessible specific area is an essential parameter for calculating the leach rate of
spent fuel, SIMFUEL and U02, and for comparing the results of leaching experiments. Spent
fuel dissolution data are in most cases reported in terms of Fractions of radionuclide
Inventories of fuel samples, release during the experiments into the Aqueous Phase (FIAP).
This unit is convenient and it is significant for describing the release of labile radioactivity
from the fuel (gap and grain boundary contributions) but this unit masks that fuel matrix
dissolution is essentially related to the accessible surface area. Direct comparisons using the
very large amount of experimental data available in the literature of irradiated U02 and MOX
and non-irradiated U02 and SIMFUEL is often very difficult, not only because of the existing
irradiation differences between SIMFUEL or non-irradiated U02 and spent fuel but also the
effective surface area is quite different. Spent fuel pellets have a larger specific surface area
than non-irradiated pellets due to the formation of thermal gradient cracks and pores due to
the volatile fission products. Forsyth [95FOR] compiled specific surface area values from
irradiated and unirradiated fuels concluding that for irradiated fuel the average specific
surface area is around 6 times higher than for unirradiated fuel. In the case of MOX,
microstructure differences may also affect the accessible surface area. Higher fractional
release of uranium from irradiated material in tests under oxic conditions was found
explainable in terms of different surface areas 98SER/RONI.

Hence, normalization to surface area seems to be necessary when comparing different
materials behaviour. The various partners of the project employed different methods of
surface area determinations: Brunauer, Emmet and Teller BET measurements, geometric
estimations from particle size distributions and shape factors and by mercury porosimetry
("geometric surface area). The BET measurement overestimated the specific surface area,
since pores inaccessible to water are accessible to the gas and the geometric surface area
underestimates the surface area.
ENRESA-CIEMAT characterized their SIMFUEL powders prior to the experiment also by the
BET method but also by laser diffraction for measuring the particle size distribution. The
specific surface area obtained was 0.043 M2/g.

The specific area of the CEA-SIMFUEL powder was measured by BET with Kr gas in the
CEA's Uranium Fuel Laboratory (DRN/DEC/SPU/LCU) at Cadarache. Values of 0.018
+ 0.002 r 2r-g 1 were obtained. A geometric surface area was calculated, using the area of an
average sphere of 150 pm in diameter and a shape factor of 3 for SIMFUEL and 5 for spent
fuel (the higher shape factor for spent fuel provides for its heterogeneity, its degree of
cracking and its high porosity after reactor irradiation). The calculated geometric specific
surface area values were 0.012 m2-g1 for SIMFUEL and 0.02 m2 g for spent fuel. The
effective specific surface area of the SIMFUEL powder sample was thus between 0.012 and
0.018 m2 g-1. The SIMFUEL powder alteration calculations were therefore performed
assuming a specific surface area S of 0.016 m2-g . The 3:5 ratio area ratio between the
SIMFUEL and spent fuel was conserved by using a value of 0.027 m2-g' for the latter.
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Liquid mercury porosimetry: An attempt to measure effective surface area of non
irradiated U0 2samples (original work package 1.2).
Liquid mercury porosimetry is a well-known technique used to measure open porosity, pore
size distribution and the density of solid, metal and non-metal, materials. For powder
samples the technique is used to measure the particles size distribution.

In the framework of the present work this technique was applied to calculate, the effective
pore surface of non-irradiated U0 2 pellet samples from the total pore volume. These values
will enable the wetted surface areas to be measured and thus the measured leaching data to
be converted to effective corrosion rates.

At ITU the Hg pycnometer (Carlo Erba 400) is used to measure the total pore volume and
pore size distribution up to a pressure of 4000 Bar of non-irradiated alpha contaminated
materials.

The cumulative volume in mm3/g of a sample of a non-irradiated U0 2 pellet (6 mm in
diameter, 1.35 mm high, geometric density 9.5 g/cm3) is shown in Figure 8 with a histogram
of cumulative mercury volume (mm 3/g). It shows that the majority, approximately 70%, of the
measured pores are in the range of a few nanometers. Assuming a cylindrical pore shape an
effective pore surface of 2.38 m2/g was calculated from the specific pore volume measured.

Pore size distribution
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FIGURE 8: Liquid mercury porosimetry histogram. Pore radius versus
cumulative volume for a U0 2 sintered and non-irradiated sample.

The large order of magnitude of the effective pore and micro crack surface clearly
demonstrate the importance of correct pore surface calculations and the minor effect of the
external specimen surface on the leaching behaviour of U0 2. This value is much higher than
typically assumed for U0 2 and this high value was attributed to the much lower than
theoretical density of the sample. For the case of spent fuel samples the performance of
similar effective surface area measurements failed mainly due to experimental complications:
delicate manipulations for the specimen preparation and measurement were impossible in
the hot cell, and would have required cost intensive modifications.

A comparison of the results of our surface area measurements with those of the literature is
given in TABLES 10 and 11. BET and geometric estimates were consistent with the literature
values for similar sample types. In contrast, Hg-porosimetry of unirradiated U0 2 gave much
higher values. If correct, much lower surface area normalized corrosion rates would result.
However, since the Hg-porosimetry value results from a single individual sample, and no
data for irradiated material are available, we use BET or geometric estimates and refrain
from using the Hg-porosimetry data for calculating surface area normalized reaction rates.
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TABLE 10. Specific surface area of SIMFUEL and U02 samples and comparison with literature data

References Shapes of fuel samples Measurements Surface Notes
method (m2.g-1)

Our work/CEA powders 50-250 pm geometry 0,012 S.R.F. 3

BET 0,018
/ENRESA SIMFUEL Powder 50/100 pm BET 0.043

/SCK-CEN U02 Powder 50-100 pm BET 0.044

/VTT U02 pellet geometric 0.00033

NTT U02.i powder, 0.7 pm BET 5.4

/ITU pellet Hg-porosimetry 2.38

96RON/MAT pellet BET 0,00015

95BRU/CAS pellet BET 0,000192

powders 100-300 pm BET 0,0113

96GARISER powders 50-100 pm BET 0,1 Not washed

powders 100-315 pm BET 0,026 Included fines

92BRU/CAS pellet geometry 0,000058

92011 pellet BET 0,015

TABLE 11. Specific surface area of spent fuel samples and comparison with literature data

References Burnup Shapes of Measurement Surfaces Notes
(GWI/tu) fuel samples method (m2.g")

Our work/CEA 60 powders 50-250 pm Analog SIMFUEL 0,027

/FZK 50 Powder 2.5-4.5 pm geometry 0.3 SRF. 2.5

94FIN/BAT, 30 & 43 fragments geometry 0,00021
94FIN/GON,
95FIN/BUC,
96FINIHOH1,
96FINIHOH2
92GRA/STR, 33 powders 0,5-5 mm geometry 0,0006 S.R.F.: 3
92GRA/LEI

powders 15-25 pm geometry, PSD 0,086 S.R.F.: 3

96GRAILOI, 50,4 pellet geometry 0,0002
96LO/GRA, fragments geometry 0,0007
94LOIIGRA

95FOR 42 & 43 fragments (2 to 4 mm) BET 0,007 - 0,012

94GRA/THO 31 powders 7-20 pm geometry, PSD 0,098 S.R.F.: 3

powders 700-1700 pm geometry, PSD 0,0017 S.R.F.: 3

50 powders 7-20 pm BET 0,277
powders 700-1700 pm geometry, PSD 0,0019 S.R.F.: 3

95GLA/TOS 31 & 5 fragments geometry 0,0002
PSD: Particle-Size Distribution; S.R.F.: Surface Roughness Factor
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ENVIRONMENTAL MATERIALS

The selected environmental materials were analyzed to determine their contents of
impurities, corresponding to elements found in the fuel, whose releases into solution might
interfere with the release of elements from spent fuel. The solutions obtained by solubilizing
the environmental materials either by acid rinses or by alkaline melting were analyzed by
ICP-AES and ICP-MS.

Iron and its corrosion Droducts

At VTT metallic iron was added as iron chips (Baker Chemicals, reducing power as Fe
100.3 /6). At ENRESA and FZK, metallic iron Fe(s) (Merck) 99.5%, was used with particle
size 10 glm. Magnetite Fe3O4(s) (Aldrich) 98% used by ENRESA had a particle size < 5 im.

Clay

In integrated experiments, CEA used smectite 4a (also known as FoCa 7) clay. This material
contains appreciable quantities of Sr, Y, La, Ce, Nd, Ba, Cs and 1, which constitute a source
of interference in determining the release rates of the same elements from the fuel source
terms. The Mo, Ru, Rh, Pd, U and Sb concentrations in smectite 4a are below the detection
limit (10 ppm), but may also interfere with fuel release measurements. Results are given in
the following TABLE 12

TABLE 12. Chemical composition of smectite 4a

Main elements (%) Impurities elements found Other elements (ppm)
also in Simfuel (ppm)

Si 20,300 Sr 100 U 55
AJ 11,500 Y 30 B <10

mg 0,410 Zr 110 Cr 350
Na 0,130 MO <10 Sb <10

Fe 5,500 Ru <10 Cs 100

TI 0,640 Rh <10 Pb 60

K 0,190 Pd <10 Co 20

Ca 1,900 La 45 Ni 70
Mn 0,052 Ce 80 Rb 10
P 0,080 Nd 40 W 400

U <10 F 65

Ba 290 1 30

Granite
For the integrated tests, we selected French granite from the Fanay-Augbres massif (TABLE
13). As with smectite 4a, Fanay-Augbres granite contains appreciable amounts of Sr, Y, Zr,
La, Ce, Nd, U, Ba and Cs, as well as traces of Mo, Ru, Rh, Pd and Sb, with the same risk of
interference for identification of release locations.

Sand

Clay alone would be much too impermeable to obtain water percolation times compatible
with our experimental time frame. We therefore used a mixture of sand and clay. A
satisfactory tradeoff between a sufficient quantity of clay and the resulting impermeability
was obtained using a mixture of 90 wt% Sika F25 sand (TABLE 14) and 10 wt% clay.
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TABLE 13. Chemical composition of Fanay.Augeres granite

Main elements (%) Impurities elements found Other elements (ppm)
.___________________ also in Simfuel (ppm)

Si 31,90 Sr 50 Li 140
Al 7,50 Y 15 B <10
Mg 0,20 Zr 80 Cr 300
Na 2,48 Mo <10 Sb <10
Fe 0,98 Ru <10 Cs 100
T, 0,12 Rh <10 Pb 60
K 4,20 Pd <10 Co <10

Ca 0,50 La 20 Ni 30
Mn 0,03 Ce 50 Rb 440
P 0,18 Nd 20 W 280

U 20 F 6
Ba 180 1 28

TABLE 14. Chemical composition of Sika F25 sand

Main elements (%) Impurities elements found Other elements (ppm)
also In Simfuel (ppm)

Si 45,500 Sr <10 U <10

Al 0,300 y <10 B <10

Mg 0,040 Zr 40 Cr 600

Na 0,060 Mo 20 Sb <10

Fe 0,800 Ru <10 Cs <10

ni 0,020 Rh <10 Pb 40

K 0,110 Pd <10 Co <10

Ca 0,200 La <10 Ni 100

Mn 0,005 Ce 350 Rb <10

P 0,030 Nd <10 W 400

U <10 F 6

Ba 50 1 28
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DETAILS AND ACHIEVEMENTS
OF THE PROJECT WORK
PACKAGES (WP)

WP 1: BASIC UNDERSTANDING OF THE
MECHANISM OF FUEL MATRIX
DISSOLUTION

More than 95% of the radiotoxicity of spent nuclear UOX or MOX fuel is concentrated in the
U02 or (Pu,U)02 matrices. Consequently, the dissolution behaviour of this matrix must be
understood to allow reliable performance assessment for disposal sites in granite, clay or salt
formations. Natural analogue studies as well as laboratory testing have distinguished two
principal dissolution modes: (1) under oxidative conditions U02 is thermodynamically
unstable and is dissolved comparatively fast by formation of aqueous U(VI) species and
formation of secondary U(VI) solid phases and (2) under reducing conditions U02 will
dissolve by non oxidative formation of aqueous U(IV) species and/or secondary solid U(IV)
phases. If secondary U(IV) containing phases cannot be formed, U02 may become
thermodynamically stable, once solubility limits are reached. Additionally, an intermediate
case (3) may be operative under anoxic conditions, with U02 dissolution by formation of
U(VI) species (e.g. uranyl(VI) carbonate complexes) until U02 becomes thermodynamically
stable.

The dissolution mechanism of the U02-matrix is studied under conditions relevant to various
European repository designs, combining empirical and theoretical approaches and
comparing the behaviour of real spent UOX and MOX fuel with SIMUEL and pure U02. Both
(geo)chemical and electrochemical aspects of the dissolution mechanism are considered for
oxic, anoxic and reducing conditions.

Under reducing conditions expected to prevail in all European repositories, the mechanism
(2) or (3) should prevail. For example, the spent fuel from Finnish nuclear power plants is
planned to be disposed of in a repository to be constructed at a depth of about 500 m in
crystalline granite bedrock, with reducing conditions prevailing in deep granite groundwater,
German spent fuel is planned to be disposed in 800 m depth in a domed salt, and potential
intrusion of Fe(ll) containing reducing salt brines must be considered. Similarly, in the Boom
clay formation in Belgium, reducing conditions are expected. The composition of
groundwater, which will come into contact with spent fuel, depends on the geological
formation and the interactions with bentonite. The presence of Si and Ca in groundwater has
been observed to affect the dissolution rate of unirradiated U02. Gray and Wilson
[95GRA/WIL3 showed that the addition of Si and Ca to a bicarbonate solution could reduce
the dissolution rate up to 100 times.

30



WP 1.1 DISSOLUTION OF SPENT FUEL AT HIGH SURFACE TO SOLUTION
VOLUME RATIO

Dissolution experiments were performed with powdered spent fuel samples (grain size < 3
pm) at high ratios of sample surface to solution volume (SN) to simulate the long-term
corrosion at lower SN ratios. The high surface area leads to a much faster increase of
solution concentrations of radionuclides as could be achieved with fuel pellet samples. The
small grain size allows for complete washout of radionuclide inventories from the grain
boundaries, thus allowing improved assessment of the fuel matrix behaviour. Though powder
preparation occurred under N2, high corrosion rates in the range 1*10 4/d and 2*1 04 d have
indicated that some powder oxidation might have occurred during storage in gas tight
capsules over some years. Nevertheless, in relative terms, significant insight into fuel
dissolution properties could be obtained.
Two types of experiments were performed at NE-FZK with the same powder: Tests as a
function of pH and CO2 in NaCI-solution (samples P56(l), P56(11), P56(111)) and for
comparison tests in granite water and granite bentonite water (P4).

Effect of pH and pCO2 at high S/V
To assess the influence of pH and pCO 2, on the dissolution behaviour of spent fuel in saline
solution, static spent fuel corrosion experiments were performed using powdered spent fuel
samples in 95% saturated NaCI-solution. Quartz glass reaction vessels were used (FIGURE
1.1-1), equipped with fittings, allowing to insert electrodes (pH, Eh), adding of acid or base
(pH-control), sampling of solutions, sampling of gases and inserting the desired gas
atmosphere.

FIGURE 1.1-1: Glass reaction vessel used for spent fuel powder dissolution tests
under various Ar/CO2 gas atmospheres at controlled pH values.
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In FIGURE 1.1 -1 the procedure of solution sampling is shown. The carbonate content of
the solution was fixed by the C02 content of the gas phase, and the pH was varied stepwise.
One of the tests was performed under Ar (100%) atmosphere, another one under Ar 99/
(1 %) C02 atmosphere and a third one under Ar 99,97 1 (0,03%) C02 atmosphere.
During the first two months two solution samples were taken from each test without
adjustment of pH. Thereafter, the pH-values of the experiments were adjusted to 7, 9, 11,
then back to pH 7 (addition of 0,1 n NaOH, or 0,In HCI). To avoid C02 contamination NaOH
and HCI solutions were flushed with argon for at least 2 hours. Sampling of solution was
performed at least three weeks, after the desired pH-value was adjusted. All solution
samples were filtered by a microfilter membrane (0.45 pm) and aliquots were additionally
ultrafiltered (18 A) by means of centrifugation. Filtered aliquots were acidified with 1 m HNO3
to. stabilize the radionuclides in solution prior to analyses. The sampling interval of the
dissolution tests are summarized in TABLE 1.1 -1.

TABLE 1.1-1: Time (days) of solution sampling since start of the static experiment

Atmosphere Sample Wash Time (days) since start of the static test

days no pH control pH adjusted to

7 9 11 7

Ar P56(l) 85 14 62 83 173 236 277

Ar/0,03% P56(111) 162 19 74 102 158 223 329
C2

Ar/I %C0 2 P56(11) 89 15 59 80 169 230 274
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FIGURE 1.1-2: Released fractions of matrix bound radionuclides Cs137, Sr9O, NpI37, Tc99 as a
function of time during dissolution of spent fuel powder P56(I) in Sm NaCl solution under Ark

Atmosphere
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Matrix dissolution rates and release of radionuclides
The dissolution behaviour of the fuel matrix is usually deduced from the released quantity of
radjoelements which are encountered with preference in the U02 matrix and which, after
dissolution, do not become incorporated into secondary phases. Based on the previous
experience in the past EU-project on spent fuel corrosion, the release of Sr may tentatively
be used as indicator for fuel matrix degradation. However, caution is necessary, since
previous experiments were performed in the absence of C02. Presence of C02 may lead to
the precipitation of carbonate phases, which could incorporate relevant quantities of Sr. Also
the release of Cs may be considered as indication for fuel matrix dissolution of fine grained
fuel powder since all grain boundaries are exposed to the solution and washing over at least
85 days (TABLE 1.1-1) will have dissolved all gap and grain boundary bound Cs. The extent
of dissolution of Sr and Cs from spent fuel powder in the experiment performed under C02
free Ar-atmosphere is plotted in terms of FlAP-values (Eraction of the inventory in the
aqueous phase) as a function of time in FIGURE 1.1 -2. Fractional release data of Sr-
and Cs during three wash cycles (Cycle 1: 10 minutes, Cycle 2: 10 minutes, and Cycle 3: 85
days) are included. Additionally, FIAP values of other matrix bound radionuclides such as
NpI37, Sb125 and Tc99 are shown. The times of solutions sampling with non-adjusted and
adjusted pH-values are indicated. Decrease of FIAP values after washing is due to
replacement of the solution by fresh leachant. FIAP values of Sr and Cs achieved in the
subsequent static test increase with time. At the end of the static test of 277 days of duration,
the fractional release of Sr (Cs) was found to be 4,53*102 (5,84*10.2). Within experimental
uncertainty, the release rate of Cs was constant and seems not be influenced markedly by
the variation of pH between pH 7 and 11. At most pH values the fractional release of Sr was
similar to that of Cs, with the exception of pH 11. This similarity indicates that release data of
both elements can be used as indicator for matrix dissolution between pH 7 and 9, however,
at pH 11 only Cs release remains controlled by matrix dissolution. Lower Sr-release is
probably associated to retention on the fuel surface, on the reaction vessel or in secondary
reaction products. Indeed, a subsequent decrease in pH to a value of 7 has lead to an
accelerated remobilization of this retained fraction of Sr, with instantaneous Sr release rates
even higher than those of Cs, resulting in final FIAP values of Sr at test termination similar to
those of Cs.
Based on these observations one obtains a matrix dissolution rate for this experiment in the
range between 1,6*10 4/d (based on FIAP values of Sr at pH<1 1) and 2,1*1 04/d (based on
FIAP values of Cs,Tc,Sb). This is at least one order of magnitude higher than observed in
dissolution tests with spent fuel powders under similar test conditions (NaCI-solution under
Ar-atmosphere) in the previous EU-program. This difference is probably due to an oxidation
of the powder during storage over some years before it was used in the test. The kinetics of
matrix dissolution was almost the same, if C02 was present in the system with amounts of
0,03% or 1% in the gas phase. In FIGURE 1.1 - 3 the FIAP values of matrix bound
radionuclides Csi 37, Sr90, Tc99, Sbl 25 and Npl 37 obtained in the test using Ar / 1% C02
atmosphere are plotted as a function of time. Data from the test with Ar / 0.03% C02
atmosphere are similar and are given in the appendix. The matrix indicator nuclides Cs1 37
and Sr90 were released in solution to the same extent (at test termination FAP Cs137:
5,83*102; FIAP Sr90: 4,52*102) and in a similar fashion as in the test with C02 free Ar-
atmosphere. Within experimental uncertainty the rates of matrix dissolution were also found
the same (1,7*104/d, based on FIAP values of Sr and 2,1*104/d, based on FAP values of Cs
and Sb). Again the pH values did not influence the kinetics of matrix dissolution, again Sr
retention was observed at pH 11 and again redissolution of retained Sr was observed once
the pH was lowered again. The release of plutonium and americium into solution was found
to be enhanced in the presence of C02 if the pH was below 7 (up to one order of magnitude)
during the first 83 (or 80) days of the test. If the pH was shifted up to 11 and back to 7 during
the remaining time, no clear dependency of the americium and plutonium concentrations
from the C02 content of the atmosphere was obvious. This is shown in FIGURE 1.1- 4,
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FIGURE 1.1-3: Released fractions of matrix bound radionuclides CsI37, Sr9O, Np137, Tc99 as a
function of time during dissolution of spent fuel powder P56(1I) in Sm NaCl solution under Ar/ 1%

C0 2-Atmosphere

where the released fractions of plutonium and americium are plotted together with the matrix
indicator nuclides Sr9O and Cs137 as a function of time.

Concentrations of Cs, Sr, Am, Pu and Np in solution obtained during the static test are
plotted as a function of pH in FIGURE 1.1 -5. For comparison solution concentrations of the
same radioelements from a corrosion test with spent fuel powder P1 (previous EU-program),
when the pH was 6,6 after 40 days and from coprecipitation tests, performed in 5m NaCI-
solution and completely dissolved spent fuel (this report; WP 11.2) at pH values of 8 and 8,6
are indicated.

During the first stage of the test, after 14 days, when the pH was 6,02 and after 62 days at
pH 6,4 (no pH adjustment) the concentrations were scattering for plutonium and neptunium
around 5,9*109 MolI, and for americium at 35*104 Mol/l, not very far away from
concentrations encountered in spent fuel corrosion tests with powder P 1.
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FIGURE 1.1-4: Effect of C02 on the release of Pu, Am, as a function of time during
dissolution of spent fuel powder in 5m NaCl solution
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FIGURE .1-5: Concentrations of radloelements as a function of pH during dissolution of spent fuel
powder P56(l) in 5m NaCI solution under Ar-Atmosphere

However, concentrations of matrix indicators Sr and Cs were found to be distinctly lower in
corrosion test with powder P 1 (up to one order of magnitude), which might reflect less
oxidation of this powder, because this material was inserted immediately in the corrosion
test, after the powder preparation was completed.

When the pH was adjusted to 7, 9 and 11 the Sr (Cs) concentration was increasing at first to
1,3*1 0 MoI (5,5*1 0-6MolI) and remained in this order of magnitude. Concentration of
americium decreased from 3*10e to 1*109 MolI, whereas concentration of plutonium was at
first around 3*104 MoVI and was increasing surprisingly to 4,1*1 07 MoI at pH 11. A fairly
good agreement can be observed when comparing concentrations of plutonium and
americium at pH 9 obtained during this test with Pu and Am concentrations from
coprecipitation tests at pH 8,6 (WP 11.2 - this report). Readjustment of the pH back to 7
resulted in distinct higher concentrations of the investigated radionuclides as found when the
pH 7 was adjusted for the first time. No clear dependency between the dissolution of the fuel
powder and the associated release of radionuclides on the pH was obvious.
The effect of the presence of CO2 on solution concentrations of Cs, Sr, Am, Pu and Np as a
function of pH is shown in FIGURE 1.1 - 6 (ArIO,03% C02) and FIGURE 1.1 - 7 (Ar 1 %
C02). As expected, during the first phase of both tests (no pH adjustment), the pH values
were between 5 and 6, distinctly lower than found under C02 free Ar-atmosphere (pH
between 6 and 6,5). Concentrations of Pu, Am and Np (as far as data are available) were
found to be significantly higher (up to one order of magnitude) than under pure Ar
atmosphere, but the maximum concentrations were encountered if the amount of C02 in the
atmosphere was 0,03%. Cs- and Sr concentrations in solution were only slightly increased in
comparison to C02-free atmosphere. During the second phase (the pH was adjusted to
7,9,11 and back to 7) concentrations of Pu (Am ) were found to be in the range between
2,5*104 (5*10-10) and 8*107(8*104) MolAl, with no clear dependency neither on C02 nor on
pH.
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FIGURE 1.1-6: Concentrations of radioelements as a function of pH during dissolution of spent fuel
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FIGURE 1.1-7: Concentrations of radioelements as a function of pH during dissolution
of spent fuel powder P56(111) in Sm NaCI solution under Ar /1 % C02 -Atmosphere

A possible explanation might be that the dissolution of powdered spent fuel and the
associated release of radionuclides is governed more by effects of radiolysis,
production/consumption of radiolysis products rather than by the effect of pH and PCO2.
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WP 1.1.2: Comparison of fuel matrix dissolution in salt solution and granite water

In order to allow a direct comparison and to identify potential differences for spent fuel
performance in salt and granite environments similar experiments were performed in granite
water as in the previous EU-project [121 with NaCI solutions. Important issues addressed are
(1) grain boundary inventories of various radionuclides of the fuel used, (2) corrosion rates of
the fuel matrix, (3) release of radionuclides from the fuel matrix, (4) generation of colloids
during spent fuel dissolution.

The corrosion experiments were performed as in the previous EU-project in gas tight
Ti/0.02Pd lined autoclaves equipped with two ball valves for sampling of gases and solutions,
and not in quartz vessels as described under 1.1.1 for studying the pH and CO2 dependency.
Powdered spent fuel (sample P4: 2,8 g) prepared by the same way and with the same
characteristics as described in section 1.1.1 was inserted together with 200 ml synthetic
equilibrium granite ground water (EGW). Additionally, cladding material (0.7 g), and a metal
chip (1.6 g Ti/0.02Pd for analyzing sorption on liner material) were added. This allows
investigations of sorbed or precipitated solid particles after the end of the test. The
atmosphere in the autoclave was 99,97% Ar and 0,03% C02. The experiment was started by
a wash cycle of 55 days to remove gap inventories and possibly oxidised surfaces.
Afterwards the solution was replaced by a new batch. Sampling of solutions was performed
49, 201 and 545 days since start of the static test. Afterwards the remaining solution was
replaced by 200-ml synthetic ranite - bentonite ground water (GBW) (see TABLE 1,
GROUNDWATERS). Solutions were sampled after 72 and 205 days since replacement of
the solutions, respectively 617 and 750 days since start of the static test with granite water.
Moreover, during this phase of the test samples of radiolytic and fission gases were taken
directly before sampling of solution.

The pH value of the EGW solution was 9,8 after preparation, and shifted to 8.00, 7.96 and
7.21 after 49, 201 and 545 days since start of the static test. Measured values of Eh were
178 mV (initial), 214 mV, 128 mV, and 171 mV by the same order. The GBW solution was
characterized by pH values of 7.61 as prepared, and 7.42, 7.38 after 72 days of leaching,
respectively 205 days after the replacement (end of the test). Measured Eh values were 238
mV initially, and 70 mV at the end of the test.

Using an evacuated (106 bar) gas collection cylinder (V=50 cm3), the atmosphere inside of
the reaction vessels was sampled. The gas collection vessel was connected to the
autoclaves by stainless steel tubing. Prior to opening the valves of the autoclave and the gas
collection vessel, the tubing was evacuated for about 5 minutes by a pump (ca. 1 mbar). Gas
composition was analyzed quantitatively by a quadrupole mass spectrometer (GAM 445,
Balzers, Lichtenstein). Calibration was performed, using a gas mixture of known amounts of
H2, N2 , 02, Kr and Xe in Ar.

In order to protect the experiment against air intrusion, the autoclaves were inserted into gas-
tight canisters, which were filled with Ar/0,03% CO2 before sealing. Solution samples were all
filtered through a microfilter (45 pm) and in part through an ultrafiltration membrane (18 A) by
means of centrifugation. Filtered aliquots were acidified with 1m HNO3 to stabilize the
radionuclides in solution. Further preparation of the solutions and radiochemical analyses
was performed as described in detail in the final report of the previous EU-programme
197GRA/LOI].

At the end of the test the corroded spent fuel powder was dried and a few particles were
isolated and fixed on a double-side coated carbon tape, which was fixed on a brass disc. The
dose rate was around 10 pSv, which was low enough to perform investigations by means of
SEM, outside of the shielded boxes.
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Dissolution behaviour of the matrix and release of radionuclides

The fractions of inventories of Cs, Sr, Tc, Np, Am, Eu, Pu and U found in solution during the
contact with EGW granite water and GBW granite bentonite water are shown in
FIGURE 1.1 - 8 as a function of time. During the test in granite water it seems that the matrix
dissolves congruently, expressed by FIAP values around 1*1 03 for most of the matrix bound
radionuclides (FIAP between 3,4*104 [U] and 2,4*103 [Pu];exception Cs: FAP 1,5*1 02 and
Tc: FIAP 5,8*10-2;). The fastest release of Sr, Np, Tc and Cs in solution occurred during the
first 50 days of the static test. Afterwards only small fractions of these radionuclides were
released additionally. In particular the last interval of 344 days is characterized by constant
FIAP values.
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FIGURE .1- 8: Fractions of the Inventory of radioelements in solution during
corrosion of spent fuel powder in granite and granite bentonite water.

After 545 days since start of the static test the water was replaced by granite-bentonite -
water (GBW, ENREAS/CIEMAT specification). The main characteristics of GBW-water are a
much higher salinity, and sulfate content, whereas CEA-granite water contains much more
Si. HCO3 contents and pH are similar. Sampling of solutions and of gases was performed 72
and 133 days after the replacement. The fractional release rates of Sr9O, Cs137 and Np237
increased dramatically. The fraction of Sr9O in solution increased by a factor of 100. Final
solution concentrations were atl *1 05 m (pH 7,3). Similar fractional release of Cs1 37, Tc99,
Npl37 and Sr90 at test termination indicates release control by congruent fuel matrix
dissolution without significant grain boundary contributions. Released fractions of Eu, Am, Pu
and U were found to be between 1 and 4 orders of magnitude lower than Cs and Sr.
Analysis of fission (Kr,Xe) and radiolytic gases (H2, 02) has shown that also Xe and Kr
releases during corrosion in granite bentonite (GBW) water are controlled by matrix
dissolution. When comparing to 02 generation, there was a deficit in 02 contents of the gas
phase. This deficit was equal to the extent of fuel matrix dissolution. Consequently, this 02
deficit is consumed by oxidative fuel dissolution. There is good agreement between oxygen
consumption rate and release rates of fission gases. This is illustrated in FIGURE 1.1 - 9
where the fractional release rates of Sr, Cs, Tc and Np into solution are compared with the
rates of fission gas release and of oxygen consumption.
The fast rise in release rates after changing EGW to GBW-water allow a better
understanding of the behaviour of Cs and Sr in EGW water. In this medium and for the
conditions of this test, Sr is no indicator for the fuel matrix dissolution, but is retained in solid
phases or is sorbed on surfaces (fuel, liner). Redissolution of this phase or desorption in
GBW-water explains the extremely high Sr-release rate. Redissolution is not substantiated
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by high U-concentrations in GBW-water (with 1 04 -1 0 7 m U-concentrations are lower than in
CEA-granite water) but by the fact that fractional Sr-release rates of the 72 days leachate are
much higher than those of Cs and of Oxygen consumption and that all release values are
equal at test termination.
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FIGURE 1.1 - 9: Comoarison of fractional release rates of radionuclides. ission gases and
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FIGURE 1.1 - 10: Comparison of spent fuel powder corrosion data in salt and two granite
media. Diagonal for NaCI-media (this project) indicates test P56 with probably oxidised
nowder
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As indicated by Tc data located after 600 days on the diagonal, matrix dissolution continues
with constant rates even in EGW-water. Hence, decrease in Cs-release rates during long-
term exposure to EGW-water indicates that also Cs becomes incorporated into a solid
phase. All alkali earth sulfate (e.g. CaSO 4) and carbonate phases (e.g. calcite) are
undersaturated in both waters (pH 7 - 7,5). May be Sr (and Cs) become incorporated into
uranyl silicate phases. Redissolution would thus be a consequence of U(VI) phase
transformations caused by the lower silica content of GBW water. A conclusion is that the
dissolution rates of the fuel are equal in both types of granite water, but lower Sr and Cs-
concentrations are due to sorption or secondary phase formation. Dissolution rates are
similar to the initial rates in EGW-granite water and similar to those in NaCI-solution at
various pH and pCO 2. This is illustrated in FIGURE 1.1 - 10 where the released fractions of
Sr90, Cs137 and Tc99 are shown as a function of time, obtained with powder P4 in granite
water, in granite-bentonite water, with powder P 56 in NaCI-solution (see WP 1.1.1) and with
powder P 2 in NaCI-solution (previous EU project, 97GRAILOI]). Higher Sr and Cs release
rates in the test with powder P56 in NaCI solution in comparison to results from test with
powder P 2 may be explained with probably oxidation during > 4 years of storage before start
of the test (Spent fuel powder P 2 was immediately inserted into the corrosion experiment).
We can conclude that the dissolution rates of the fuel matrix are (1) equal in both types of
granite water, but lower Cs concentrations are due to secondary phase formations and (2)
that they are not very different than found in NaCI-solutions.

Concentration of radioelements in solution and formation of colloids

During the first phase of the corrosion test (granite water, EGW) solution concentrations were
found to be up to 1,5*106 molI (Plutonium), 5,4*105 mol/I (Uranium), 2,5 - 3,6*10 mouW
(Europium, Americium), which is roughly one or two orders of magnitude higher than found in
tests in NaCI-solution at the same pH. Due to rapid dissolution of the fuel matrix, high
solution concentrations, low ionic strength of the leachant colloids are present to a large
extent. The importance of the presence/absence of colloids in the system is substantiated
that they represent the possibly mobile fraction in the corrosion solution. The extent of colloid
generation has been determined by ultrafiltrating solution aliquots. The difference of both
fractions may be attributed to colloid formation. However, also radionuclide sorption on filter
membranes may cause some differences in the solution concentrations of radionuclides
between the original and the filtrate solution. Consequently, differences between FIAP and
FIS (fraction in solution) values give only upper values for colloid formation. In contrast to
NaCI-media where almost no formation of colloids have been detected (previous EU-
program, [97GRA/LOI]), colloids are present to a large extent in the experiments with granite
water. Differences of two orders of magnitude or more between FIAP- and FIS value were
determined for Am, Cm, Pu, Eu and Ce. Np and U reveal a minor, but still significant
difference of both fractions. The extent of colloid formation increased with time. After 545
days since start of the static test about 96 % of the U and 99% of Pu, Am, and Eu in solution
was colloidal. Almost no colloid formation was observed with Ru, Cs, Sr and Tc. The
evaluation of Am-, Pu- and U colloid formation can be assessed from FIGURE 1.1 - 11
where the concentrations of Am, Pu and U in solution in the micro(0,45pm) and the ultra-
filtrated (18 A) aliquots are plotted as a function of time.

After the replacement of the solution by higher ionic strength granite-bentonite groundwater
the solution concentrations of these elements were generally lower, and their concentration
in the micro- and the ultrafiltrated aliquots were in the same order of magnitude, which
means that under the changed conditions the amount of colloids was decreased drastically.
This behaviour is expected, because high ionic strength lead to decreased stability of
colloidal suspensions.

40



L?-Ph---J~

5 1E-04
S
o IE-05
E

r- 1E -07

3 1E-08

,, 1E-09

C 1E-1000 44

Q ~Granfte wate (EGW) UKlW DUI1wnHO
-- 0 . vater iGBY ; -0- Am

j A2 . - A

,~ ~ J .........
F And ,,,,, _ _ He- .

-Am, 1&A

Pu

_PL As ^

I-I

V -0- U

-*6-j. IA-3n
Ir_-I I I I . I.

0 200 400 600 8W0

Time (days)

FIGURE 1.1 - 11: Concentrations of Am, Pu and U in 0,45 pm and 18 A filtered aliquots during static
spent fuel powder corrosion in granite and granite bentonite ground water.

Characterization of solid ohases
At the end of the test after totally 805 days of corrosion in EGW granite water, respectively
GBW granite-bentonite water (including the wash cycle) some particles of the corroded spent
fuel powder were investigated by means of scanning electron microscopy (SEM). In FIGURE
1.1 - 12 SEM micrographs from particles separated from corroded spent fuel powder P 4 are
shown. The micrograph on the left gives an impression of the size of the individual particles
which was found to be varying from 3-4 pm to less than 1 pm. In the image on the right the
spent fuel particles are shown, and additionally a newly formed secondary phase is present.
On the marked position MJ" Uranium, Silicon and Oxygen was found qualitatively by means of
EDX analyses, which could indicate the formation of a U-silicate.

FIGURE Ll -12: Spent fuel particles from powder P4 after corrosion over 805 days first in EGW
granite water and then in GBW granite bentonite water under Ar / 0,03 %CO2 atmosphere at 250C.

At position "1" U, Si and 0 were found by EDX analyses.
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WP 1.2 SPENT FUEL SURFACE AREA DETERMINATION
Results are discussed in section SOLID PHASE CHARACTERIZATION" above

WP 1.3 LEACH TESTS ON DEFECTIVE RODLETS OF IRRADIATED FUELS
In case of water access to the waste radionuclides may become released from spent fuel by
dissolution and transport by groundwater flow 95GRANWIL]. The cladding will be the last
barrier before the water comes into contact with the fuel, namely with the outer RIM of the
pellet. In safety analyses, the cladding is seldom considered as a protective barrier,
mechanical failure is assumed and fuel leaching is assumed to start as soon as the water
has entered the waste container. However, even if the fuel rod is defect, it is still not
dissolved immediately and may indeed last for thousands of years. If groundwater penetrates
inside of the fuel rod through a defect, S ratios of porous U02 are high. The relative
importance of a-radiolysis is increased due to an increased inventory of a-emitters as a
consequence of increased epithermal neutron capture in the outer pellet zone. To study
these effects, different spent fuel rodlets (including MOX and U02 fuels with varying bum-up)
with preset defects on the cladding were leached in the present study (for fuel description
see TABLES 4 to 8 in SOLID PHASE CHARACTERIZATION).
One U02 fuel rod with a bum-up of 50 GWdttU (sample 1-551-2-5) was provided with two
series of defects (in each case, 3 holes of 1 mm diameter), one series at the top and in
contact with vapor and the other at the bottom of the rodlet and in contact with the leaching
solution. In all the other samples, the defects were placed in the center of the rodlet and the
autoclave was filled completely with the leaching solution.
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defect
-fuel rod t (fuel oxidation)

. ajb _ _ defect Af j ,) -fe o
(fuel leaching)t

: : q B- ~~~~~~~~~~~defect(fuel leaching)

2 leachant 0 z E:- leochant

FIGURE I3.1: Schematic representation of the FIGURE 1.3.2: Schematic representation of the
experimental set-up (leaching of fuel rod, 1 defect experimental set-up (leaching of fuel rod, 2
immersed). defects, 1 Immersed, and 1 In vapor phase).
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The leaching was carried out in autoclaves with Ti-liners using deionized water at 1000C
under anoxic or reducing conditions. Large metal surfaces, i.e. titanium (autoclave liners),
Zircaloy (cladding) and stainless steel (end-caps) could be efficient scavengers of oxidising
species. In FIGURES 1.3.1 and 1.3.2 schematic representations of the experimental set-up
are shown. A picture of the' rodlet can be seen in FIGURE 1.3.3.

12 

FIGURE 13.3: Photograph of the spent fuel rodlet with 2 pre-set defects

The released amounts of radionuclides were measured by lOP-MS using a Perking Elmer
Elan 250, with sensitivity between 1 and 10 nglml. The analysis of the samples by this
technique was carried out after the addition of two internal standards (1 pglml of indium and
1 pg/mI ppm of thorium). The pH of the samples was measured by means of a Combined pH
Electrode (Metrohm).

Radionuclide release

The results obtained for the different elements are shown in the appendix . FIGURE 1.3.4
show the evolution of the concentration of uranium, plutonium, cesium, iodine and strontium
in solution with time for MOX (25 GWd/tU) and U0 2 (50 GWdi'tU) fuels. The behaviour is very
similar in both fuels, with an initial fast dissolution followed by a much slower long-term
dissolution. Iodine shows a slightly different behaviour, i.e. after a fast initial dissolution there
is a second increase of the iodine concentration in solution (up to 50 days) before the slow
dissolution rate is observed.
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Except for uranium, the release is higher In the case of MOX fuels, one order of magnitude
for fission products and almost two for plutonium, despite a bum-up which is only half that of
U02. FIGURE 1.3.5 shows a comparison of uranium release data of different fuels.
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FIGURE 3.5: Comparison of experimental data for uranium release from the different fuels. * MOX
fuel (12 GWd/tU), * MOX fuel (20 GWd/tU), A MOX fuel (25 GWd/tU), A U0 2 fuel (30 GWd/tU), 0
U02 fuel (50 GWd/tU) and 0 U0 2 fuel (50 GWd/tU with two series of defects).

Respective data for plutonium, cesium and strontium are shown in FIGURE 1.3.6.
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fuel (12 GWd/tU), MOX fuel (20 GWd/tU), A MOX fuel (25 GWd/tU), A U0 2 fuel (30 GWd/tU),

U0 2 fuel (50 GWd/tU) and 0 U0 2 fuel (50 GWd/tU with two series of defects).

Fraction of Inventory in the Aqueous Phase (FIAP)

FIAP values were calculated taking into account the specific elemental mass inventory of the
fuels obtained by means of the ORIGEN code [96COQ/BOT. The values obtained for
uranium are shown in FIGURE 1.3.7.
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The FIAP values after 315 days are similar for all the fuels and almost independent on the
burn-up and type of fuel. The slightly higher FIAP value for the high burn-up U02 is due to a
higher initial dissolution of oxidised U02 and could be related to a higher inventory of a-
emitters in the RIM zone produced by epithermal neutron capture. The increased radiation
dose could have led to an increased oxidation of the surface. FIAP values for plutonium,
strontium, cesium and iodine are shown in FIGURE 1.3.8. As it can be seen, for all the
radionuclides the FAP values are always about two orders of magnitude higher for MOX
than for U02 fuels.
These values are in good agreement with literature data in similar experiments on U02 fuel
rods by Wilson and Oversby [85WIUOVE] and on CANDU U02 by Stroes-Gascoyne et al.
[89STRIJOH] For the differences observed between U02 and MOX several explanations are
possible:

- a lower burn-up of MOX and consequently a larger gap between fuel and cladding, i.e. a
larger surface in contact with water

- the special structure of MOX with agglomerates containing 20 % of plutonium (fissile
material) incorporated in natural U02 upon irradiation. This structure leads to:

* a concentration of fission events in the agglomerates (>200 GWd/tU) and release of
volatile fission products (cesium, iodine).

* Strong neutrons capture by depleted uranium in the outer periphery leading to an
increased inventory of fission products and plutonium.

Comparison with results obtained by Serrano et al. [98SER/GLA] on particles from the center
of fuel pellet shows a significantly higher release of cesium, strontium and plutonium for both
MOX and U02 fuels in our experiments. This difference can again be attributed to the higher
inventory of these elements in the RIM zone [96WAUGOL, 96SPINENJ.
Especially the high plutonium release could also be due to galvanic effect, which could
increase the dissolution of the two-phase material.

Long-term oxidative dissolution
The long-term oxidative fuel dissolution rates, normalized to the surface area, were
calculated both from uranium data and from strontium data as potential indicator element for
fuel matrix dissolution. For this normalization the specific surface area measured by the BET
method for pellets of unirradiated uranium dioxide [96GIMIBAR], of 1.9 104 m2 -' was used.
It can be considered that this is a conservative value, assuming that spent fuel has a higher
surface area at the fuel-pellet interface due to the formation of cracks and fissures in the
pellet with a contribution from the highly porous microgram structure.
The values obtained which represent the long-term oxidative dissolution are presented in
TABLE 1.3-1. Fractional release rates (FlAP/d) are given in TABLE 1.3-2.

TABLE 13-1: Dissolution rates (in mg (fuel)mn2 dl).

MOX 12 MOX 20 MOX 25 U02 30

2.61 10-3 5.56 10'3 122 103 1.04 10'

0.90 0.25 0.47 0.11
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TABLE 13-2: Fractional long-term fuel dissolution rates (FIAP dl).

MOX 12 MOX 20 MOX 25 U02 30 U02 50

Uranium 5.410 14-109 1.9-109 2.2-10-9 7.3-10-9

Strontium 15-10-7 5 07 9-10-7 2.2.107 2.5*10-7

Cesium 11 105 1.2.10-5 4.0-10-5 0.2.105 1.10-5

Iodine 3.2 106 4.8-106 6.9-104 0.2-106 0.2-105

Plutonium 6.610'Y 22*10-9 3-1 0-9 3.5-109 5.21 0 9

As expected, the long term fuel dissolution rates are quite similar for both types of fuel.

In order to assess the barrier function of the cladding on fuel dissolution, results of the
present project with high burnup UOX fuel (sample U0250) are compared in FIGURE 1.3-9
with respective dissolution results of decladded high bumup spent fuel in deionized water
(samples KI and K2), as observed in the previous EC-project [97GRA/LOI] . Burnups of the
two fuels were similar with about 50 MWdkgHM. Tests were also similar (static, deionized
water, 250 C). In the test with decladded fuel, the instant release fraction was washed off prior
to starting the static test. In FIGURE 1.3-9 the cumulative release fractions (fraction of
inventory in wash solutions + fractions of inventory in static test) are compared with results
obtained only in the static test.
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FIGURE 1.3-9. Comparison of cumulative release fractions of Cs137 and Sr9O from decladded
and non-decladded (preset defects) high burnup spent UOX fuel (ca. 50 MWd/kgnM) in deionized

water.

The results show a significant higher cummulative release of Sr9O from decladded fuel when
compared with non-decladded fuels with preset defects. The results only resemble each
other if the washed off fraction is not taken into consideration. In contrast to Sr, results for Cs
are verly similar in both experiments. The similarity in Cs-results indicates that a cladding
with deffects is not expected to be an efficient diffusion barrier for retarding instant release of
Cs135 or 1129.
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Conclusions

The present study on defect U0 2 and MOX fuel rods simulating water intrusion into the fuel
pin in case of cladding failure shows that the dissolution process can be described by a two-
step process with a fast initial dissolution possibly associated to an oxidised layer on the
pellet surface, followed by oxidative matrix dissolution.

The FIAP values representing the fast initial dissolution show that the uranium release is
almost the same for U0 2 and MOX fuels. Higher release rates and cumulative release values
for Cs, 1, Pu and Sr in MOX fuels compared to U0 2 fuels are due to the special two-phase
structure of MOX fuel leading to an increased inventory at the pellet periphery, i.e. the
surface in contact with the leachant. Especially high FIAP values were found for cesium and
iodine. This is considered to be due to a migration of these radionuclides to the grain
boundaries in the RIM zone of the pellet upon irradiation.

The long-term dissolution rates of UOX and MOX fuels seems to approach each other, both
indicated by uranium release rates and apparent matrix corrosion rates (based on Sr-data).
U-data seems to indicate an increase of release rates with burnup, however, this was not
confirmed by the fractional dissolution rates of Sr.

Detailed examination of the leached samples by EPMA, optical and electron microscopy
should help to better understand ongoing processes during the dissolution process including
the definition of the surface in contact with water or the formation of secondary phases during
the leaching process.
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WP 1.4 DISSOLUTION OF UNIRRADIATED U02 AND SIMFUEL
For mechanistic understanding and comparison dissolution experiments with unirradiated
U02 pellets and powders were performed both in granite and clay groundwaters.
Experiments were performed under oxic, anoxic and reducing conditions.
Under reducing conditions normally prevailing in deep granite groundwater, U02 (or U4 09 ),
the main component of the spent fuel, is the stable uranium solid and has a very low
solubility or dissolution rate. Under disposal conditions the stability of spent fuel depends on
the near-field chemical conditions, the effects of radiolysis (a), canister materials (steel,
copper) and their corrosion products, backfill materials (bentonite) and the composition of the
groundwater. The dissolution rate of U02 is strongly affected by the redox conditions,
especially by the availability and the nature of oxidants from a-radiolysis. The composition of
groundwater, which will come into contact with spent fuel, depends on the geological
formation and, if present , on the interactions with bentonite. The presence of Si and Ca in
groundwater has been observed to affect the dissolution rate of unirradiated U02.
[95GRAWILL] showed that the addition of Si and Ca to a bicarbonate solution could reduce
the dissolution rate up to 100 times.

WP L4. 1 Dissolution rates and solubillty of unirradiated U02 fuel in synthetic Granite
and Granite Bentonite groundwater
Under normally prevailing reducing conditions in deep granite groundwater, U02 (or U4 09 ),

the main matrix component of the spent fuel, has a very low solubility or dissolution rate.
Under disposal conditions the stability of spent fuel depends on the chemical near-field
conditions, the effects of radiolysis, canister materials (steel, copper) and their corrosion
products, backfill materials (bentonite) and the composition of the groundwater. The
dissolution rate of U02 is strongly affected by the redox conditions, especially by the
availability and the nature of oxidants from -radiolysis. The composition of granite
groundwater, which will come into contact with spent fuel, depends on the geological
formation and,. if present, on the interactions with bentonite. The presence of Si and Ca in
groundwater has been observed to affect the dissolution rate of unirradiated U02.
[95GRAIWILL] showed that the addition of Si and Ca to a bicarbonate solution could reduce
the dissolution rate up to 100 times.
This chapter presents the results obtained from static dissolution/solubility experiments of
unirradiated U02 pellets and U02 powder in various synthetic groundwaters (compositions:
Appendix 1, Table 1). The main objective of the dissolution experiments was to determine
maximum solution concentrations of uranium and on secondary alteration products that
possibly control the uranium concentration in solution. Additionally, under oxidizing
conditions, dissolution rates were determined. The solubility under anoxic conditions was
also approached from oversaturation by precipitation experiments (WP IV.2).

Redox conditions included oxidizing (air-saturated), anaerobic (N2, 02 < 1 ppm) and reducing
(N2, low Eh) environment. The low Eh conditions were maintained by the addition of reducing
species, S(-ll), Fe(+ll) or metallic Fe, to synthetic groundwater prior to the start of the
experiments.

Procedure of UO, dissolution tests at VTT
The method of the dissolution experiments was, both under oxic and anoxic conditions, a
static batch dissolution procedure. U02 pellets or a U02 powder was immersed in
equilibrated synthetic groundwater in polyethylene bottles. The ratio of U02 surface area to
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water volume (SN) is 0.66... 19.8 m' (geometric surface area) in the experiments with
pellets, and 1000 m-' (specific surface area by BET) in the experiments with powder. Small
aliquots (0.5.. .2 ml) were periodically taken for analysis of dissolved uranium. These aliquots
were replaced with fresh water, which had a similar composition, in order to keep the water
volume the same. The amounts of uranium in unfiltered, microfiltered (membranes of 0.45
glm, selected samplings) and ultrafiltered (nominal cut-off value of 50 000 M, selected
samplings) samples were measured as a function of time.

The synthetic groundwaters were allowed to equilibrate after preparation for at least one
week. The pH was readjusted if necessary. The redox species were added to the
equilibrated groundwaters from stock solutions (Na2S 9H20 or FeCI 2 4H20 in deionized
water) in the glove box. The synthetic groundwaters with S(-ll) or Fe(+ll) were allowed to
stabilize for a couple of weeks after the addition of reducing species. The experimental
conditions of the dissolution experiments with U02 pellets and U02 powder performed in oxic
and anoxic conditions are listed in Appendix 4, TABLES 2-4, respectively.
Prior to the start of the dissolution experiments, oxidised surface layers were removed by
predissolution of the pellets. The selected groundwater was changed every two days for 2
weeks. The amount of uranium released into the water phase per day was measured. The
dissolution rate of U decreased during this predissolution period by 1-1.5 orders of
magnitude (see FIGURE 1.4.1 of anaerobic saline groundwater). The rates were calculated
per specific surface area, which was based on the BET determination made by Universitat
Politecnica de Catalunya (UPC) [97PAB].
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FIGURE 1.4-1. Dissolution rates of uranium from U0 2 pellets during the predissolution period in
saline groundwater under anaerobic conditions (N2) (filled symbols: SN= 6.6 m, open symbols:

SN= 19.8 m-l ).
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Solution concentrations of U under oxidizing conditions

Under oxidizing conditions, U02 is not thermodynamically stable. The oxidation of U02 leads
to the formation of progressively higher oxidation states of surface layer with a composition
of UO2+, where 0 s x • 1. The U02/UO2+, matrix is unlikely to achieve a solubility limit. The
system will evolve to form thermodynamically stable secondary phases controlling U(VI)
concentrations in solution. The composition of these alteration products depends on the
composition of groundwater. Several parallel dissolution tests with U02 powder (SN=
1000 m 1) and U02 pellets (S/V= 0.66, 1.98 and 19.8 m-8) were initiated under oxic conditions
in order to study the solid phases at the different stages of dissolution. U02 powder was
allowed to be in contact with synthetic groundwater for different time periods. The solid
phases were analyzed at the end of the periods. In one experiment in each of the
groundwaters, the evolution of the uranium concentration was followed vs. contact time. The
contact time in these experiments was 350 days. The duration of the experiments with U02
pellets was 700 days.
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. pH 8.3
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S _. ... ._ .t_.. ._ .. ...... U301U308 (E0316)
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-i-f - - - - - - - - - - - -__ - -- In earlier U02 pellet tests

,,OlIla 19951
11.0e-5

0 100 200 300 400

Time [days]

FIGURE 1.4.2. Uranium concentration vs. contact time in air-saturated Aflard groundwaters during
dissolution of U02 powder, SV= 1000 ml (filled symbols: Allard groundwater [81ALLLAR], open
symbols: modified Allard groundwater [98VU0/SNE], see Appendix 4., Table 1). The dashed lines show
the theoretical uranium solubilities in equilibrium with the marked phases (comU= Data.O.com.R2
[92WOL]).

FIGURE 1.4-2 gives the measured uranium concentrations vs. contact time in Allard
groundwaters under air-saturated conditions. The modification of the composition of the
original Allard groundwater 81ALL/ARJ, does not have any effect on dissolution by the end
of the experimental time. The main reason for the modification was the oversaturation with
respect to calcite 98VUO/SNE]. Hence the Cam+ and HCO3- contents were lowered (see
Appendix 4, Table 1). The filtration (with membranes of 12 000 molecular weight cutoff) did
not have influence on the measured U contents. The pH remained stable during the
experiments.
At the early stages of dissolution, the uranium concentration increases linearly. The
dissolution rate calculated per specific surface area is (1.2 ± 1.1). 106 mol m2 d1. After
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- 20 days the U-release rate slows down, but the uranium concentration continues to
increase with a constant rate of (2.1 ± 1.0) 10-7 mol m2 d'until the end of the experimental
time.

The reference lines in FIGURE 1.4-2 present the theoretical solubilities of some uranium solid
phases, which were calculated with the EQ3/6 code (Version 7.2b) using the DataO.com.R2
thermodynamic database by Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory [92WOL]. This
composite data file includes the compilation of thermodynamic data for uranium minerals,
aqueous species and gases evaluated by the Nuclear Energy Agency [92GRE/FUG]. The
formation of uranyl oxide hydrates, e.g. schoepite or becquerelite, is predictable at the early
stages of dissolution. Schoepite is thermodynamically stable in water with low activities of
dissolved Ca and silica [95BRU/CAS, 92FIN/EWI]. The thermodynamic data for becquerelite
have not been included in the DataO.com.R2. The uranium concentration rests below the
theoretical solubility of schoepite. The steady state in the earlier experiments in Allard
groundwater [950LL] at considerably lower SN (1.8 m', geometric) was close to the
uranium solubility at the redox potential of the U307/U308 phase boundary see FIGURE 1.4-2.
A very slowly increasing trend was observed in those experiments until the end of the
experimental time (2000 days). The present results show that longer duration and possibly
higher SN tests are needed to determine maximum solution concentrations >8-10-4 moVI.
In saline and granite/bentonite GBW groundwaters, the U concentration attained a steady
state after 80-100 days, upper FIGURE 1.4-3. The main differences of these groundwaters
compared with Allard groundwater were the lower HC0 3 - content, lower pH and higher ionic
strength (see Appendix 4, TABLE 1). The steady state in saline groundwater is somewhat
higher than the theoretical solubility of schoepite. The formation of another uranyl oxide
hydrate, becquerelite, Ca(UO2)604(0H)6 - 8 H20, is favourable with this composition due to
the high Ca2 content. Further geochemical calculations of these solubilities are provided in
WPIV using a database valid for high ionic strengths (Pitzer coefficients)with becquerelite or
Na-polyuranate as solubility controlling phases. The solubility of becquerelite is at the same
level as the solubility of schoepite. Similar solubility is obtained for (Na2U207). In Spanish
granite/bentonite groundwater, the steady state was attained at U concentration close to
schoepite/becquerelite solubility, lower FIGURE 1.4-3. In the highly saline Na-Ca-Cl near-field
groundwater (= 1.6 M), there is a decreasing trend towards the end of the experimental time,
FIGURE 1.4-4 The U concentration is close to the solubility of schoepite (or becquerelite).

In addition to the experiment with U02 powder (SN= 1000 m'), three series of dissolution
experiments with U02 pellets using different SN ratio (0.66, 1.98 and 19.8 m', based on
geometric surface area) were performed in synthetic saline groundwater under air-saturated
conditions. FIGURE 1.4-5 summarizes the results of all these experiments. In the
experiments with U02 pellets and hence lower SN, long experimental times are needed to
reach steady states. In contrast, Uranium concentration has leveled out only in the
experiment with U02 powder (FIGURE 1.4-3). At the highest SN (19.8 m-') with pellets, the
uranium concentration increases rapidly in the beginning, the dissolution rate being
(7.4 ± 5.3)- 107 mol m2d ' (< 60 days), which is followed by a slower increase. The-
decrease of U release may result from the formation of alteration products. The dissolution
rate after 60 days is (1.3 ± 0.7) 10 ' mol m 2 d-1. The rates were calculated based on the
specific surface area (0.00019 m2/g /de Pablo 1997/). At lower SNs, 1.98 and 0.66 m', the
U release remains high until the end of the experimental time, being (1.0 ± 0.4) 1 I04 and
(1.2 ± 0.4).104 mol m-2d1, respectively. The U release rate per surface area unit in the
experiment with U0 2 powder is (3.4 ± 0.5) 10 7mol m-2 d , which is at the same level as the
slower rate with U02 pellets at the highest S/V.
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FIGURE 1.4-3. Uranium concentration vs. contact time in air-saturated saline (upper figure), and
Granitelbentonite (GBW) groundwater (lower figure) during dissolution of U02 powder, S/V= 1000 m7
(filed symbols: unfiltered samples, open symbols: filtered samples, 12 000 M). The dashed lines show the

theoretical solubilities of schoepite (comU= DataO.com.R2 [92WOL]).
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FIGURE 1.4-5. Uranium concentration vs. contact time in air-saturated saline groundwater in the
experiments with different S/V. The measured data at each SIV is for two parallel experiments.
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An attempt was made to experimentally identify possible secondary alteration products
during dissolution of U02 powder. The separation of U02 powder from aqueous
solutions was made by filtration using ultrafiltration membranes (Amicon XM 300). The
powder on filter membrane was analyzed with X-ray powder diffractometry. The
analyses were made after the contact times of 200, 300 days and 1 year in Allard,
modified Allard, saline and Spanish granite/bentonite (GBW) groundwaters, and after
the contact times of 160 and 225 days in near-field groundwater. After 200 and 300
days, no secondary phases were found in any of the synthetic groundwaters. The X-ray
diffraction patterns showed only the major U02 peaks, see Appendix 4, which shows
the diffraction patterns obtained from U02 powder samples after the contact time of 200
days. After the contact time of 1 year in Allard, modified Allard, saline and Spanish
groundwaters, the diffraction patterns showed weak peaks of a higher uranium oxide,
U30 8 - U03, Appendix 4. No schoepite or other uranyl oxide hydrates were found. In
near-field groundwater, the contact time was shorter. No secondary phases were found
by the end of the experimental time.

TABLE 1.4-1 gives a comparison of steady-state uranium concentrations and
dissolution rates for various groundwater compositions under air-saturated conditions.
The dissolution rates have been calculated per specific surface area.

TABLE 1.4-1. Measured steady-state solution concentrations and dissolution rates of U in the
dissolution experiments with U02 in various groundwaters under oxic conditions.

Materiall Ionic pH [HCO31 U-steady state U dissolution Second
groundwater strength concentration rate ary
composition mmoli [moaI] mol m-2 d' phases

U0 2 powder, 0.004 8.4 2.00 increasing (1.2 1.1) 104 1) U308 or
Allard, fresh >8-104 (2.1 ±1.1). 107 2) U03

U02 powder, 0.004 8.4 1.50 increasing (1.2 ± 1.1) .10 '
mod. Allard, (2.1 ± 1.0)- 10 '2

fresh >810'5

U02 powder, 0.5 7.0 0.16 (2.5 ± 0.1)-10 5 (3.4 ± 0.5) * 10'
saline

U02 pellets, increasing (1.1 ± 0.4) 1 3) .
saline (1.3 ± 0.7).104 4)

UO 2 powder, 0.25 7.5 0.44 (1.3 ± 0.1).10 (1.6 ± 0.4) 10-7
GBW S

U0 2 powder, 1.6 6.8 0.14 (1.2 ± 0.2).105 (1.4 ± 0.4). 10 7 none
saline near-field

1) initial dissolution rate, < 20 days, 2) dissolution rate > 20 days
3) initial dissolution rate, SV= 19.8 mn1: < 60 days, SNV= 1.98 and 0.66 fl: 700 days
4) dissolution rate, S/V= 19.8 nif: > 60 days

In summary, the main objective of the dissolution experiments with U02 powder and
U0 2 pellets under oxidizing air-saturated conditions was to obtain information on
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maximum solution concentrations of uranium with different groundwater compositions
and on secondary alteration products that control the concentration . The salinity of
groundwater had a minor effect on the measured steady-state concentrations. The
higher alkalinity of the fresh (Allard) composition increases the uranium concentration
in the. aqueous phase. The steady-state concentrations in saline, Spanish
granite/bentonite (GBW) and highly saline near-field groundwaters, (1.2...2.5) 10-5 M,
were at the level of the theoretical solubilities of schoepite or another uranyl oxide
hydrate e.g. becquerelite (possibly Na-polyuranate). Unfortunately, the contact time in
the experiments with U02 powder was obviously not long enough to experimentally
show the presence of these secondary phases in the groundwaters. Only some kind of
oxidised U-phase (U30 8 - U0 3) was identified in the analyses of the solid phases after
the contact time of one year. Longer contact times are needed to identify secondary
phases predicted by reaction path modelling (EQ3/6).

Solubilitv of UO, under anoxic conditions
Due to consumption of remaining oxidants by container corrosion or by the action of
bacteria, the geochemical conditions in European repositories are expected to become
reducing, shortly after closing the repositories. The main oxidant source is radiolysis.
After the decay of radioactivity inventories, anoxic conditions are expected to prevail.
These conditions are characterized by the absence of air (anaerobic conditions) and by
the presence of reducing groundwater species (reducing conditions). In order to
determine maximum solution concentrations under both anaerobic and reducing
conditions, static dissolution tests were performed in a glove box filled with N2 (02 < 1
ppm) Reducing conditions, were assured by the addition of reducing species to the
aqueous phase: S(-ll), Fe(+ll), or by addition of metallic Fe. The detailed conditions are
given in Appendix 4, TABLE s 3 and 4. All the anoxic experiments were carried out with
U0 2 pellets. A low and higher ratio of surface area to water volume were used, SN=
0.66 and 19.8 m, respectively. The surface of pellets was pretreated with
predissolution periods prior to the start of the batch dissolution experiments.

Under reducing conditions, i.e. in the redox regime where U(IV) is the predominant
oxidation state, U02 is thermodynamically stable. The dissolution reaction,

U0 2 + (n-2) H20 --* U(OH),(4-n + (n-4) H+
attains equilibrium in the absence of oxidants. U4+ is hydrolyzed or complexed in
solution. The concentration of uranium in solution is limited by the solubility of the
dissolving solid, which is very low in the absence of oxidants (< 10'9 moVI). U02 limits
the solubility in low-Eh environments. Coffinite (USiO4) may become stable relative to
U0 2 in groundwaters with a high silica content 98LAN]. With increasing Eh, however
surface oxidation and dissolution is enhanced, particularly when carbonate is present.
The uranium concentration in solution remains still low if oxidizing species are absent.
The complex formation with carbonate affects the relative stability of the oxidation
states. The relative amounts of the U(VI)-carbonate complexes and the U(IV)-
hydroxide complexes depend on carbonate content, pH and Eh 91SKI].

Anaerobic (N2) conditions

The measured solution concentrations of uranium as a function of contact time in
synthetic groundwaters with saline and fresh (modified Allard) compositions under
anaerobic conditions are given in FIGURE s 1.4-6 and 1.4-7 at SN= 0.66 and 19.8 m 1,
respectively. The main differences between the compositions are the higher ionic
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strength of the saline one (0.5 M) and the presence of carbonate (1.07 mM) in the fresh
one (Appendix 4, TABLE 1). At lower SN, 0.66 m-1, the concentration of uranium
increases slowly in both groundwaters, FIGURE 1.4-6. There was no difference
between unfiltered and filtered (0.45 pm) samples. In the case of saline composition,
there were practical difficulties to use ICP-MS due to blocking of tubes. For that reason
the follow-up of U concentration in the experiments in saline groundwater was finished
after the experimental time of 300 days. The concentrations of uranium were
reanalyzed using a method with uranium separation from saline solution (see Analytical
methods, Appendix 4) after 700 days. The comparison with theoretical solubility
calculations with the EQ316 code was made in order to evaluate the solubility-limiting
uranium oxide. The results show that the solution concentrations are higher than the
solubility of the unoxidised, well-crystallized U02 predicts. There is a difficulty in giving
the redox parameter input in the modelling calculations. Based on the 02 level in the N2
gas of the anaerobic box (0.3 ... 0.5 ppm [97VUO]), a very high Eh is resulted, see
TABLE 1.4.2.

TABLE 1.4.2. Redox conditions and U speciation under anaerobic conditions.

Saline Fresh (modified Allard)
pHiEh measured in the 8.0 ... 8.1t- 0.020 ... + 0.175 V 8.81-0.050 ...+0.120 V
absence of U0 2 pellets
pHlEh measured in the 8.31-0.1 V (SN= 0.66 m 9.0/-0.110 V
presence of U02 pellets 8.0/-0.15 V (1= 19.8 m-)
pH/Eh calculated: 8.3/0.6 V 9.0/0.6 V
1og 02 fugaclty= -7
pHEh, U speciation 8.31-0.035 V 9.01-0.083 V
calculated: U02(OH)2(aq) (64 I%) u2(co3)34 (63%)
U02/U409 U0 2(OH)37 (22 %) U02(COW)? (25 %h)

U(OH) 4 (aq) (14 %) U02(OH)2(aq) (6 %)
U02(OH)3 - (5 %)

pHIEh, U speciation 8.31-0.020 V 9.01-0.060 V
calculated: U speciation as above U speciation as above
U0 2/U307
U oxidation state 0-15 % U(IV) 100 % U(VI)
measured 85-100 % U(VI)
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FIGURE 1.4-6. Uranium concentration vs. contact time in anaerobic (N) saline (up er figure) and
modified Allard (lower fizure) aroundwaters during dissolution of U0 2 pellets, S/V= 0.66 f'. The
measured data are for two parallel experiments in each of the figures. The dashed lines show the
theoretical solubilities of uranium oxides in equilibrium (EQ316, composite database) at measured
pH and Eh values.

59



10'-' IL

0
1 0-s

6 ))

DH= 8.O/Eh= -0.15 V

or

us07

U4 09

109 )

0 50 100 150 325

Time [days]

10-7

E 1 04

10-9

U3O

U4o 9

0 100 200 300

Time [days]
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The measured redox values in the absence of U02 pellets are varying, whereas in the
presence of U02 pellets they are relatively stable, being -0.1 ... -0.15 V. The values
suggest that the U0 2 surface/U in solution has effect on the measured Eh. Under these
conditions the formation of oxidised surface layer, U4 09 or U3 07 , cannot be excluded.
The effect of these oxide layers on the Eh can be simulated in the EQ3/6 assuming that
the equilibrium between different U oxides, U0 2/U409 or U0 2/U3 07 , fixes the oxygen
fugacity. The equilibrium with U4 09 or U3 07 is the constraint assigned to 0 2(g). The Eh
values calculated in this way for U02/U409 and U0 2/U307 are presented in TABLE 1.4-
2. They are much lower than the value given by the 02 fugacity. The calculated
U02/U 409 redox potential in Allard groundwater is at the same level with the measured
one. In saline groundwater, the measured value is lower. The speciation of U under
these redox conditions is dominated by the U(VI) state. This is in agreement with the U
oxidation state measurements, which showed that uranium was mainly at the U(VI)
state, see TABLE 1.4-2.
The theoretical solubilities presented in FIGURE s 1.4-6 and 1.4-7 were calculated using
the measured Eh in the presence of U02 pellets as the redox parameter input. The
solution concentrations measured in the anaerobic Allard groundwater during
dissolution of U02 pellets are in good agreement in the experiments with different SNs,
and in good agreement with the earlier measurements (SN= 0.45 A') in the original
Allard groundwater as well [950L]. The uranium concentration at steady state is close
to the calculated solubilities of U3 07 or U4 09 . On the contrary, there is a difference
between the measured data at different SNs in saline groundwater. This may be
related to the analytical problems due to salinity. The measured concentrations at
SN= 19.8 m' are higher, but there is a decreasing trend towards the end of the
experimental time and some difference between unfiltered and filtered samples is
observed at the end. Another explanation could be insufficient removal of surface layer
during predissolution periods causing high release in the beginning of the experiment
and precipitation afterwards. The predissolution periods were carried out under similar
conditions using saline groundwater as leachant and SN= 19.8 m' (see FIGURE 1.4-
1). The solution concentration at the end of the experiments with the higher SN is at
the same level in both groundwaters.
After the conclusion of the higher SN experiments (FIGURE 1.4-7) the aqueous
phases in both experiments were ultrafiltered (Amicon, Diaflo XM 50) and the material
retained on membrane filter was analyzed with X-ray diffractometry. The diffraction
pattern of the solid material filtrated from saline groundwater is given in Appendix 4. It
shows the presence of U02 (or U4 09 ) in the aqueous phase, which may have formed
as a secondary phase. This suggests the occurrence of precipitation phenomena,
possibly caused by the dissolution of more soluble pre-oxidised surface layer and
subsequent precipitation, or different dissolution mechanisms. No solid material was
filtrated from Allard groundwater.

Reducing (low Eh) conditions
The measured solution concentrations of uranium as a function of contact time in
synthetic groundwaters with saline and fresh (modified Allard) compositions under
reducing conditions are given in FIGURES 1.4.8 and 1.4-9 at SN= 0.66 and 19.8 m',
respectively.
The batch experiments at low SN were performed in the presence of varying amounts
of redox species. The measured Eh values were between -200 and -300 mV. The pH
was allowed to change due to the redox species additions (Appendix 4, TABLE 4). The
filtration (0.45 Jim) did not have effect on the measured uranium contents. In the
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experiments of saline groundwater the concentrations were close to the detection limit
of the ICP-MS. The solution concentrations were followed vs. contact time for 300
days, after which the experimental vessels were left in the anaerobic box. The solution
concentrations were reanalyzed using the method with uranium separation after 700
days. The results were in good agreement with the earlier ICP-MS analyses.
The control of the Eh by the addition of reducing species lowers the amounts of
uranium in the aqueous phase at low SN, FIGURE 1.4-8. A steady state was attained
in both groundwaters after a few days. The effect in the solubility is greater in Allard
groundwater. The uranium concentration was decreased by one order of magnitude.
The measured concentrations are very similar with fresh and saline composition.
Comparison of the measured data with the calculated solubilities shows that the
solution concentrations are at the level of the theoretical solubility of the well-
crystallized solid, U02, in both groundwaters.
In the experiments with the higher SN (19.8 m-'), somewhat different results were
obtained, FIGURE 1.4-9. The results are for two parallel batch experiments in both
groundwaters. In saline groundwater, there was a clear difference between the
measured amounts of uranium in the unfiltered and filtered (0.45 pm) samples. The
total U concentration in the aqueous phase seems to stay at the same level as under
anaerobic conditions (FIGURE 1.4-7). The U concentrations in the filtered samples
were low. They are at the same level as in the experiments with the lower SN
(FIGURE 1.4-8). The difference between unfiltered and filtered samples suggests the
presence of some kind of colloidal material in the aqueous phase. This result was not
expected, because colloid stability was expected to be lower in saline solutions. In
Allard groundwater, the filtration had only a small effect on the measured contents, but
the U concentration is again higher than in the low-SN experiments. There is a
decreasing trend at the later stages of the experiment.
After the conclusion of the experiments with SN= 19.8 m-1 (FIGURE 1.4-9) the
aqueous phases were ultrafiltered (Amicon, Diaflo XM 50) and the material retained on
membrane filter was analyzed with X-ray diffractometry. The diffraction pattern
obtained from the solid material, which was filtrated from saline groundwater, is given
in Appendix 4. Likewise under anaerobic conditions, U02 (or U4 09 ) was identified. The
amount of this material seemed to be greater under reducing conditions. As suggested
earlier, the possible effect of the incomplete removal of pre-oxidised surface layer
cannot be excluded. No solid phase was found in Allard groundwater.
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Finally, the measured solution concentrations of uranium as a function of contact time in the
presence of metallic Fe are given in FIGURE 1.4--10 for the parallel batch experiments in Allard
groundwater. The data, which is for the unfiltered samples, show some scatter. The measurement
data was similar for the experiments in saline groundwater, the U concentrations ranging from
1 09 ... 1 09 mol/l [970LL]. The U contents in the filtered (0.45 pm) samples were below the
detection limit of the ICP-MS in both groundwaters ( 10-'. M). The aqueous phases were
ultrafiltered (Amicon, Diaflo XM 50) after the conclusion of the experiments. The solid material
retained on membrane filter was analyzed with X-ray diffractometry. The identification of a
possible secondary phase of uranium was made difficult by the small amount of particulate
material collected from the solutions. A very weak peak suggesting the presence of U02 and
some iron compounds (possibly Fe-oxy-hydroxide) were observed. Additional experiments to
study the effect of metallic Fe on dissolution mechanisms of U02 are needed.
The following TABLE 1.4-3 summarizes the results of the solubility experiments of U02 pellets in
synthetic groundwaters under anaerobic and reducing conditions. The solubilities are given as
average values of the steady-state concentrations and their deviations. The results of the
analyses of the oxidation states of uranium are included in TABLE 1.4-3. Some results of earlier
solubility measurements are given for comparison.
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TABLE IA-3. Measured uranium solubilities (mol/l) in the dissolution experiments of unirradiated
U0 2 pellets in synthetic groundwaters under anoxic conditions.

Aqueous media Redox conditions, U Uranium solubility Reference
pH/Eh measured oxidation state mo[A

Saline groundwater, anaerobic (N2) 0-1 5 % U(IV) (3.5 ± 1.4)- 1 0a this study
1= 0.5 M pH 8.0 ... 8.3 85-100 % U(VI)
no carbonate Eh -0.15...-0.1 V _

Fresh granite groundwater anaerobic (N2) 100 % U(Vl) (1.5 7 0.3) 10
(modif. Allard) pH 9.0
198VUO/SNE] Eh -0.1 V
1= 0.004 M
[HCO3] 1.07 mM
Fresh granitic anaerobic (N2) 10 % U(IV) (1.9 + 02).10 [95oLL,
groundwater pH 9.0 90 % U(VI) 960LL]
[81ALILAR]
1= 0.004 M
[HCO3 1.7 - 2.0 mM
[950LL

Bentonite groundwater anaerobic (N2) 100 % U(VI) (2.7 ± 0.5). 104 K

/Snellman 1988/ pH 8.9
l= 0.014 M
[HCO31 8.6 - 9 mM
[950LL]

Saline groundwater, reducing 63-80 % U(IV) (9.6 ± 5.6) 1 10 this study
1= 0.5 M S(-ll), Fe(+l) 20-37 % U(VI)
no carbonate pH 8.0 ... 9.5

Eh -0.2...-0.3 V

Fresh granite reducing 30-40 % U(IV) (1.7 i 0.6). 104
groundwater S(-l), Fe(+Il) 60-70 % U(VI)
(modif. Allard) pH 9.0 ... 9.5
[98VUO/SNE] Eh -0.2...-0.3 V
I= 0.004 M
[HCOs 1.07 mM

Saline groundwater, reducing 40 % U(IV) no filtration:
1= 0.5 M metallic Fe 60 % U(VI) (1.1 ± 1.0) 104
no carbonate pH 8.8-9.3 filtration:

Sd.

Fresh granite reducing 50 % U(IV) no filtration:
groundwater metallic Fe 50 % U(VI) (3.2 ± 1.5)* 10
(modif. Allard) pH 9.5 filtration:
[98VU/SNE] < d.I
1= 0.004 M
[HCO3 1.07 mM
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WP 1.4.2 Precipitation experiments
In order to check whether maximum solution concentrations of U were obtained in the dissolution
tests (WP 1.4.1), precipitation tests were performed at VTT. Using initial supersaturated solutions
with U-concentrations well above the solubility of known U-controlling phases, the evolution of U-
concentrations was followed as a function of time. Results of this test are also expected to show
whether equilibrium was achieved.

Procedure of orecipitation experiments

All solutions for precipitation experiments were handled in N2 atmosphere in the glove box. U(IV)
stock solution (- 0.56 M) was prepared by dissolving U(IV)C14 (anhydrous, Strem Chemicals) in
1 M HCI. Earlier tests have shown that U(IV) is stable in I M HCI under anaerobic conditions
(02 < 1 ppm) for several months [960LL].
Just before the initiation of the experiments the U(IV) stock solution was diluted with deaerated
deionized water. An aliquot of this solution, U(IV) in 0.1 M HCI, was added to synthetic
groundwater. The final uranium concentration was approximately 0.56 mM. The pH was
immediately adjusted with NaOH. Upon pH adjustment dark-green precipitates were observed in
modified Allard and saline groundwaters. In near-field groundwater, the color of precipitate was
different, light green.
The precipitates were allowed to equilibrate for periods of different length (7 ... 50 days). At the
end of the equilibration periods, the supernatant solution was sampled by syringe, filtered
(membranes of 0.45 gm or 50 000 molecular weight cutoff) and analyzed for uranium (ICP-MS).
In the case of Allard groundwater the U concentration was followed during aging of the solid
phase after precipitation. The solid phases were analyzed by X-ray diffractometry at the end of
selected periods by Geological Survey of Finland. Contact with air during diffraction
measurements could not be avoided. TABLE 6 in Appendix 4 gives the conditions of the
precipitation tests. The measured Eh values were influenced by the presence of U precipitates.
This is discussed more in the connection of the results.
Solution concentrations and solid phases in anoxic Precipitation tests
In the precipitation experiments the solubility equilibrium of uranium was approached from
oversaturation in order to confirm the results obtained in the dissolution experiments with U02
pellets. The precipitations were performed with fresh (modified Allard), saline and near-field
compositions (Appendix 4, TABLE 1). Critical in these experiments is the length of the
equilibration periods. The crystallization of the precipitates is known to progress gradually [9ORAI
/FEL, 95YAJ/KAWI. The results presented in this report are all for the equilibration periods of
relatively short duration.

FIGURES 1.4-11 and 1.4-12 show the aqueous uranium concentrations measured as a function of
time in modified Allard groundwater during the aging of the precipitates. Likewise in the
dissolution experiments with U02 pellets, the precipitation was carried out in the absence
(anaerobic) and in the presence of reducing species, S(-ll) or metallic Fe. The presence of U
precipitates had a clear effect on the measured Eh in the precipitation experiments. Eh was low
also in the absence of S(-ll). The measured Eh values were given in TABLE 1.4-2 and are
presented also in the connection of the results. This suggests that the surface of U02 is a
controlling factor for the Eh in the precipitation experiments. The presence of metallic Fe reduced
the measured Eh. The low Eh is in agreement with the measured aqueous concentrations of
uranium. In Allard groundwater, the solubilities are low in all cases, FIGURES 1.4-10 and 1.4-11.
The solubilities are lower by a half order of magnitude, than measured in the pellet experiments
with redox control (TABLE 1.4-3). They are in good agreement with the theoretical solubility of
well-crystalline U02. The X-ray diffraction patterns obtained from the solid phases after the aging
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time of 7-43 days showed the peaks of weakly crystalline U0 2 - U307 (Appendix 4). There is a
possibility that U3 07 has formed as oxidation product during diffraction measurements. The solid
samples were transferred from the anaerobic box to X-ray diffractometer without contact with air,
but during the measurements the contact could not be avoided.

TABLES 1.4-4 and 1.4-5 give the solubilities of uranium measured in saline and near-field
groundwaters. The solubilities are the results of 2-3 parallel equilibration periods ( 45 days). Due
to the salinity, a method for uranium separation was used for all the samples before the iCP-MS
measurements in order to lower the detection limit. As in Allard groundwater, the Eh and the
solubilities of uranium were low also in the absence of reducing species. The solubility in saline
groundwater with the S(-ll), TABLE 1.4-4, is in good agreement with the solubility measured in the
pellet experiments (TABLE 1.4-3). The increase in salinity does not seem to have effect in the
solubility. In the presence of metallic Fe, a higher solubility by one order of magnitude was
measured. As in Allard groundwater, the analyses of solid phases gave weakly crystalline UO2 -

U307 as a result in all cases, Appendix 4. In addition, the peaks of impure U(IV) oxide, including a
cation, possibly Sr- or CaUO3 , were observed. This phase seemed to be more crystalline than
U02 -U 3 0 7 .

U: (5.3 + 2.8)101 mol/l

0~~

2 oe X . H= .8 ... 9.0
XV A Eh= -0.25... -0.34 V

1oo . A
0 10 20 30 40

Time [days]

FIGURE IA-l. U-Concentrations in the oversaturation experiments in modified Allard groundwater
under anoxic conditions (open symbols: without S(-4I) addition, filled symbols: with 3 ppm S(-El)). The
dashed line shows the theoretical solubility of U0 2 (EQ3, composite database) at measured Eh values.
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FIGURE 1.4.12. Concentrations of uranium vs. time In the oversaturation experiments in modified Allard
groundwater under anoxic conditions in te presence of metallic Fe. The dashed line shows the theoretical
solubility of U0 2 (EQ3, composite database) at measured Eh value.

TABLE IA4. Concentrations of uranium and solid phases In the oversaturation experiments in saline
groundwater under anoxic conditions.

Saline groundwater/ pH Eh M Solubility [moi/I] Solid phase
Equilibration period _ _ (X-ray diffraction)
no St-In addition 15, 30 days:

weakly crystalline:
15-40 days 8.3 0.30 (6.5 i 2.8) 10'° U0 2 - U307

40 days:
U(IV)oxide including a cation
(Sr. Ca), possibly
Sr- or CaUO3

3 wem Si-l) weakly crystalline
U02 - U307

25-45 days 9.2 -0.31 (9.6 8.6- 10 10
met. Fe 8.4.. 8.8 -0.47 (1.8 ± 1.6). 10. weakly crystalline

U0 2- U307
2843 days

U(IV)oxide Including a cation
(Sr, Ca), possibly
Sr- or CaUO3
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TABLE 1.4-5. Concentrations of uranium and solid phases in the oversaturation
experiments in near-field groundwater under anoxic conditions.

Near-field groundwater/ pH Eh M Solubility [molW] Solid phase
Equilibration period (X-ray diffraction)
no S(-Il) addition weakly crystalline

U02 - U307
7-44 days 7.5 -0.31 (1.2 ± 0.6) 104

Sr- or CaUO3 (as above)
3 orn S(-ll) weakly crystalline

25-43 days 7.5 -0.31 (8.3 6.6) 1 U 3
met. Fe 7.6 ...8.0 -0.48 (8.9 ± 1.0)* 10 9 weakly crystalline

U02 - U30 7
27-43 days

Under anoxic conditions (WP 1.4.1), the control of the Eh (-0.2...-O.3 had effect on the solubility
of U02 pellets in synthetic groundwater. The solubility at low Eh, 10 M, was at the level of the
theoretical solubility of the well-crystallized solid, U0 2. In synthetic groundwater without the Eh
control, the solubility was one order of magnitude higher, being at the level of the theoretical
solubility of U409 or U307. The presence of the U(IV) species at low Eh in the aqueous phase (30-
80 %MO) was shown by the analyses of the oxidation state distribution. Under anaerobic conditions,
without the Eh control, the dominant oxidation state was the U(VI). The composition of
groundwater had a minor effect.
In the anoxic oversaturation experiments, the measured solubilities were generally in good
agreement with the results of the pellet experiments in synthetic groundwater with reducing S(-ll)
species. A trend to lower solubility was observed with fresh (Allard) composition. The solubilities
were low also under anaerobic conditions without S(-ll). The presence of U precipitates had a
clear effect on the measured Eh values, which were low also in the absence of the S(-ll). This
suggests that the surface of U precipitate may control the Eh in the precipitation experiments. The
analyses of the solid phases gave weakly crystalline U0 2-U 307 as a result with fresh, saline and
highly saline composition. There is a possibility that U307 has formed as oxidation product during
the X-ray diffraction measurements. In saline groundwaters, an impure U(IV) oxide, including
possibly Sr or Ca, seemed to precipitate with the U0 2-U 307. The duration of the oversaturation
experiments was relatively short, < 45 days.

WP 1.4.3. STATIC DISSOLUTION OF U02 IN INTERSTITIAL BOOM CLAY WATER

To assess the performance of the possible final disposal of spent fuel in the Belgian Boom Clay
layer, it is important to know the maximum uranium concentrations in the interstitial Boom Clay
water upon contact with spent fuel. The objectives of the experimental programme are (1) to
measure the uranium solubility in real Boom Clay Water, with unirradiated U02 as the solid phase
and (2) to assess the impact of dissolved organic matter and carbonate concentration on this
solubility. The measured uranium solubility may be representative for the dissolution in reducing
conditions of spent fuel with an alpha activity that has decayed to the level where the fuel
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dissolution kinetics is chemically controlled. The tests are supported by calculations with
geochemical codes, to suggest possible solubility controlling solid phases.

Experiment

Depleted U02 powder with a particle diameter between 50 and 100 pm was immersed in Teflone
containers with real and synthetic clay waters for various test duration, at a target SA/V (= U02
surface arealleachant volume) of 1000 m-1. The specific surface area of the U02 powder was
estimated to be 0.044 m2/g, based on BET measurements. Four types of clay water were used:
real Boom Clay water (RIC', sampled in the underground laboratory), synthetic Boom Clay water
without humic acids (SCW'), synthetic Boom Clay water with humic acids (SCWHAu) and
synthetic Boom Clay water with humic acids, and with low carbonate content (SCWHA\C"). To
prepare the SCWHA and SCWHA\C, humic acids, extracted from real clay water, were used. This
extract is a concentrate of dissolved organic matter (DOM'), consisting mainly of humic acids.
The media differ mainly in their Na, Cl, sulfate, carbonate and organic content. Typical
compositions of the blank test media are presented in TABLE 1.4-6. Only the main elements are
presented.
Two duplicate test series have been performed:

For the first test series, the test temperature was 250C. All tests were performed in a glove box
with argon atmosphere. No reducing species were added. The carbonate containing media
suffered from CO2 degassing, leading to a strong and continuous pH increase. Attempts to
stabilize the pH by HCI addition were ineffective.

For the second test series, the test temperature was 200C. The tests at low carbonate contents
were performed in an argon glove box; the other tests were performed in a glove box with in
Ar/0.4% C02. Small solution volumes of 10 mg/I sulfide in degassed high performance liquid
chromatography water were added at regular time intervals, to keep the redox potential lower
than -150 mVSHE. The pH in the carbonate rich media was stabilized by the high C02 content of
the box.
The redox measurements for both test series were performed with a combined Ag/AgCI redox
electrode; the pH measurements were performed with a combined glass electrode. At regular
points of time, samples of a few ml were taken from the leachates, and the test containers were
replenished to the original volume. The uranium, carbonate and organic matter in the leachates
were measured after ultrafiltration over 30 000 molecular weight cut-off filter membranes. The
uranium concentrations were measured by Inductively Coupled Plasma - Mass Spectrometry
(ICP-MS). The carbonate and organic matter concentrations were measured with a Total Organic
Carbon - Total Inorganic Carbon analyzer.
Before the solubility tests were started, the oxidised layer of the U02 powder was removed in the
so-called predissolution". About 4 g of the U02 powder was weighed, and transferred in a
Teflone container of 200-ml volume. 40 ml of the test medium was added. The containers were
kept at 25 or 200C in the argon or argon/CO2 purged glove boxes. Every few days, the leachate
was replaced by fresh medium. The uranium concentrations in the leachates were measured by
ICP-MS. When the corrosion rate was constant, the oxidised layer was considered to be more or
less removed, and the solubility tests were started. We did not control the completeness of the
predissolution by surface analysis.
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TABLE 1.4-6: Composition range of the blank test media (main elements)

Na Cl S04 HCOi DOM U

mg/I mgA mg/l mg/I mg/I mole/

RIC 380/420 25/110 017 800/900 131/167 2x109 /7x10 9

SCW 344/345 51156 22/26 <10 5x10 10/1x104

SCWHA 547 / 611 335 to 428 * 160 /177 1 x19 / 7x1 09

SCWHA\C 239/256 301 42 2x1 9 4x10 8

1 first test series; 2 second test series

Results from the first test series
In the predissolution stage, which lasted almost 3 months, the leachant was refreshed 14 times.
For the first test series, the media for the predissolution were the same as those for the solubility
tests. The dissolution rate was found to decrease drastically in this period, as demonstrated by
the results shown in TABLE 1.4-7. This indicates the removal of U(VI) from the U02 surface. In
spite of this, we are not sure that the oxidised layer was completely removed, especially in
SCWHA\C, where the dissolution rate was relatively high at the end of the predissolution stage.

TABLE 1.4-7: Dissolution rate in the predissolution of the first test series, based on the
uranium concentration in the test containers (ultraflltered over 30000 MWCO

membranes); na = not available

U0 2 dissolution rate (mole U /Iday or pmole U Im2/day)

replacement RIC SCW SCWHA SCWHA\C

1 33 41 36 1.9

2 2.3 3.8 3.4 1.8

3 0.78 1.7 1.3 1.1

5 0.15 0.77 0.39 0.95

9 0.042 0.14 0.055 na

11 na na na 0.14

14 0.055/0.061 0.080/0.12 0.05210.023 0.16/0.17

After 14 solution replacements, the containers were filled with 180 ml of leachant to start the
actual solubility tests; the medium replacement was then restricted to the replacement of the
volume needed for analysis. The measured uranium concentrations are presented in FIGURE 1.4-
13. Figure 1.4-13a shows the concentrations measured in the first 58 days, when the atmosphere
in the (argon) glove box was anoxic. Figure 1.4-13b shows the concentrations measured until 240
days. After about 80 days, the glove box was severely contaminated with oxygen, with clear
consequences for the uranium concentration. After about 120 days, the containers with the
carbonate rich media were transferred to a glove box with an argon/0.4% C02 atmosphere.
Because of the small number of sampling intervals in the anoxic stage (until 80 days), we cannot
demonstrate that saturation values have been reached in this period. The results suggest
nevertheless that we are heading towards saturation concentrations. In SCWHA\C, U
concentrations decreased between 31 and 58 days; and in SCW, SCWHA and RIC, the corrosion
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rate between 10 and 45 days was an order of magnitude smaller than the corrosion rate between
0 and 3 days, so here also we appear to be headinv towards saturation. After 45 to 60 days, all
uranium concentrations are between 10-7 and 10 mole/l. We take these concentrations as
approximate values for the equilibrium concentrations, giving the results presented in
TABLE 1.4-9.

The near-saturation concentrations increase in the order RIC < SCWHA < SCW < SCWHA\C (this
order is confirmed also after 2 or 3 and 10 days). The high concentrations in SCW and SCWHA\C
are not expected. Possible explanations for the high uranium concentration in SCWHA\C are (1)
high HA complexation constants at alkaline pH values, compensating for the lower carbonate
content, and (2) incomplete predissolution.

The existence of high HA complexation constants at alkaline pH values would be in contradiction
with results from a study with U(VI) and similar Boom Clay humic acids, where uranium appeared
to have little affinity for the humic acids [97VER]. This explanation is therefore unlikely. As an
alternative explanation, we must consider the possibility of an incomplete dissolution of the
oxidised layer in the predissolution stage. The high uranium concentrations in solution may be
due to the dissolution of the remnants of this oxidised layer (the most likely U(VI) solids are more
soluble than the U(IV) species).

The high concentration in SCW, compared to SCWHA and RIC, is probably caused by the higher
pH and E, in SCW (the organic material acts as a redox buffer against oxygen contamination and
as a pH buffer against CO 2 escape). Because of the pH and Eh variation, we cannot distinguish
the net effect of the absence of humic acids. The Eh effect is, however, much smaller than
expected. This can be explained by the hypothesis that the potential at the U02 surface rather
than the potential of the bulk solution is the controlling factor 89GRA]. This potential may be
lower because of the presence of reduced uranium (U0 2, UO225)-

The pH and Eh values of TABLE 1.4-8 were used as input in HARPHRQ calculations, using the
NEA thermodynamic database, release 9, to determine the theoretical solubilities of potentially
solubility limiting solid phases and the corresponding dominant species in solution. The selected
phases were schoepite in SCW, and U0 2(am),UO2(c) and U409 in the other media. We found no
good agreement with the tested solid phases, except in RIC, where a relatively good fit was
obtained with uraninite (1.7x1O'7 M). The main cause for the bad agreement was probably the
poor reliability of the redox measurements, because of the absence of strong redox couples. In
all cases, U02(CO3)34 or U0 2(CO3)22 were the dominant species in solution, even in the medium
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FIGURE 1.4-13: Mean uranium concentrations of the first series of solubility tests in the first 58 days (la)
and until 240 days (lb). (RIC = real Boom Clay water; SCW= Synthetic Clay Water; SCWHA= Synthetic

Clay Water with humic acids; SCWHMC = Synthetic Clay Water with humic acids and low carbonate
content.
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with lower carbonate content.

After 180 and 240 days, the uranium concentrations were between 3.4x1 04 to 8.2x1 05 mole/I
(see also Figure 1.4-13) in the order SCWHA\C < SCWHA < RIC < SCW, and the pH was 8.1 to
8.2 (table 1.4-9). For the tests with the carbonate rich media, the low pH is due to the fact that
after the oxygen contamination, these containers were transferred to an argon/CO2 glove box. It is
likely that in the relatively oxidising conditions after 80 days and more, U(IV) has been oxidised to
U(VI) and that the U(VI) species are stabilised in solution by carbonate. In these conditions, the
humic acids seem to have a negative effect on the uranium concentrations (the U concentrations
are lower in SCWHA and RIC than in SCW). The humic acids seem to disturb the influence of
carbonate.

TABLE 1.4-8: Uranium concentrations, pH and Eh in the first series of solubility tests after 45 to 58
days (U concentrations after ultrafiltration over 3x104 MWCO filter membranes)

near-saturation U mean U pH Eh
concentration concentration mVSHE

(mole/I) (mole/1)

RIC 2 2.4x10-7 2.4 x 10-7 9.0 -140

SCWHA 2 (4.1 x1- 7 1 4.8x10-7) 4.4 x 10-7 8.9/ 9.1 -112 / -119

SCW 2 (5.9x1 0-7 / 6.3x1 0-7) 6.2 x 107 9.7/ 9.8 +182/ +189

SCWHA\C 2 (6.3x1 0-' / 7.8x1 O7) 7.0 x 107 8.6 / 8.6 -74/-82

Table 1.4-9: Uranium concentration in the first set of solubility tests after 180 and 240 days.

Medium leaching duration [U] moW pH I

SCW 180 8,2E-05 8.1

RIC 180 2,5E-05 8.1

SCWHA 180 5,4E-06 8.2

SCWHA\C 240 3,4E-06 8.2

Results from the second test series

In the predissolution of the second test series, the leachant was refreshed 50 times in 207 days
for the carbonate rich media and 22 times in 126 days for the low carbonate medium. The
predissolution for all the tests with carbonate rich media was performed with SCW (900 mg/I
carbonate), because this medium appeared most effective in the first test series; using only one
type of predissolution medium, we also make sure that we have a comparable U0 2 surface for all
carbonate rich media at the end of the predissolution. The predissolution for the low carbonate
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tests was performed with a similar medium as SCW, but with only 10 mg/l carbonate. As for the
first test series, the dissolution rate decreases drastically in this period, as demonstrated by
FIGURE 1.4-14. The dissolution rate is smaller in the low carbonate medium; this may be a mixed
effect of the lower oxygen content in this box ( 1 ppm in the argon box, contrary to 3 ppm in the
Ar/CO2 box) and the lower carbonate content. By the end of the predissolution stage, when most
U(VI) is dissolved, the uranium concentrations are very sensible to fluctuations of the oxygen
concentration in the glove box (the oxygen pressure variation is presented in Apendix 7) .
Therefore, it is difficult to decide whether the uranium dissolution rate was stable at the end of the
predissolution; the dissolution rate was then floating around 3x1O4 mole U/m2/day in the
carbonate rich media. For the low carbonate medium, the dissolution rate was about 4x10 9 mole
U/m2/day after 126 days of predissolution. The final dissolution rate and the complete results of
predissolution are respectively presented in TABLE 1.4-10 and in Appendix 7.
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FIGURE 1.4-14: U2. dissolution rate during the predissolution of the second test series in the
carbonate rich media (a) and in the low carbonate medium (b).
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TABLE 1.4-10: Dissolution rate in the predissolution of the second test series, based on the
uranium concentration in the test containers.

U0 2 dissolution rate (pmole U /Vday or pmole U In2lday)

replacement RIC SCW SCWHA SCWHA\C

50 0.0258 0.0258 0.0318

22 0.00389

Data for the second series of solubility tests are available for the carbonate-rich media until
277 days and for the carbonate-poor media until 215 days. The test containers were filled
with 180 ml of the respective media (RIC, SCW, SCWHA and SCWHA\C). A sample of the
leachate was taken every three or four days during the first 15 days of experiment and after
this period every 15 days. The corresponding mean uranium concentrations are shown in
FIGURE 1.4-15.
The pH was in general between 8.2 and 8.6. The addition of sulphide species stabilised the
redox potential of the clay waters at values lower than -150 mV, the presumed threshold for
oxidative dissolution in carbonate rich-media. During the experiments, fresh sulphide solution
was added after 25 and 84 days to the carbonate rich media, but only after 117 days for the
carbonate poor medium. The carbonate poor medium required less adjustment, because of
the smaller quantity of oxygen in the latter glove box (normally < 1 ppm, no peaks > 20 ppm),
and - hence - the slower oxidation of sulphide species. The different behaviour confirms the
importance of the oxygen concentration in the glove box atmosphere.

The uranium concentrations initially increase to values, similar to those observed in anoxic
conditions, but afterwards, they decrease to values that are 1 to 2 orders of magnitude lower,
between 6x10-9 and 6x104 M.

This decrease occurs only for the carbonate-rich media. It occurs sooner for the tests in the
real clay water (after 13 to 25 days) than for the tests in synthetic clay waters (after about
100 days). Minimum uranium concentrations are reached after 40 to 70 days in RIC, after
about 200 days in SCW, and after about 250 days in SCWHA. The minimum uranium
concentrations show some variation, which is probably due to small oxygen contaminations.
In RIC and SCW, they are often close to 1x109 M, whereas in SCWHA, they are not smaller
than 3 to 4 x 104 M .

The decrease of the uranium concentrations is probably caused by the reduction of U(VI) to
U(IV). The fact that the final concentrations are very similar in RIC, SCW and SCWHA,
suggests that complexation of uranium by humic acids is not important for the total uranium
concentration in these conditions. The humic acids retard the reduction of U(VI) to U(IV) in
the synthetic clay waters, but this was not observed in the real clay water.

We assume that the faster reduction in RIC is due to the presence of iron traces ([Fe] = 1 x1 0
6 moUl). When we-add sulfide species, the redox potential in RIC is controlled by the couple
Fe/Pyrite whereas the redox couple is probably SO4

2 /S2, in the synthetic medium. At the
beginning of leaching test (< 15 days), the uranium profile for RIC pesents the same
variation as SCW and SCWHA because the establishment of equilibrium with Pyrite is slow.
When the equilibrium is reached, the uranium concentration decreases.

For the RIC medium, the measured redox potential control was verified by the results of
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geochemical simulations (PHREEQC version 1.6). Three phases have been tested as
solubility controlling phases: uraninite, U02(a) and (U(OH)4)a. The better results is obtained
for (U(OH) 4)a with an equilibrium concentration equal to 1.2x104 mol/l. The calculated Eh
value was, however, around -308 mV. This value disagrees with our experimental
measurement, so we cannot draw a consistent conclusion.

For the medium with low carbonate content, the results are similar to the first test series. The
uranium concentration was higher than in the test with high carbonate concentration. After 30
days and until 215 days, it stabilized around [U] =1.5x104 moVI. When carbonate is absent,
or present in small quantities, the presence of humic acids in solution seems to contribute to
the complexation of the uranium (VI) in spite of its presumed little affinity for humic acids. The
results illustrate the possible competition between humic acids and carbonate taken in
evidence in carbonate media. However, though the dissolution rate was very low after 126
days of predissolution (10-9 mol Ulm2Id), the oxidised layer was probably not totally removed,
because of the low carbonate content in the solution during the predissolution stage.
Because of this, we cannot give any conclusion about the relative complexation properties of
humic acids and carbonates. Because of the apparent steady-state observed for the uranium
concentration in solution, the leaching tests have been stopped after 249 days.
In all cases, solution concentrations of U tend to approach a constant value. Solution
saturation is almost obtained after 74 days (carbonate rich media) and 31 days (low
carbonate medium).
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FIGURE I.4-15: Uranium concentrations in the carbonate rich media and in the medium with
low carbonate content as a function of time for the second test series
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Comparison of results of UO, dissolution in boom clay with data from aranite water (WP1.4.1
and with literature data)

The near saturation" concentrations, found in boom clay water prior to oxygen intrusion in
the first test series, are about 10 times larger than the concentrations measured in anoxic
conditions in 600 mg/l carbonate solutions (4x104 M uranium), and simulated granite
groundwaters (Allard groundwater: 123 mg/l carbonate, with 2 to 2.5 109 M uranium;
bentonite water: 600 mg/l carbonate, with 2 to 2.5x1 09 M uranium) under anaerobic
conditions (N2, 0 2<1ppm) [960LUOLI]. In tests with SIMFUEL in Allard water under similar
conditions, concentrations between 10a and 10 7 M were found. We see two possible
causes for the difference with our results: (1) The glove box used in [96OLUOLI] had an
oxygen content <1 ppm; (0.1 ppm at best), the oxygen content in the argon glove box for tests
with Boom Clay waters showed some fluctuations during the test period, and values were
always higher. (2) In the tests by Ollila, an intact fuel pellet was used. In our tests, U02
powder is used. Bruno mentions in [89BRU/PUI] that the solubility product of solid U02
depends on the particle size.
The final U concentrations are in boom clay water about 10 times larger than the
concentrations measured at a SAN of 19.8 m-1 under anoxic conditions (Eh from -20 to +130
mV) on U02 pellets in synthetic saline groundwater [960LL]. This difference may be caused
by the difference in carbonate content (there was no carbonate in the saline groundwater),
the U02 particle size (pellet versus powder), the oxygen content (so Eh), or the salinity
affecting the activity coefficients of the dissolved species.

The uranium concentrations are slightly higher than in a saline brine, at 1000 m-', in anoxic
conditions (Eh -300 mV), where concentrations of about 2x1 C M were found after 30 days
197CAS/PAB]. In these experiments, U02 powder was used of the same size fraction as in
our tests (50-100 pm). The small difference with our results may be caused by the difference
in carbonate content.

The high concentrations found after oxygen intrusion after 180 and 240 days in the first test
series (3.4x104 to 8.2x104 mole/I) are comparable with the concentrations found in granite
water for oxidising conditions under similar experimental conditions (see FIGURES 1.4-2 to
1.4-5).
The uranium concentrations in the second test series are higher than those found by Ollila et
al. in saline and granite groundwater, namely about 109 M (TABLE 1.4-3), though in both
cases, sulfide was added. This may be due to the higher oxygen concentration in the SCK
argon/CO2 glove box (about 3 ppm). Sulfide may have been lost (oxidized) from solution at
the early stages of the experiments by reacting with trace oxygen, leading to higher Eh
values (- -150 mV) as the experiments proceeded. At the higher carbonate concentrations
this may cause the stabilization of U(VI) carbonate complexes, and hence an increase in
solubility.
The uranium concentrations in reducing conditions are close to the concentration measured
in fresh real Boom Clay water (7x10 9 M). The redox potential and the pH were always higher
than expected in the Boom Clay host rock, so the measured uranium concentrations are
conservative values. Moreover, no clay has been added in the tests performed so far. If the
dissolved uranium species sorb onto the clay, this may cause a further decrease of the
equilibrium concentrations. Existing data suggest however, that the clay impact is small.
Indeed, in the presence of clay, U concentrations of the order of magnitude 104 mole/I were
found 97LEL], which is similar to the concentrations found in reducing Boom Clay water.
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Conclusions on U02 solubilitv in clay

Within 2 months or less in anoxic conditions, the uranium concentrations appear to approach
a steady state. The observed "near steady-state" concentrations are all between 2.4 and
7.8x1 0 M They tend to be higher than the concentrations found in literature for similar Eh
and/or pH conditions; the difference is an order of magnitude at most, and can probably be
explained by small differences in experimental conditions (carbonate concentration and
oxygen concentration in the glove box). However, the influence of the carbonate
concentration and humic acids on the uranium concentration was apparently small under
oxidizing and reducing conditions, but uncontrolled pH and Eh variations hamper the
interpretation. In contrast, under oxidizing conditions carbonate rich waters showed highest
steady state concentrations of dissolved uranium.

No relation was found between experimental solubilities and values calculated for some
candidate solubility controlling solids, except for the tests in RIC, where a relatively good
agreement was found with uraninite as the solubility controlling solid phase.
In the synthetic clay media, the addition of sulfide species to the carbonate rich media
caused a lowering of the redox potential, but the uranium concentration was about 5x1 07 M
which is similar than in the absence of sulfide. This high concentration may be due to the
presence of traces of oxygen. In the real clay water, the uranium concentration decreased in
the presence of sulfide species after more than 15 days, possibly because the presence of
traces of iron in solution resulted in a lower redox potential (control by Fe/Pyrite). After 74
days, the uranium concentration was about 1 8 M.
The redox potential and the pH in the anoxic stage were always higher than observed in the
pore waters of Boom Clay host rock. Moreover, no clay has been added, and adsorption was
avoided. The measured uranium concentrations are conservative values in the tests
performed so far. The effect of Boom Clay should be studied in a future program.

Comparison of steady state solution concentrations of U in various groundwaters
under oxic, anoxic and reducing conditions
A comparison of final U-concentrations achieved under oxic, anoxic and reducing conditions
are given in TABLE 1.4-11. Uranium concentration values in GBW were about two orders of
magnitude lower in experiments performed in anoxic atmosphere than in experiments under
oxidizing. In salt media under oxidizing conditions uranium concentration values in solution
(4.10 moVI) are only one order of magnitude higher than in the experiments performed
under anoxic atmosphere, because, probably due to carbonate complexation, solution
concentrations under oxic conditions were higher in carbonate containing granite bentonite
solutions than in carbonate free salt media.
Comparison with anoxic U02 dissolution data from granite (VTT-data) and salt media
suggests that, after 45 days of leaching, saturation should be reached at SAV = 1000 m'. In
leaching tests of VTT with U02 in anoxic saline groundwater at a SAN of 19.8 m-1, the U
concentrations reached a constant concentration after a few days. Since the tests of
SCK.CEN are performed at much hiher SAV, these tests should approximate equilibrium
much faster than the tests at 19.8 m . The uranium concentrations in clay water are slightly
higher than about 2.107 M in anoxic saline solution, at 1000 m1 (Eh = -300 mV). U0 2 powder
was used of the same fraction as for clay water (50-100 pm). The main difference between
SCKCEN tests in clay water and the tests in granite or salt water is the much higher
carbonate concentration in clay waters (even in SCWHA\C). This may explain why constant
U concentrations were not reached in Boom Clay water after 10 days and why steady state
solution concentrations were higher in clay water. Indeed, the dominant solution complex of
dissolved uranium was calculated (SCK-CEN) to be U02 (CO3 )3

4 (see also WP IV.1:
modelling).
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The data from WPI.4 show that differences in experimental U-solubilities under anoxic and
reducing conditions are directly related to the U(VI) content in solution. This can be seen in
FIGURE 1.4-16, using U(VI) concentrations from TABLE 1.4-3 experimentally measured by
vrr.

TABLE 1.4-11: Comparison of steady state U-concentrations (molality, ultraflitered) for various
groundwater compositions and redox states - Tests at 25°C and surface to volume ratio of 1000 m
(*=19 m7, **=0.66 m7') CIEMAT=SIMFUEL, UPC/VTT/SCK-CEN=U0 2 , FZK=spent fuel, CEAspent fuel
and SIMFUEL). Reducing conditions are assured either by presence of iron of by addition of reducing
auents. bo2 DC02 5-3 5.&2.0

oxic anaerobic reducing

U [] trend U [] trend U [l] trend

Salt NaCI CIEMAT 104 incr. 1 0 decr. 4-108s const.

8 1o" 5ss const. 1 O051 const.

UPC 2-10 7 const

FZK 2-104 2v0 const

Granite GBW CIEMAT 3 const 5 10s deer. 2.104s const.

810-5 incr. 2.10'$ decr.

UPC 4.107 const.

ViT 110 const

EGW FZK 610 7 decr. 7-104 const

CEA 110 const

AGW VTT 7*10 incr. 2104 Const.

[95OLL]

AGWM VTT incr. ( Const. 210 const

SGW VTT 2.5-10 5 const. lt(*) const I V const

with
colloids:104

5*109 () incr.

Clay RIC SCK 2-07 Incr. lo const

CEA 10 const

SCW SCK incr. 10 const

SCWHA SCK 41 Incr. 310 Decr.

SCWHAIC SCK 7-10O' const 1 .5-10 const
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FIGURE 1.4-16, dependency of U02 solubility under reducing conditions on
the exuerimentallv measured U(VI) content in solution.

WP 1.5 DYNAMIC TESTS

Dynamic tests (UO2 dissolution tests in flowing groundwater) are considered to yield more
reliable initial reaction rate values than static tests, because the effect of saturation of the
solution or precipitation of secondary reaction products can be avoided if the water flow rate
is sufficient high. The dissolution rate obtained in such an experiment with U02 in NaCI
solution in presence of 0.01 M Na-hypochlorite (a simulated radiolysis product) was 0.33
mg-m'2-d ', this value is one order of magnitude lower than the value reported in
(96GIWBAR], where the dissolution rate was determined when the U02 surface was
previously cleaned. XPS observation of the U0 2 surface indicated a percentage of U(VI)
close to 33%, which could passivate the surface.

TABLE 1..1 Detail of the experiments performed in U0 2 leaching tess

Experiment Conditions U02 Medium pH
(g)

UODS U02 + C10 0.01 M 0.3 NaCI 5 m 11.0±0.1
UODGW25 U0 2; 252C 0.3 GBW 8.3± 0.1
UODGW60 U0 2; 602C 0.3 GBW 8.3± 0.1

The dissolution rate in GBW-water (experiment UODGW25) was 0.33 mg-m 2-d' at 250C this
value has been plotted in Fig.IV.1-7 ("Modelling") as a function of the carbonate content in
the GBW. The good correlation of this value with those obtained in bicarbonate medium
points out that one of the most important parameters for the U02 dissolution is the
bicarbonate concentration. The dissolution rate determined in experiment in GBW water at
60 0C (UODGW60) was 0.45 mg-m 2-d'; this value is lower than expected due to effect of
temperature [97PAB/CAS], the reason is probably calcite precipitation onto the U0 2 surface
since XPS observations indicated a high increase of calcium on the U0 2 surface.
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WP 1.61.7 ELECTROCHEMICAL INVESTIGATIONS OF UNIRRADIATED U02,
SPENT U02 AND MOX FUEL ELECTRODES
The dissolution properties of the U02 matrix in the presence of oxidants can only be
understood i the electrochemical nature of this reaction is taken into account. U02 is a
semiconductor. From this point of view the dissolution of U02 is the anodic reaction,
characterised by the corrosion current ir. The cathodic counter reaction is the reaction of
oxidants.

Extensive electrochemical measurements are described in the literature on unirradiated U02
and on SIMFUEL to determine the mechanisms of dissolution or precipitation and
quantification of the rate determining step [88BRU/CAS, 75NIC/NEE, 94SHO/HOC,
91SHO/SUN]. Shoesmith et. al. [85BAI/JOH, 92SUN/SHO, 97SUN/SHO] carried out
examinations of unirradiated U02 electrodes in water, and of the effects of a- and y-sources
on the non-irradiated U02 electrode. Since then this group has prepared used CANDU fuel
electrodes [96SHO/SUN and has confirmed its previous findings. It is important to test
whether the findings of these studies are applicable to expected European repository
conditions and to different fuel types. In the project various electrochemical techniques are
applied at ITU and at FUB to understand and quantify the electrochemical processes and to
provide complementary data to the non-electrochemical approaches of other project
partners.

Electrochemical Impedance spectroscopy (EIS)

AC impedance measurements were performed by ITU. This technique provides a wealth of
kinetic and mechanistic information for the study of corrosion, semiconductors, batteries,
electroplating phenomena, and electro-organic synthesis. Some introductory articles of
corrosion rate determinations with EIS are given by several authors [70SLU/REH, 81 MAN,
82MANIKEN, 81 LOR/MAN, 72EPP/KED, 85J0T/LOR].
Because the ac impedance measurements does not involve a wide range potential scan,
experiments can be carried out in low conductivity solutions and also on high resistivity
electrodes like U02 and spent fuel where dc methods are subject to serious potential-control
errors (R drop).

In impedance spectroscopy the ac equivalent of a dc resistance of a system is measured
using a sinusoidal potential excitation with the magnitude E over a frequency range from
10-3 Up to 106 Hz. If the potential E(t) as a function of time t is given by

E(t) = E sin( -t); w = 2.f (1.6-1)
then a linear system will have the current response (t)

I(t) = sin(w t + )) (1.6-2)
where 10 is the current amplitude and ci is the phase shift. For pure ohms behaviour is
( = 0. Analogous to Ohm's law the impedance Z of the system is defined by

z EQ) (1.6-3)

The simplest way to describe the impedance Z of an electrode/electrolyte interface is to use
an equivalent circuit with a resistance Rpo in parallel with a capacitance Cd,. R." represents
the polarization resistance, Ra the resistance between the electrode surface and the tip of
the reference electrode and Cp is the double layer capacitance

Z(w) = Rpal - (1 -+R * * Rpo * C) (1.6-4)

82



Impedance of irradiated U02 fuel

The irradiated fuel electrode can be interpreted as a fuel-coated metal electrode. If there are
no defects in the coating, the electrochemical behaviour of the electrode is only determined
by the fuel sample. This commonly found for non-irradiated U02 fuel specimens. For such
specimens equivalent circuits were proposed [96ENGIFEL, 96BOT/WEG] consisting of two
circuits in series, the first describing resistivity and dielectric behaviour (RC) of the electrode
bulk with a resistance RbUIk in parallel with a capacitance Cbulk. The second circuit is related to
the electrode/electrolyte interface and consists of the polarization resistance in parallel to the
double layer capacitance followed by a series connection of the electrolyte resistance (in
practice the uncompensated ohms resistance R) (FIGURE 1.6.1). The formation of
adsorption andlor passive layers on the surface is considered with another RC circuit in
series or an resistance of the layer in series and a capacitance in parallel connection to both
this resistance and faradic circuit. A calculated impedance spectrum for this model is given in
FIGURE 1.6.3. The parameters (Rwjk = 40 kW, Cbulk = 5 pF) for the first circuit were calculated
from the resistivity and dielectric constant for natural U02 [96BOTWEG]. At open circuit
potential a very low corrosion rate is expected, therefore a high polarization resistance of
10 MQ is used.

Spent fuel has not the uniform structure of non-irradiated U02. The fuel has a different
porosity distribution and also there are many cracks in the fuel. Here electrolyte solution can
penetrate into the fuel and may find a pathway to the metal holder. This would mean that the
highly resistive fuel sample is short-circuited and the electrochemical behaviour of the
working electrode is determined by the fuel and by the metal. Relevant electrochemical data
on irradiated fuel can only be obtained if theses effects are quantified. A model describing
such behaviour is shown in FIGURE 1.6.2. The whole fuel electrode circuit is short-circuited
by a network representing a simple metal dissolution. The polarization resistance of the
metal Rme~pl is in parallel to the associated double layer capacitance Cmeo at the bottom of
the pathway. RR represents the resistance of the pathway. A theoretical calculation is given
in FilGURE 1.6.4. It is assumed that the corrosion rate of the metal is also very low and that
the attacked area of metal surface is small, that means that Rm,,, will be high (7 MQ) and
CM.d1 (0.1 pF) will be smaller than Cu. The pathway resistance was assumed to be 10 kW.

C. r

E3 dacrlye IN E1 Q.ecirdyb XC.aw

FIGURE.. L6.1: Equivalent circuit of a fuel FIGURE. L6.2: Equivalent circuit of a fuel
electrode without conductive pathways between electrode with conductive pathways like unsealed
metal support and electrolyte solution. The cracks and/or pores between metal support and
capacitance and resistance of the fuel bulk is electrolyte solution. At the metal/electrolyte
represented by C& and Rb.W, the polarization interface at the bottom of the pathway an
resistance R electrode/electrolyte interface and additional polarization resistance R,wO and a
the double layer capacitance. R2 represents the double layer capacitance Cm correlated with
uncompensated ohms resistance consisting of metal corrosion is expected. represents
electrolyte resistance Rd, resistance of the metal resistance of the pathway.
support and measuring leads Rld.
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FIGURE. I.63: Calculated impedance spectrum for an equivalent circuit of a fuel electrode without any
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conductive pathways (RQk= 40 kQ, Cb.& = pF, R.,= 10 MfQ, CD= 20 IF, R = 100 Rw = 7 MQ,
Cefl = 0.1 IIF, R., = 10 kQ).

In comparison with the dense model (FIGURE 1.6-3) it can be see that the magnitude of the
impedance is decreased at the low frequency limit and a further step occurs at medium
frequencies. This step is accompanied with a further phase angle minimum in the same
frequency range. The appearance of such a minimum in a measured spectrum may be a hint
for conductive pathways and mixed electrode behaviour.

Current-Potential distribution

The basis for electrochemical determination of corrosion rates is the relation between
measured current density and potential E or polarization Ep = EO - E (E,,: free
corrosion potential). At the free corrosion potential (no application of an external potential like
under normal corrosion conditions) the sum of all partial currents equals zero. In case of
electrodes with a high resistivity like U02 and spent fuel also the potential drop across the
bulk resistance, Rk, must be taken into account: Epo = Ea- -RbA with I = iM (EIp:
applied potential). For a homogeneous electrode (see also impedance model FIGURE 1.6-1)
the equation

i,.r,* F bs -el b' J (1.6-5)
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is valid. The corrosion current i, can be obtained by extrapolation of anodic, b, and
cathodic, b, Tafel lines (log i = f (Ep)) to the corrosion potential or by measurement of the
differential polarization resistance R*w = Rp-Ael (Ae = corroding surface area of the
electrode) that is defined as

1 ( di 
sR~~~~~~i (d~~~~~~~~~p JE ~~~~~~~(1.6-6)R~=dE P E_

Differentiation of Eq 1.6-5 gives:

di FJ .Ep)+ieIIEp_E = icorrrnl°^ et b' )+b -ei b ) (1.6-7)
At the corrosion potential E = Em (Ep = 0) this reduces to the well known Stem Geary
relations [57STEIGEA, 73MAN]

i = B with B = ba. be (1.6-8)
R;~~ M1flO*(b+bc)

For higher anodic potentials Ep > 60 mV it is possible to derive the relationship between the
measured current density and the differential polarization resistance from Eq 1.6-5 and Eq.
1.6-7 by eliminating the exponential term

dilnl1. (1.6-9)
dEp b0

If Ep < - 60 mV the relation

di -In 10 (1.6-9a)
dEp be

is valid. In potentiostatic experiments it is possible to determine the Tafel slopes b and b,
and also the composite Tafel parameter B by measuring the current densities and
impedance spectra at various applied potentials.

Simplified corrosion model of a defective specimen
In case of a specimen with conductive pathways to the metal holder Eq 1.6-S5 is not valid,
because of the additional electrochemical reaction at the metal surface. This is a severe
limitation for using irradiated fuel electrodes. In order to overcome this problem, a model was
proposed to quantify the additional electrochemical reaction. Assuming no interactions at
pore walls, no diffusion and mass transport effects and an ideal current and potential
behaviour (e.g. no side reactions, each electrode is homogeneous) the following model is
used (FIGURE 1.6.5).
The current Iftj = ii-Ahl (A,,g: fuel surface (FIGURE 1.6.5)) related to the fuel oxidation at
the fuel surface (surface/solution interface) is given by Eq 1.6-5 and the polarization Ep^, is
in this case given as

EP fue = E. - Er - f., -Rbk (1.6-10)
An equation analogous to Eq 1.6-5 can be formulated with Im., EpMe, ba.Me, bcme and 1=nM for
the metal holder corrosion with Iom. = i. ,,me.Ame. were icorroe represent the corrosion
current density of the metal and AM. is the total defect area. The total defect area AMe can be
estimated from impedance measurements due to the relation
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Am. = P (de,
Ropor

(1.6-11 )

p.,' is the resistivity of the solution in the defect, which is estimated from impedance
measurements (-1 2m). d+ is the electrode thickness that is assumed to be the defect length
and Rpor represents the measured resistance of the pathway.

defective specimen
(schematic)

equivalent circuit

fuel with pore

do { IR.

metal base with
electric lead

A,.: surface area of fuel specimen
A,: surface area of defect
cl: thickness of fuel specimen

E, : polarisation potential at specimen surface
E.,~: polarisation potential at metal surface

R_ : solution resistance
Rd : polarisation resistance at specimen surface
P,.: bulk resistance of specimen
R_: resistance of electric leads
C : double and surface layer capacitance
C ..,: bulk capacitance
Ca,: double layer capacitance at metal surface
Rw : resistance of pathway
R.,_ polarisatlon resistance of metal

FIGURE.I.6.5: Simplified corrosion model of a spent fuel electrode that has conductive pathways from the
electrode surface to the metal base. It is assumed that all defect pore areas can be added to give the total
surface area of the defect, Am,, with a length equal to the electrode thickness, d, In the related equivalent
circuit also the potentials EvD and Em.,d are given, which are determining the electrochemical reactions
occurring at the fuel surface and the metal surface.

The parameters needed for the model are summarised in TABLE 1.6.1. An example of a
calculated current-potential behaviour of an electrode with a conductive pathway is shown in
FIGURES 1.6.6 and 1.6.7. As easily can be seen from FIGURE 1.6.7 in case of a galvanic
coupling a determination of the anodic Tafel slope b8, wl from the measured current tot has to
be done very carefully to avoid errors.
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TABLE 1.6.1: Input parameters used for the calculation of current-potential distributions at leaking
electrodes using the simplified contact corrosion model.

electrode parameters fuel parameters metal parameters

total surface area (geometric) free corrosion potential E.,: free corrosion potential EcO,M,
A,,: 0.1 -1 cm2 100 - 500 mVSHE -300 - 400 mVSHE

thickness d.,: 1 - 4 mm corrosion current density corrosion current density Lanc:
co: 10 4 Acm 2 6 1. 0 4

Acm
2

bulk resistance Rbk: - 100 kQ anodic Tafel slope b,,fuj: 80 mV anodic Tafel slope ba.Me: 120 mV

pore resistance Rpo: >100 kQ cathodic Tafel slope bj,: cathodic Tafel slope bcM,:
250 mV60 mV

resistivity of solution: p,:
0.8 C2 m (estimate from

measured solution resistance
FRSd) 
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FIGURE. 1.6.6: Theoretically calculated ideal
current-potential behaviour for a defective fuel
electrode (Ad = 0.5 cn, d,1 = 3 mm, Rwm= 15 kW,
R.,= 1 Okf, E.,=35mV, E, =-25mV,
further parameters see TABLE ). The diagram
shows the current-potential curve IfE = E)
obtained directly from the experiment and the
partial currents of fuel and metal corrosion. In this
case no IR-drop correction Is applied.

FIGURE. 1.6.7: The diagram shows the It-curve
(see also FIGURE 1.6.6) including the Il.Rb-
drop correction that gives In case of non-defective
homogeneous electrodes the correct Tafel slopes
b,, and bd For comparison also the Ideal
current-potential curves of fuel and metal
corrosion are shown. The defect area AM, Is here
0.047% of the total area A1 and the mixed
potential E.m is 117 mV lower than the free
corrosion potential Eve,, of the fuel.

The model allows the interpretation of electrochemical data of defected fuel electrodes and it
also allows to optimize the electrode fabrication process. The defect size has to be
minimized in electrode preparation as far as possible. Therefore a new impregnation device
was developed. A further factor is to reduce the deviation of the open circuit potential from
the free corrosion potential by choosing in future a material such as gold that is inert to
corrosion in solution instead of brass, copper or steel, which were successfully used for
electrical contacts of non-irradiated U02 and low bum-up fuels [81SUN/SHO, 92SUN/SHO,
92HEPIWEG, 96SHO/SUN].

Spent fuels used for electrochemical experiments

For the investigation of electrode potentials of spent fuel it was decided to use a German
commercial U02 fuel with 3 different bum-ups (B2 - B4) in the range from 30 to 50 GWd/t
(see Tab. 1.6.2). And also one MOX fuel with a burn-up of 21.1 GWd/t was chosen.
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TABLE 1.6.2: Spent fuels used for electrochemical investigations.

designation of fuel fuel type Bum-up calculated composition

GWd/t

B2 U02 31.5 Appendix 6, Tab. 7

B3 U02 45.2 Appendix 6, Tab. 8

B4 U02 53.1 Appendix 6, Tab. 9

MOX MOX 21.1 Appendix 6, Tab. 10

___ fuel
The irradiated UO2 shows several restructured zones (FIGURES 1.6.8-11). In going from the
pellet periphery towards the fuel center these are:
An outer rim of 60-240 pm where U02 presumably reacted with fission product Cs and
appears to have a second phase present: which may be cesium uranate. This zone exists at
and above 45 GWd/t average bum-up for the cross section (3, B4) (FIGURE 1.6.8). During
sample preparation for the electrochemical measurements this outer zone may be damaged.
A densification zone with a low measured porosity of 2.4 %. If the reaction zone U02'Cs is
not present (B2), this zone stretches up to the outer rim of the pellet (FIGURE 1.6.9).

The subsequent 3rd zone is characterised by the appearance of intergranular porosity with
increasing temperature. In the same temperature range grain growth starts; a maximum
value of 11 pm was measured for the grain diameter compared to average diameter of
approximately 7 pm for the non-irradiated fuel (FIGURE 1.6.10).

A central zone with inter- and intragranular porosity (FIGURE 1.6.11). Here grain boundary
porosity (ca. 1 pm diameter) is visible on the grain facets.

Isn 1 un

FIGURE. .6.8: SEM micrograph of zone I FIGURE. 1.6.9: SEM micrograph of zone IL
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FIGURE. 1.6.10: SEM micrograph of zone m. FIGURE. 1.6.11: SEM micrograph of zone IV.

MOX fuel

This fuel has a approximately Pu content of 7.5%. Pu-rich particles contain 25% PuO2. The
mean grain size is 5 gim and its density is 94.5% of theoretical density. The fuels calculated
composition is given in Appendix 6, TABLE 10.

The micrographs shown in FIGURES 1.6.12 and 1.6.13 illustrate the structural differences
between irradiated U02 and MOX fuel. The U02 fuel has a relatively homogeneous structure
while the MOX fuel has a heterogeneous structure of a U02 matrix with embedded Pu-rich
agglomerates.

FIGURE. L6.12: Mlcrograph of U0 2 fuel with a FIGURE. 1.6.13: Micrograph of MOX fuel with a
burup of 53 GWd/t (1: cladding, 2: gap, 3: fuel) burn-up of 24 GWd/t (1: claddIng, 2: gap, 3: U0 1

matrix of fuel, 4: P-rich agglomerates)

Non-irradiated U09

For some electrochemical experiments also unirradiated U02 was used. This fuel was
delivered from NUKEM with a mean grain size of 4 - 5 pm and a density of 10.18 gfcm3. The
sintered pellets have a diameter of 8 mm and a length of 10 mm.
Preparation of samples for electrochemical experiments

For the preparation of the working electrode a 2 - 3 mm thick slice is cut from the fuel rod or
pellet and is then decladded. In the case of high burn-up fuel the material is often very brittle
and it easily breaks into smaller pieces. One of these pieces is fixed on the brass stub of the
electrode head with conductive glue (FIGURE 1.6.14). After hardening, the stub with the
sample is screwed into the body of the electrode head. The cavity is then filled with epoxy
resin (EPOFIX, Struers) for embedding. After hardening the sample is polished down to 1 pm
(FIGURE 1.6.15). The mean geometric surface area of the spent fuel samples is around
0.1 cm2 .
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FIGURE. L6.14: Piece of spent fuel (4) mounted FIGURE 1.6.15: Piece of spent fuel (B4) mounted
on brass stub of electrode head (diameter of brass on brass stub of electrode head (diameter of brass
stub: 10 mm). stub: 10 mm) and embedded and polished.

After electrochemical experiments using SEM (FIGURE 1.6.16) it was found that a sample is
divided by a crack in two separate parts. The right side shows a grain boundary attack while
the left side remains as polished. This means that the left side was electrically isolated from
the main part. To avoid such problems in subsequent tests the surface preparation was
modified. The sample pieces were now pre-embedded in a Perspex tube to get a good
electrical insulation. Then the sample is polished on the back to get a plane surface for good
electrical contact to the brass stub.

ig. L6.16: SEM micrographs of a spent fuel sample divided into two separate parts by a crack. Left side
remains as polished and right side shows grain boundary atta

Vacuum-pressure impregnation chamber
Nevertheless potential breakdowns were observed in long-term corrosion tests performed on
spent fuel electrodes that indicates conductive pathways through the samples (open cracks
and/or pores). To get a much better filling of those critical structures with resin the fuel
sample must be impregnated under vacuum. Then the impregnation chamber is set under
overpressure to press resin into cracks and pores. Therefore a new impregnation chamber
was designed and tested. A schematic diagram is shown in FIGURE 1.6.17.
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ig. 1.6.18:
evacuation.

PE-bottle with electrode electrode head
special lid head support

Fig. 1.6.19: Impregnation chamber ready for use Fig. 1.6.20: Placing PE-bottle into position

The new cell is designed specially for remote handling in the hot cells (FIGURE 1.6.20).
FIGURE 1.6.18 shows the chamber, closed. FIGURE 1.6.19 shows the chamber open with its
component parts. After evacuation the chamber is pivoted in an upright position and the resin
will flow from the bottle into the electrode head for embedding the fuel sample. Afterwards
the chamber is pressurized up to 3 bar to obtain a good filling of void spaces of the
specimen.
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Experimental set-up for electrochemical experiments
The cell consists of a commercial 100-ml reaction vessel (inner diameter 62-mm) with a
special cover to hold the electrodes in place. The electrolyte volume is 60 ml. As reference
electrode a commercial double junction Ag/AgCI gel electrode is used with a high
temperature stability up to 600C (FIGURE 1.6.21). For temperature control a remote-
controlled magnetic stirrer thermostat (Variomag, Thermomodul 40ST) was purchased from
H+P Labortechnik and was modified in our workshop for hot cell handling.

204

202

120

194

194

192

2020 40 50 50

beattw I C

FIGURE 1L621: Temperature stability of a double junction AgIAgCI gel electrode measured In simulated
ground water vs. a saturated calomel electrode at 226C.

Reference electrode calibration
The potential of the reference electrode was checked against the reference electrode of a
freshly calibrated redox combination electrode (saturated calomel electrode (Ingold) or
Ag/AgCl electrode before and after each corrosion potential experiment. The potential shift of
the reference electrode during 000 h was within a range of some 1 0 mV.

Experimental procedures
Impedance spectromrn
Impedance measurements were carried out with the M6 system distributed by Zahner
Elektrik. The mpedance was measured over the frequency range from I C Hz down to
510-3 Hz with a sine wave amplitude of 20 m~~.
Small amolitude cyclic voltamnmetry (SACV)
To obtain mpedance data in the low frequency region an Autostat 251 potentiostat (Sycopel)
was used for SACV'measurements under potentiostatic control. Triangular potential scans
with an amplitude of 20 m~, were used at very low scan rates. Potential scans down to
0.3 pV/s representing a frequency of 60 4 Hz are possible with this equipment. The
obtained hysteresis curves were fitted using the set of equations given by D. D. Macdonald
[78MAC1, 78MAC2].
Oren circuit o2ential measurements on UO and sent fuel

Before transfer into the hot cell the electrolyte was deoxygenated below 0.1 ppm of dissolved
oxygen, by bubbling nitrogen and the initial pH was measured. In the hot cell the solution
was poured In the electrochemical cell, which was kept under N2 / 02 (-2 ppm in solution)
atmosphere during the experiments ce = 22C to 280C). The samples were introduced in the
electrolyte and precathodised at -18 VSHE for 5 minutes to reduce any oxidised surface. Then
the electrolyte was renewed and the potential run started using an AgAgCp double junction
reference electrode. During the experimental period the potential recording was stopped in
order to execute additional investigations. Impedance measurements and SACV
measurements were carried out under potentiostatic control at the open circuit potential
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measured previously to obtain impedance data in the low frequency region.
Potentiostatic polarization

Potentiostatic polarization experiments were performed on non-irradiated U02 samples in
95% saturated NaCI solution and in simulated granite bentonite groundwater at -250C and
600C. The electrodes were polarized at a fixed potential for 10 min. up to 1 h before the
current was measured. Best results were obtained with 1 h polarization time t6. Then
immediately the impedance was measured at the same potential for the IR-drop correction
and the R. The impedance spectra were fitted using the equivalent circuit for a non-
defective electrode (FIGURE 1.6.1) with a loss capacitance of some 1 nF in parallel. After
finishing this measurement the procedure was repeated at a new potential.

Results and discussion of electrochemical experiments performed at ITU
The whole set of results is given in Appendix 6. No significant difference in the results were
found between the potential scan directions in the anodic range indicating that the electrode
was near equilibrium condition in the high anodic range.

In the potential range between +300 mVSHE and +500 mVSHE a weaker slope is visible. Here
we have indications for a pseudo-equilibrium* caused by very slow reaction rates. The
reciprocal polarization resistance measured at the corrosion potential after 1 week exposure
time does not fit with the values from the following stepping experiment. It is much closer to
the extrapolated anodic Tafel line. Which means that the measured currents in this potential
region will drop with time, a behaviour which was also found by other authors [98SUN/STR].

We assume that this process will occur until the anodic Tafel line, which describes the anodic
dissolution process, is reached. This implies that the free corrosion potential estimated by
extrapolation of the anodic and cathodic Tafel lines is the free corrosion potential for the
Nequilibrium state or in other words the state in which the free corrosion potential is only
determined by the anodic dissolution and the corresponding cathodic reaction. Other anodic
reactions like surface oxidation are then negligible. Under these assumptions the
extrapolated corrosion potentials can be considered as upper limit potentials. In TABLE 1.6.3
the obtained results are summarized. In most cases the extrapolated free corrosion
potentials are as expected higher than those directly measured. Only one experiment shows
a lower extrapolated cF, value. In this case the polarization time t was too short to reach
quasi-stationary conditions.
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FIGURE. 1.6.22: Potentiostatic polarization curves obtained from unirradiated U02 In simulated
groundwater (T = 60'C, p(02) < 1 mbar, initial pH 7.7).
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TABLE. I.63: Electrochemical parameters obtained from potentiostatic polarization experiments (b3:
anodic Tafel slope; B: composite Tafel parameter; t: polarization time at each potential before
measuring current and impedance; EIS: obtained from impedance data; extrap.: obtained from
extrapolation; meas.: directly measured; E.,: free corrosion potential).

conditions potentiostatic olarisation
electrolyte -LQ~1 initial T. _E eaPCOrr h ElSb B. IEISB

ppm pH 'C mVSHE mVSHE mV mV mV mV min

95% sat. NaCI 7.4 7.1 22 168 440 76±26 53±40 25:t7 20±14 10

synthetic
groundwater 0.05 8.4 23 296 -63 82± 18 80 8 23 +23 27 ± 34 10

synthetic
groundwater 0.05 7.5 60 328 335 73± 60 56 ± 31 21±10 26*17 20

synthetic
groundwater 0.05 7.7 60 346 372 83 ±3 35 70 ± 15 27 9 25±t4 60

The anodic Tafel slopes b (Eq. 1.6-5) obtained from current-potential measurements and
from impedance data are in good agreement. The values range between 53 and 83 mV.

Sunder and Shoesmith claim values of 40-60 mV for carbonate free solutions and values of
-90 mV for carbonate containing electrolytes [8SHO/SUN, 91 SHO/SUN]. Combining
electrochemical methods with solution analysis a slope of 80 mV was found (FIGURE 1.6-
32).
The composite Tafel parameters B (Eq 1.6-8)) range between 20 mV and 27 mV. No
significant difference between the data sets belonging to electrochemical and impedance
measurements exists.

Open circuit potentials of unirradiated U0 2

The results obtained from unirradiated U02 specimen are summarized in TABLE 1.6.5. In
deoxygenated synthetic groundwater U02 an open circuit potential of -300 mVSHE was found.
As can be seen in Appendix 6, FIGURE 5 the potential time curve show only little scatter in
the first 10 hours. Then it became much more scattered between 10 to 40 hours. After this
period the potential is increasing and much more stable. This behaviour may be attributed to
little conductive pathways that are then closed by oxidation products of U02. This potential
increase implies an increasing dissolution rate. Using the calibration curve (FIGURE 1.6-32)
derived from potential measurements and solution analysis the corrosion rates were
calculated. They increase from 1.6 mg/m2d at 230C up to 11 mg/m2d for the highest potential
at 500C. The corrosion rate can also be calculated from impedance measurements using the
Stem-Geary relation (Eq 1.6-8). Assuming a mean composite Tafel parameter of B= 25 mV
dissolution rates between 1.3 and 17.5 mg/m2d were obtained. The values found with two
different methods are thus in good agreement.

In 95 % sat. NaCI solution the open circuit potentials was between 200 mVSHE and
300 mVSHE at pH 6-6.8. In the more acidic solution (pH 3.8) at higher oxygen content
potentials higher than 500 mVSHE can be reached. One of the most important parameters is
the oxygen content of the solution. As shown in Appendix 6, FIGURE 7 the free corrosion
potential reaches 299 mVSHE with an oxygen content of 2 ppm in solution. After
deoxygenation with N2 the potential drops 80 mV to 220 MVSHE (see also Appendix 6
FIGURE 8): potential drop from 500 mVSHE to 350 mVSHE at pH 3.8). The recorded redox
potential Eh also drops from 550 mVSHE down to 430 mVSHE. It is interesting to look here at
the potential difference AEhcor = Eh - E<o. AEh,orT is with 180 mV to 250 mV in the range of
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200 mV. This potential difference is predicted theoretically (see below) for U02.
After 100 h the temperature was increased to 500C (Appendix 6, FIGURE 7) leading tot a
sudden potential break down caused by a defect of the electrode due to thermal expansion.
Similar break down of a lesser extent are observable also at other electrodes (Appendix 6,
FIGURES 6 and 8) after 25 h and 100 h. Unfortunately no electrode has reached its
equilibrium state before the break down occurred. But an estimate can be made assuming a
potential out above. In case of pH 6 (Appendix 6, FIGURE 6) the estimated corrosion
potential is in the range of 330 to 400 mVSHE. Furthermore is the potential drop after 25 h with
-180 mV in the same range as expected from the simplified corrosion model (TABLE 1.6.6)
when an open circuit potential of U02 of 350 mVSHE is assumed.

Determination of dissolution rates from electrochemical data

The conversion from corrosion current densities to dissolution rates can be done via
Faraday's law assuming an overall oxidation from U(IV) to U(VI). The electrochemical
equivalent is for U02 1.399-104 gIAs and for U 1.234-103 g/As. The factor with the highest
uncertainty is the surface area. All surface related data given are normalized to the geometric
surface area and no roughness and porosity is taken into consideration. To compare
electrochemical dissolution rates with those obtained from leaching experiments the real
wetted surface of the fuel must be known.

Open circuit potentials of used fuel

First results

The first results obtained from long term corrosion tests are shown in FIGURES 1.6.23 and
1.6.24 and in TABLE 1.6.4. The potential increases initially linearity on logarithmic scale from
-750 mVsHE to -600 mVSHE of a clean non-oxidised surface to more anodic values. This can
be attributed to a surface layer formation by a dissolution-precipitation mechanism
[87GAD/ABD, 92HEP/WEG]. In the case of fuel B4 (TABLE 1.6.23) thereafter a distortion of
the potential occured, caused by other experiments using a high frequency furnace. After 10
to 12 days a maximum potential of +50 to +70 mVSHE is reached. Then the potential drops to
-100 mVSHE and after 600 h a slight increase is seen. In contrast the potential measured with
UOX fuel B2 (FIGURE 1.6.24) only reaches -100 mVsHE after 1 h running time. The general
potential development is very scattered with large potential breakdowns in cathodic direction
during the first 300 h.
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FIGURE. 1.6.23: Open circuit potentials of U0 2 FIGURE. 1.6.24: Open circuit potentials of U0 2
fuel B4 in 95% sat. NaCi solution (initial pH = 7.3, fuel B2 in 95% sat. NaCI solution (initial pH = 7.3,
C(0 2 ) < 2 ppm). C(02 ) < 2 ppm).
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TABLE. 1.6.4: Open circuit potentials firstly measured in 95 % sat. NaCI solution (mean values)(Defective
samples!).

fuel conditions free corrosion potential

type .UMA electrolyte Q(QO initial T . moE.. =.gt . 1,.
GWdttU ppm pH cC mVSHE mVSHE mVSHE h

U02 (B2) 31.5 95% sat. NaCI <2 7.2 22-28 -134 -71 -96 1072

U0 2 (4) 53.1 95% sat. NaCI <2 7.2 22-28 -145 -28 -105 928

In comparison with literature data the measured open circuit potentials are very low. For U0 2
in salt brines at pH 7 values between +130 mVsHr and +210 mVSHE are reported
[92HEP/WEG]. Under the influence of a-radiation in sodium perchlorate solution (pH 9.5)
U02 shows an open circuit potential of +100 mVscE (+244 mVSHE) [97SUN/SHO]. For used
nuclear fuels in sodium perchlorate solution (pH 9.5) values in the range -201 to +340 mVSCE
(+43 to +584 mVsHE) were found [96SHO/SUN]. The observed shift of the open circuit
potential in to lower potentials can result from (1) an increase of the anodic partial current, (2)
an decrease of the cathodic partial current, e. g. due to passivation effects and/or surface
layer formation, or (3) the establishment of mixed potentials with additional electrochemical
reaction with a more cathodic equilibrium potential. Optical micrographs taken from sample
B2 after the experiment show only slightly attacked grain boundaries, but nearly complete
coverage by a crystalline NaCI film, which may have an inhibiting effect. On the other hand,
the formation of a mixed potential between U0 2 fuel and brass holder is a possible
explanation for lower open circuit potentials, if conductive pathways between brass and
solution exist. This was proved by impedance spectroscopy.

Impedance measurements

Impedance measurements were performed firstly at the beginning of each long-term
experiment during pre-cathodisation to check the electrode's behaviour. As an example the
spectrum taken from U0 2 fuel B2 is shown in FIGURE 1.6.25. The spectrum is typical for a
dense electrode. The high bulk resistance of 80 kQ indicates, that only a small amount of the
solution can have penetrated into the fuel's pores and cracks.During the test several
impedance spectra were taken with time. For fuel B2 this series is shown in FIGURE. 1.6.26

1E+6 . ,9 , o, ..,* *1510mV 40

t=Oh -75 -r -- -r - ---
1E+5 -- 4--' -- K r 

1E+3- -35

1E+2 15 <- -1- - -

WdS ^ S S i hW W I U W W

f/Hz f/Hz

FIGURE 1.6.25: EIS spectrum measured during pre-cathodisation of fuel B2 in 95% sat. NaCl solution.

96



| =49 _ . '

1E+S 

F ES,,=-126mVsFe
.i, l l '1=1t6h

, . , .
---7--n-�n���1���r--r--

11 1 1 1 1 1
' b_ i i
I | I tI I

--r��7��n��n�--1- --r--
t I I I I l

. I I I I I I 
, § I I I I x
I I I I I I rs

--r--s--r--n---,---r-- -
I | | I | I I w
@ w I I I I g v
| I I I I I I a

... > @ .- ...> . .- ...> ..- ..

e

-1

I0

, I ,I I I I I I 1
I I I I I 

,0 L,1...4 I I I 4L..
I I I I I I 41

I I I I I *1

I I I I 14 I

15 .- -- l- I-

O0_

1E+3-

1* -
6

ICt: ' v .-- t - _ -E-t -- .-- _
_ . T ~~. . I 

Ii - I - -It

I/1HZ
I I

- H- - - -

4 C:u:1C ^ P . . - .-.-.

C

S
1 - - T - - - - - -3 - -

1E+3 -- T-- --- i-i-r-

I E I II2 

I I MZ I I 

.

.3

*1

90 , . .

I I . I 
I I I I I , 

I I5 I I I 1
I I I I I I IT

I I I I I I 

e I I I I I I 

I I I Is I

I I ' I

_ I I I I

3 S mUW u ui
11Hz 

1E+6

C:IS

al 1E+4-
15.

,~~~~E 'w -l ,,,. eMVs,
W ; ; ; t;t= S61 h

S

I I I I I I I .

I I I I I I I i
I I I I I I I_

. , , .1 , , 

I I I I I I 

- 15 i i 4 8 /

. . . . . . I

o .. .. . I . .I 
1IE+2 *1- ** - -

._~~~ . ,. . , , _ w mu m m u muI J J zu US I, E, 1 3 
f/Hz t1Hz

FIGURE. 1.6.26: EIS spectra series (part I) showing the evolution of conductive pathways measured
during an open circuit potential experiment performed on fuel B2 in 95% sat. NaCl solution (continuous
line: fitted data using equivalent circuit shown in FIGURE. I.6.2).

Firstly the bulk resistance, mainly influencing the spectra in the range from 1 to 100 Hz, has
decreased to 20 kQ due to penetration of the solution in the bulk material. Furthermore a
decrease of the impedance at the low frequency limit with time is observable as is expected
for the formation of a conductive pathway to the underlying brass. Also in the phase angle
plot the development of a further minimum at 100 Hz with time is seen, which is also
attributed to conductive pathways. The existence of conductive pathways was also proved
for specimen B4. Impedance spectra taken during this experiment show also indications for
conductive pathways FIGURE 1.6.27.

An optical examination of sample B4 after 1000 h immersion in NaCI solution shows attacked
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and non-attacked regions on the surface. The protected areas always have pits at their
centers (FIGURE 1.6.28). These pits may be mouth's of conductive pathways to the
underlying brass, which protects the fuel cathodically.
It follows that the corrosion potential of U02 fuel can be shifted to a potential region in which
the dissolution of U02 is solubility controlled [97SUN/SHO, 92SHO/SUN] if the fuel is in
contact with less noble metal.
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| - - - I .-i - - -r - -V

R 1Ev4 __'_ 1 

FIGURE. L.6.27: EIS spectra measured during an open circuit potential experiment performed on fuel B4
in 95 % sat. NaCI solution

200 jm

FIGURE. 1.6.28: Optical microscopy of irradiated fuel () after 1000 at open circuit potential n 95%
saturated NaCl solution. Overall view showing reflective and dark zones of protected and attacked
surfaces. In the center of each reflective zone s a pit (mouth of a conductive pathway?) that cathodically
protects the surrounding area.

Open circuit otentials of spent UO, fuel

Due to the problems occurred during the first tests the next set of specimen were prepared
very carefully. Only thick pieces ( > 3 mm) of fuel were mounted and embedded in resin.
After. polishing all locations, where cracks may appear (border fuel/resin; resin PE-holder) got
a second resin sealing.

The results obtained from these experiments are summarized in TABLE 1.6.5.
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In addition to the previous performed experiments also the initial open circuit potential ER
was measured before the specimens were cathodically polarized for surface cleaning.

The initial potentials are in the range of 291 MVsHE to 384 mVSHE. The highest potential was
found for the U02-fuel with the highest burn-up of 53.1 GWd/t. No significant difference was
detected between granite groundwater and 95% saturated NaCI solution. The initial
potentials are also in good agreement with the open circuit potentials obtained from
unirradiated U02.

Furthermore the maximal and the mean free corrosion potential, 'Ec"E and ""nEo,, are
given in TABLE 1.6.12. The latter was calculated if possible at the end of an experiment over
at least 5 h. In case of sudden potential break down the data until this point were used for the
calculation (also at least 5 h). The potentials obtained are approximately 100 - 180 mV lower
than the initial potentials. The most likely reason for this behaviour is a penetration of
electrolyte into the fuel specimen with time, which leads to an increasing defect area with
time. Therefore two contrasting processes occur. Firstly a potential increase due to the free
corrosion potential of the fuel and secondly a potential decrease due to an increasing
galvanic coupling. In this case the open circuit potential-time curve must have an extreme. All
potential-time curves measured (Appendix 6, FIGURES 9-13 show a potential maximum
after 30 to 60 h. In case of fuel B4 with the highest bum-up this maximum or potential break
down was reached faster in 0.5 to 8 h.

It seems that due to fuel restructuring more cracks and microcracks are available to form
conductive pathways to the metal backing. Defect specimens were also detected with
impedance spectroscopy (grayish rows in TABLE 1.6.5). These problems does not occur at
this extend during the experiments done on CANDU fuel (maximal bum-up 11 GWdlt) at
AECL [96SHO/SUNJ. But nevertheless for one experiment the authors also assume a
galvanic coupling to the base metal.
The most reliable data are the initially measured potentials followed by the " E. values.

However, corrosion rates were calculated from the potentials using the calibration curve
obtained from combined potential measurements and solution analysis (FIGURE 1.6-32).
The initial corrosion rates are in the range of 1.4 to 20 mg(m 2 d) and for the mEcw data the
rates are between 0.04 to 0.6 mg/(m2d).

Onen circuit potentials of spent MOX fuel
MOX-fuel shows in 95% sat. NaCI solution a very low maximal corrosion potential of -225
mVSHE (TABLE 1.6.5 and Appendix 6, FIGURE 14). The potential curve is very smooth and
impedance spectra taken during the experiment show no indication for conductive pathways,
but an additional phase angle minimum in the low frequency region may indicate an
additional layer or reaction.
Open circuit potential measurements performed on pure PuO 2 electrodes [98WEG] show
also free corrosion potentials between -190 mVSHE and -300 mVSHE.

Taking into account the MOX fuel structure (FIGURE 1.6.13) the electrode is not
homogeneous but heterogeneous. Areas of Pu-rich agglomerates are surrounded by the
normal U02 phase. Therefore a galvanic coupling between the different phases seems to be
possible. As a result a mixed potential between the free corrosion potentials of the pure
phases, Pu-rich agglomerate and U02, will be obtained. This also influences the dissolution
rates. The corrosion rate of the nobler partner (0 2) will be decreased while the other (Pu-
rich agglomerate) will dissolve faster. In case of different active surface areas of the two
materials the material with the larger surface will be less affected than that with the smaller
one. Such an effect was observed during the leaching tests on spent fuel rodlets with pre-set
defects. However, to prove this hypothesis more and detailed investigations are necessary.
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TABLE. 1.6.5: Overview of the free corrosion potentials measured on spent fuel and unirradiated U0 2 .

fuel conditions fre corron potential corwion ate

reducton xpoation of andcCTBe line to E dt

MN burn aneetrolyt 91 M T -E* My n_ m"axmnes
GWdl ppm pH C mVa. mVE mV.E mg-m'( ignnid' mmt-d" 'rmmr

.c2 7.6 222 379 24 162 17 0.11 0.03 (22)'

UO) 46.2 IN 2 8 22-28 291 209 1.4 0.56 0.13 (4)

MOX 21.1 5%eAt NaC 2 7.2 2- -225 -272

Los IO4ndtSf 0.05 .4 23 296 1.6 1.3

W2r10k 0.06 7.7 W 364 346 11.2 6.7 5.8
0.05 7.5 _ 328 4.0 17.5

UO*%n Mt1411 G.8 22 226 200 + 021 0.1
2 6 299 297x 1.7 1.6

02 6 26 254 0.5

10a at N1ai 3.4 3.8 25 543 527; 1940 1220
02 3. 26 373 14

stacs Wa Ad -.0. 5anT

Estimation of free corrosion potential errors

To estimate the maximal error of the corrosion potentials measured using brass backings for
spent fuel electrodes a simplified corrosion model was developed. This model was used to
calculate E,. when different measured free corrosion potential E,, of brass, gold coated
brass and gold were used as input parameters. Also the influence of the conductive glue and
the electrolyte was tested.

The input parameters and results are given in TABLE 1.6.6 for an assumed free corrosion
potential of the fuel of 350 mVSHE- In case of pure brass (MS58) the potential error can reach
-193 mVSHE in 95% sat. NaCI solution and -70 mVsm in synthetic groundwater. Using gold or
gold coated brass specimen the errors can be reduced to approximately 60 mV in 95% sat.
NaCI solution and to approximately 20 mV in synthetic groundwater.

Therefore in future experiments gold-coated metal will be used as backing material for spent
fuel electrodes and to get a better impregnation a vacuum/pressure procedure will be used.
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TABLE 1.6.6: Estimation of the maximum errors of free corrosion potential measurements on spent fuel
performed with different metal contacts in chloride containing media. All calculations were done using the
simplified corrosion model.

initial end max mean(>5h) estimated

electrolyte specimen Ecorr Ecorr Ecort Ecorr AEcorr (35OmV..)
mVSHE mVSHE mVSHS mVsHE mV

simulated pure gold 305 300 320 315 <1

gold coated MS58 411 471 471 462 7

gold coated MS58

(partially covered 210 214 258 214 -2with conductive
glue)

gold coated MS58
(complete covered 176 103 -19
with conductive
glue)

pure brass (MS58) -5 -5 -70

9 e NaCI gold coated MS58 463 582 582 543 35

gold coated MS58
(partially covered 65 -11 65 5 -50
wit conductive
glue)

pure M858
(complete covered 125 7 -63
with conductive
glue)

pure MS58 -345 -200 -160 -190 -193

Parameter used for the estimation of AEcorr(350mVsH):

Electrode: Fuel: Metal:

corrosion corrosion
area: Ae. = 0.5 cm2 potential: Ecathr = 350 mVsHE potential: mean Ecu

corrosion
current

thickness: dj = 3 mm density: !=.ftw = 1 nA/cm2 gold: o = 10 nA/cm2

resistance of
fuel: Rb,,=15klQ brass: i,msS=I16 nA/cm2

resistivity of Tafel Tafel
fuel: P = 250 Q m slopes: b,,f = 80 mV slopes: bA, = 120 mV

resistance of
pore: RpW = 100 kQ bf= = 250 MVbcg| = 60 mV
resIstiVIty ot relative
electrolyte: Pd = 0.8 Q-m defect size: ALA,, = 0.047%
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Potentiostatic simulation of the effect of oxidants

The effect of oxidants on corrosion rates was evaluated at FUB. The potential at the interface
of the semiconductors U02 SIMFUEL or spent fuel and an aqueous redox solution depends
on the concentration of oxidants in solution, because the Fermi level of U02 is shifted, by the
Fermi level of the redox system of the contact solution. The electrode potential can be
adjusted by shifting the Fermi level of U02 by potentiostatic polarization (FIGURE 1.6-29).

souon

EL/<

EL: level of conduction band

EF,SC: Fermi-level of semiconductor

Ev: level of valence band
EF,RS: Fermi-level of redox system

energy (-E)

E .

Eve O'.3 
_@11

E d3o

FIGURE .1.6-29: Shift of Fermi-level EFsc and conductivity and valence bands in contact with an
electrolytic system in absence (solid lines) and presence of applied anodic overvoltage (dashed line)

Potentiostatic simulation of the effects of oxidants is used to obtain reliable data in systems
with rapidly varying oxidant concentrations. For example the dissolution rate of U02 is
enhanced in presence of Fe(lIl) - or MnO; ions for example by the reaction

U02 + 2/3 MnO4- + 16/3 H+ ) U22+ + 2/3 Mn2+ 8/3 H20 (1.6-11)

At the beginning (t1) the MnOj concentration and therefore the cathodic current density is
higher than at a later time (t2). By this way the corrosion potential (U1, U2) as well as the
corrosion rates decreases with decreasing cathodic current density (FIGURE 1.6-30).
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FIGURE .6-30: Effect of the decrease in concentration of oxidizing species on corrosion potentials in
dosed system: left. Schematic view: Partial current densities In presence of MnO.-. U1 and U2 are the
corrosion potentials at t 1 and t2 respectively. right: Experimental data: Change of corrosion potential of
a U0 2 -electrode after addition of 0.01 M KMnO 4 at 250 C, pH = 1, with time
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Corrosion rates at applied Dolarization voltage

Corrosion rates were obtained from the radiochemical (LSC) or photometrical (arsenazo ll)
solution analyses of dissolved uranium. For electrochemically simulating the effects of
oxidants the measurements were carried out at specific polarization voltages. In FIGURE
1.6-31 the corrosion rates in a redox system as a function of the corrosion potential are
compared with corrosion rates under applied potentials.
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FIGURE 1.6-31: Comparison between corrosion rates depending on potentials, obtained from adding a
redox system and also from potentiostatic polarization

To achieve a given corrosion rate, the necessary applied potentials are much higher than the
corrosion potentials. This difference is due to a potential drop at the space charge region of
the semiconductor Er = Eea - Edroo. The potential-drop corrections are performed by
impedance measurements according to Rtow = Rbulk + Rpd with Rbk being the resistance of
the U0 2 - pellet, Rpr is the polarization resistance an Edp is the potential drop given by

Edrop = imeas Re with Re1 = f(E) (1.6-12)

By comparing the corrected corrosion rates (FIGURE 1.6-31) originating from specific redox
media with those from applied potentials the precision of the method is to be seen.

Calibration of Dotential vs. corrosion rates

A calibration curve (FIGURE 1.6-32) was obtained by measuring the corrosion potentials in
bentonite pore water, sat. chlorine and bromine solutions with the addition of various
oxidizing species. Additional data were obtained by potentiostatic measurements, corrected
by impedance procedures.
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FIGURE .6-32: calibration curve for determining the corrosion rates from potentials at U0 2 at
250 C.The specific systems used:O.O1M K2Cr 2O7 pHI in sat. NaCI, O.O1M KMnO4 pHI in sat. NaCI, sat.
bromine in sat. NaCl, 1 atm chlorine in sat. NaCL The electrochemical measurements (El and E2, two
different electrodes),carried out in sat. NaCI

The fact that a single calibration curve is valid for sat. NaCI solution and for bentonite pore
water, demonstrates that besides temperature only the composition of the U0 2 surface and
the electrical surface potential dominates the corrosion rates. Using calibration curves
corrosion rates can be predicted from the corrosion potential of U0 2 electrodes, From
equation 1.6-8 it can be seen, that there is a linear relationship between the logarithm of the
polarization resistance and the polarization voltage, the slope of which delivers ba as 80 mV
jof can be obtained from the intersection of the straight line with the ordinate. So corrosion
current densities (corrosion rates) at corrosion potentials are to be calculated from
impedance measurements alone.
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FIGURE 1.6-33: Capacity vs. corrected potential in sat. NaCI solution at 250 C
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Furthermore by applying the well known capacitor formula (C = EOA) to the C-values

resulting from impedance measurements (s. FIGURE 1.6-33) the thickness d of the relevant
layer is found to be approximately 0.13 nm [with C=104 F; = 25; F- = 8.85 1 0.12 Fm-1 and A =
0.6cm2] the crucial point being the value of the dielectric number (e = 25). This corresponds
to the thickness of a monolayer. One may conclude that there is not an extended space
charge region in the fuel.

Influence of the radiolysis Droduct HOq on UO? corrosion
In order to measure the corrosion of U02 influenced by H202 accurately the primary difficulty
is the necessity to keep the H202 concentration constant. The H202 concentration is
decreased by consumption in redox reactions, by nitrogen bubbling or by decomposition of
H202

l ! ams ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~N2 bubbling

S~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~S

H2 02 addition

200 Tbrae / h a1 - 2 4 & _
a 2 4 a 8 10 o t

FIGURE I.6-34: Corrosion potential of U0 2 O.1M FIGURE I.6-35: potential of platinum electrode
H202 9S% sat. NaCI solution O.1M H202 with bubbling of nitrogen

Under practical conditions of a waste repository on the other hand the H202 concentration is
kept constant due to radiolysis of water. Therefore, all the corrosion rates of U02 were
determined by electrochemical measurements alone (determination of potentials) on
condition that a relevant calibration curve (potential vs. corrosion rate) obtained from
radiochemical measurements was available. By this procedure the obstacles mentioned
above could be circumvented.
The potential measurements on U02 had to be carried out in presence of 0.1 M H202
(conditions: 95% sat. NaCI solution, 250C, nitrogen saturation, FIGURE 1.6-35). Before
adding H202 nitrogen bubbling was stopped. At the beginning the potential increased to 620
mV (SHE). According to the calibration curve in FIGURE 1.6-32 this potential corresponds to
a corrosion rate of 27 g/d-m2 . Due to the decreasing H202 concentration, the potential
dropped to 510 mV (SHE) after 10 h. The corresponding corrosion rate is 1.2 gd-rn. In case
of permanent nitrogen bubbling the corrosion rate is smaller because of the total expulsion of
H202 from the solution (97GRA/LOI].
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Influence of Carbonate on corrosion of UOZ
FIGURE 1.6-36 shows the shift of corrosion rates of U02 to higher values caused by addition
of carbonate. The shifting depends on the amount of carbonate added.
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FIGURE I.6-36: Comparison of calibration curves for U02 corrosion rates vs. potential in presence and
absence of carbonate

The shift of corrosion rates in presence of carbonate is due to the difference in the Standard
Free Activation Enthalpies. Using the generally accepted symbols (see Appendix 8) for the
well-known Butler-Volmer equation it follows:

azFAfp

ja =+ZFkarrede RT (1.6-13)

-AG_ # -AGO# oFAAa a __

with ka = kge RT it follows: ja = +zFke e RT Fre (1.6-14)

Inserting A + AMB = E and after logarithmation it can be written:

Inja = ln(zFk ) AGa A + zFE(1.6-15)
a ~ RT RT RT

According to equation (Eq 1.6-15) the slopes of the curves in FIGURES 1.6-36 are equal. If in
case of hydrogen standard electrode ASU = 0, it follows

i-lid il AG.2 2) (1.6-16)

resulting in:
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RT4,1 =AG:24AG 0 1
\Ja2 E

(1.6-17)

(for instance, in case of U02- Electrodes in sat. NaCl solution without and with 0,01 M
Carbonate the difference is -4kJ/mol, with 0,1 M Carbonate it is -10 kJ/mol). The crucial point
of this calculation is the fact, that rd was considered to be independent of temperature. The
Standard Free Activation Enthalpy can be calculated from corrosion experiments on U02 at
different temperatures:

3

l-Adon: sat NaCI, aH7.

i-2P ' ot bosta experkmuit
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otenli / nV (SHE)
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FIGURE 1.6-37: Calibration curves for corrosion on U0 2 In sat. NaCI solution at 25 and 90'C

For temperature T. it is:

T ~AGO" 0 ZF((8T crzFE
lnfa = ln(zFkored ---- + (1.6-18)

ard RT, RT. RT.

For a temperature difference (T1, T2) it follows with (A07B)Tr (AVB)T2 and (AYpB)T2 corrected

to (APB)TI = 0 it follows:

_AGo# T.( T,Iniit - +E(mT.-m 2) (1.6-19)

with Cm; ZF = 1 , resulting in:
TRj b.
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AGa = In j-' A +( _"hi _T2 (1.6-20)

From the experiments performed it can by calculated:

Carbonate free solution: AG° = 158 kJ/mol

with 0.01 M carbonate: = 154 kJ/mol

with 0.1 M carbonate: = 148 kJ/mol

Relation between corrosion potential and Eh
The geochemical environment of nuclear waste disposal is generally characterized by the
Eh-value as a master variable, relevant for Pourbaix-diagrams, used for speciation of redox
sensitive radionuclides. But very often the Eh-value is also considered under the aspect of
influencing corrosion, U02 corrosion for instance, when spent fuel is present as radwaste.
The Eh-value is defined as the cell voltage of a distinct cell, the left side of which is the
Standard Hydrogen Electrode (SHE).
Therefore the Eh-value describes the electrode potential at equilibrium. But at equilibrium
there isn't any corrosion any more. Since the electrode potential at equilibrium Ea is the sum
of voltage potential, diffusion-and contact potential it is:

Eh = Eg = El-E(SHE) = AP + diff + Eont AV (1.6-21)

For a redox-system

sox + ' 4' Srad (1.6-22)

Aq can be calculated from Nemst equation neglecting EDif and Econt and using the

generally known symbols for an indifferent Pt-electrode

o +RT~nK RT ____oxEh - Ap= + F + (S ) (1.6-23)
nF nF ia(Sred)

For a redox system, which depends on pH, as for instance

Sox + ne- + mH+ 4* Sred (1.6-24)

it is: Eh (So. / Srd ) + RT In _(sox) + m *nE(H+) (1.6-25)

The Eh-value for the U02+ 1 U 4 -electrolyte system (Pt-electrode) is:

Eh(U4+ 1 UOq+) = AO0 (U4+ UO +) + RTnK-+ RT-hi ( +) 2*2303- RT pH
2F 2F If(U 4 +) F p

(I. 6.26)
4+ ~~~~~~~~~~~~2+If (U4+) is constant due to presence of U02 solid and also (UO2 )due to saturation

then 4h (U4+ 1 U022+ ) will be strictly linear to pH, on condition that dp= dT =0°
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The UO - Electrode

For (UO2)5 < - U22 + 2 e it is:

Eh (U0 2 / U022+) = E0 (U0 2 / UO22+) + RT In a ( UO2
2+) (1.6-27)

Therefore, for a U02 electrode dipping into the same solution it is:

Eh (0 2 / UO2
2+) Eh (U4+/UO 2

2+/Pt) = Eh (el /el'/ Pt ) (1.6-28)

In this case the U0 2 electrode shall be considered as a metallic electrode.

The corrosion otential

For corrosion the corrosion potential is of highest importance. The corrosion potential is
defined as the distinct potential, at which the anodic current density, that means the
corrosion current density, equals the amount of the relevant cathodic current density

ja = |jk| (1.6-29)

Taking Butler-Volmer's equation into consideration

In ja -=n 1j+ aRTF(E-Eai) (1.6-30)

I_ 0 atkIZkIF (a
|nl kI n RT ( EgJ (1.6-31)

it can easily be verified that the following equation is valid:

(Inj -- In j JRT aaz a ak Zk (16-2
E + aa = a 'I + ak -kEk (1.6-32)

F(aaza +ak Zk|) aaZak Zkl | aa Za + rk |Z I

Equation (1.6-32) demonstrates, that the rest potential or corrosion potential Eco, is linear to
the redox potential of the redox system at equilibrium. The curve of various rest potentials vs.
the relevant redox potentials at equilibrium is a straight line, but the crucial point is the fact,
that In I jk I has to be assumed to be constant in this case. This assumption cannot be
accepted because In I kI differs for the various redox systems at equilibrium. But due to the
mathematical form in which In jk0l exists the first term of equation can be considered to be
approximately constant.

For a given specific redox system giK must be constant, in order to get a constant Em . This
condition demands that the concentration of the oxidant must be high enough in order not to
be changed by the running redox process. Due to this fact the superiority of electrochemical
procedures is verified again, which can simulate Ego by applying a potential E, guaranteeing
its constant value.

From the relevant calibration curve i,, can be obtained for each E,,, which is to be got from
E due to equation (1.6-32). Therefore i is to be directly gained from EK$ If EgIK is linearly
related to pH, then i,. can be obtained even from pH-values. But it should be always kept in
mind, that for all these procedures suitable calibration curves must be available, being
specific for the systems under investigation. The most important conditions to be looked at
are the fact that Eva has to be the same value for the specific system, otherwise the relevant
calibration curve is changed.
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WP 1.8 (NEW) INVESTIGATIONS INTO CORROSION ON ZIRCONIUM AND ON
ZIRCALOY-4

Since all the investigations into corrosion of SIMFUEL planned within the frame of this project
could not be carried out due to the bad quality of the SIMFUEL pellets delivered, which
always brittled, studies on corrosion of zircaloy-4 in brines were performed instead. Zircaloy-
4 is the cladding of spent fuel elements, generally used, and its corrosion behaviour towards
brines should be tested due to the fact that this material is the only remaining one, which
could delay spent fuel corrosion after the break down of the Pollux container.

Experimental details

The corrosion rates were measured either by weighing the mass loss or by radio-analytical
methods, which manufactured zirconium electrodes were irradiated for by thermal neutrons
for 200h (¢ =8.0 1013 S-_cm 2) and mounted into a Teflon holder. Afterwards the electrodes
were dipped into the relevant solutions. The corrosion rates were determined by continuous
measurements of y -radiation in the solutions (95Zr obtained from irradiated 94Zr emits two y -
lines, s. FIGURE 1.8-1.)

The y-line of 96Zr (0.724 MeV) was used and according to the counts obtained from different
calibration solutions the relevant mass losses were determined.

94 ( 95 a 65 d % 0-43tiMev

40 40 r-%Mm36 eV

2%\
r0 °890MeV\ 7-0,75 MeV

\ 7" ~r0,724MeV

4t t3 \0,235 MeV

100%4

7-0,765MeV

FIGURE LB-I.: Block diagram of 95Zr decay

Electrochemical procedure
Measurements at rest potentials and applied potentials were carried out. The rest potential
towards a AgIAgCI reference electrode were measured continuously in brines for 160 h at
least. The electrodes were pretreated by etching them in a mixture of HF I HNO3 / H20
(1:4:5). This treatment influences the electrochemical behaviour of the electrodes.

Investigations without activating the electrodes by neutrons were performed to detect any
corrosive attack on the surface of the electrode by applying optical microscopy.
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Attempting to measure the corrosion rate by weighing the mass loss no relevant mass losses
could be obtained at all (below 5 pm/a ). These results are in accordance with those from
neutron activation energy.

Discussion of the results

FIGURE 1.8-2 show the corrosion rates of titanium, zirconium, Ti99.8Pd alloy and Zircaloy-4
in saturated NaCI solution at different temperatures. All the measurements were carried out
at rest potentials. Under these conditions the values of corrosion rates are in the range from
0.1 to 0.4 pr/a.

FIGURE 1.8-2: Corrosion rates of Zirconium and Titanium at corrosion potential

The corrosion rates of Titanium, T99.8Pd, Zirconium and Zircaloy-4 will be within a small
range, If the measurements are carried at corrosion potentials (see above). However the
relevant results obtained from potentiostatic experiments differ to a greater extent (FIGURE
1.8-3).
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0
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1 E-2 4-
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-U Zircafoy-4: 25'C <-- T190.SPd: 257C
-w- Zircwloy-4: 5'C - T92.8P: 55C

1000

FIGURE 1.8-3: Corrosion on Ti99.8Pd and Zircaloy-4

The corrosion rates of Zircaloy-4 increase drastically in the area of higher potentials in
contrast to Ti99.8Pd, the corrosion rates of which are lower than 2prn/a. The following
FIGURES (1.6-4a-f) show the formation of the oxide layer and its thickness on zircaloy-4
electrodes in saturated NaCI solution with time and potential at various temperatures ( 250C,
550 C, 8000).

111



a)n at Na 25 Cat2VC
2

E 2

C

.1

31

.4 100

.2 0

2 ' _; .___ _*_ 02--;_____ - -100

.6 ~~~~~~~~- -200

.6, _--- .300

.4 i 40D

>E

O ID

1
0 50 100 160 200

Time I h
250 300

h ML NaaRo atSC b)

Z4. - - m *- -.---- -2, nmt _

E 2 .f .

1.6 - - -. -= _. ___,__

1.4 - , , I , I ,
-400 -300 -200 -100 0 100

PoenIal I mV (SHE)

i s NAle tC d)
.

2.4 --__ _ __ __

E 22 " m 19

j 2
__M_

12'f_
500 -400 -300 -200 -100 0 100

Potntial I mV (SE)

h nst Nsa-m at 65'C C)
2.4

22

e 2-

I1.A

A.i

enn

I3aM-wa 17|- w 0* 1W

w~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~ B . O
J. _ t

, _ _ _ ~~~~~~~~~~~- 0

I

D

i 

I

8 1.6' - -3

1.4 ' -400

12 I , I , , I I -50
0 50 100 160 200 250 3-w 350

Time I h

h sa NdlMd a WC e)

9:6LS ______- 0 : 0

= =

I C

k
.

C.

MU
+-200 

5 -300 
1._._---- ---- '--'-' .+40-

; | , | , . 1 4w

'*

i $d N*a-gcianat WC f)
3 

m -1,7 n/VV M

E Z6 tw |

I I ------ '1
1 1.57 _ _

.1,,,,,,, 
-| 0 400 -300 -200 -100 0

Pdtentbal I mV (SHE)
0 50 100 160

Tm I h
200 250

FIGURE L8-4 a-f: Formation of oxide layer and Its thickness on zraoy-4 electrode in saturated NaCI
solution

It can be seen that at all temperatures the relevant oxide layer is built up after approximately
50 h, its increase per volt varying from 1.7 nm over 1.9 nm to 2.1 nm for 80°C, 550C, and
250C respectively.
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WP 11. RADIONUCLIDE RETENTION DURING SPENT
FUEL DISSOLUTION

WP 11.1.1- SPENT FUEL AND SIMFUEL (CO-)PRECIPITATION TESTS

In order to determine upper concentration limits for radionuclides under disposal conditions,
coprecipitation tests were performed with spent fuel ((FZK,ENRESA) and SIMFUEL
(ENRESA-CIEMAT) in various groundwaters.
Experimental set-up
A few mg of a high burnup spent fuel sample or of SIMFUEL were dissolved entirely in aqua
regia (for sample composition see solid phase characterisation"). An aliquot of this solution
was added under Argon (or Nitrogen in case of SIMFUEL) via a syringe into a borosilicate
glass reaction vessel containing the groundwater. The reaction vessel was equipped with two
valves. Air intrusion during liquid transfer and later sampling was avoided by passing the
syringe through one valve while letting the inert gas stream in through the other. The
resulting solution had a pH of about 1. The pH was adjusted by the addition of NaOH to
relevant pH ranges between 5 and 12. The pH adjustment resulted in the precipitation of a
yellow solid phase. Solution samples were taken in regular time intervals filtered by 0.22 pm
filters but without ultrafiltration. At test termination the final solution sample was ultrafiltered.

In order to analyze the precipitation process in detail, certain experiments were performed in
an excess of Uranium (ratio of U to other radionuclides higher than in real spent fuel). If
coprecipitation prevails, the higher U-concentrations should lead to lower radionuclide
concentrations in solution.

Results for spent fuel
Experimental concentrations of Sr, Am, Cm, Eu, Np, Pu and U during coprecipitation process
in the pH range 5 - 12.0 are reported for 5 m NaCI solution. Results are included in
FIGURES. 11.1-1-4, comparing both solution concentrations of radionuclides resulting from
spent fuel dissolution experiments with powders" and pellets" (data from this project and
from previous EU project [97GRALOI]). Results form coprecipitation tests performed in the
presence of an excess of uranium are denoted U+SP, ultrafiltered samples are denoted by

FUP.
For all radionuclides except Sr (not shown) a significant decrease of concentrations was
observed. Sr concentrations remained nearly constant. Apparent equilibrium concentrations
were achieved within less than 10 days and remained constant until test termination.
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FIGURE 11.1.1 Am conc. from leaching and coprecipitation SF test n saline solutions.

Similar trends in the pH dependence of the apparent equilibrium concentrations were
observed for Am, Cm and for Eu. Trivalent actinides (Am, Cm) and rare earth elements (Eu,
Nd, La, Ce) have also been found to behave alike during spent fuel dissolution [94GRA/LOI,
95LOIIGRA], due to their similar chemical properties. Data from the previous SF dissolution
tests [97GRAfLOI] and from the present coprecipitation tests resemble each other in the
trend with pH. The FIGURE 11.1.1 shows that apparent equilibrium concentrations of Am
decrease with pH.

The apparent equilibrium concentrations of coprecipitation tests were in most cases lower
than the solubilities of pure Am(OH) 3 , Cm(OH)3 or Eu(OH)3 for this system as has been
reported for SF dissolution tests. For comparison, experimental data for the pure phase
solubility of Am(OH) 3 93RUNI are included. However, in SF experiments Am data were
close to solubility values of Am(OH)3 between pH 8 and 10. The comparison of pure phase
solubility data with the results of our experiments should be taken cautiously, since literature
solubility data normally vary by orders of magnitude, depending on degree of crystallinity and
in some cases also on the thermodynamic methods of deriving solubility products of
measured solution data.

Np concentrations obtained are plotted FIGURE 11.1.2 together with data obtained in the
leaching experiments of SF. Comparison is made with the solubility of NpO2OH(aged)
measured by Runde 93RUN] and with the calculated solubility of this phase using the
solubility products and conditional hydrolysis constants taken from the literature [95NEC/FAN].
Measured concentrations are similar for spent fuel dissolution and precipitation tests,
indicating achievement of equilibrium states. In the absence of the results from precipitation
tests, it was not clear, whether solution concentrations of Np would raise with time. The
results of the precipitation tests show that this is not the case. Higher concentrations are
unstable and lead to precipitation. This shows that precipitation tests are an effective tool for
the determination of upper concentration limits for radionuclides. On the other hand it is not
yet clear which phase controls this upper concentration limit. Solubility of pure
NpO2OH(aged) is orders of magnitude higher than this value.
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FIGURE 11.1.2 Np conc. from leaching and coprecipitation tests in saline solution

Comparison of Pu concentration values with those SF leaching test vs. pH is shown in
FIGURE 11.1.3. No attempt has been made to determinate the valence state of dissolved Pu
under these conditions and, therefore, solubility constraints are not well defined. By
comparing our EhIpH measurements with the EhIpH stability diagram for various aqueous
Pu-species [92CAPNIT] we may assume that Pu(OH)40 would be the dominant solution
species.
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FIGURE II.13 Pu conc. from SF, SIMFUEL experiments in saline solutions
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FIGURE I.1.4 U concentration from SF, SIMFUEL, U0 2 , U-Pu experiments In saline solutions.

However, this is only valid if the a-radiation field is low and C0 complexation can be
ignored. Not only the redox state of solution species is uncertain also the solid phases may
contain either Pu(IV) or Pu(VI).

Equilibrium concentrations of U(VI) obtained in SF precipitation tests are similar to those
found in the inactive experiments performed under similar condition (FIGURE 11.1.4)
[95QUIIGRA, 96QUI/GRA, 98DIAJGRA]. The U(VI) concentrations determined in SF
dissolution tests were in most cases lower than in precipitation test [94GRA/LOI,
95LOVGRA]. Within a relatively large scatter in the data, a similarity between the apparent
equilibrium concentrations of both in leaching test of SF, and the two types of coprecipitation
experiments the U concentrations in equilibrium with Na-polyuranate were observed. This
indicates that Na-polyuranates are the solubility controlling phases under the present
experimental conditions.

Results from SIMFUEL

Coprecipitation experiments of SIMFUEL were performed in GBW and saline solutions.
Experime,ntal conditions are given in Appendix 3. GBW used has the composition that could
have a granite groundwater supersaturated in bentonite 96MARtMELJ. The tests were
performed under oxidising conditions. The initial supersaturated solution had the same mole
fraction (related to U) as in SIMFUEL.

Results of U steady state concentration obtained in GBW are given in FIGURE 11.1.5. During
the tritation process a yellow solid phase was precipitated in all the experiments. This phase
formed explained the decrease of U concentration in solution. XRD analyses showed a Na-
polyuranate type phase as the main solid formed. As can be observed, for pHs higher than 8
the U steady state concentration is around 10 moVkg H2 0. The trials were performed, under
atmospheric conditions and due to carbonate complex formation, an increase in U steady
state concentration in the pH range of 7 to 9 is detected.
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FIGURE 11.1.5 Steady state U concentration in GBW.

Results from Sr and Ba steady state concentrations in GBW are given in FIGURE 11.1.6.
Initial average concentration for each element is plotted as dotted lines. As can be observed,
there is a low influence of colloid formation in steady state concentration for both elements.
For pH > 7 a decrease respect to the initial concentration are measured. In case of Ba in all
tests the steady state concentrations undergo a high reduction, i.e. for pH > 8 the reduction is
higher than two orders of magnitude.

In SIMFUEL coprecipitation experiments performed in saline media the U concentration
values at pseudo-equilibrium conditions are included in FIGURE 11.1.4 for the samples
filtered by 0.22 Alm and for the samples filtered by membranes of nominal pore size of 1.8nm
(ultrafiltration).

Precipitation ratios of the minor elements of SIMFUEL in solution are shown in TABLE 11.1.1.
Precipitation ratios are calculated as the ratio between initial and final concentration values.
The average of the last five concentration values is provided. Those signed by a*, represent
concentrations lower than detection limits.

TABLE 11,1.1. Precipitation ratios of the minor elements of SIMFUEL. Experiments performed In Sm
NaCI solutions. *: the precipitation ratio was calculated, when possible, by considering the last concentration value
obtained.

pH Precipitation ratio
Ba Ce La Mo Nd Pd Rh Ru Sr Y Zr

7.4 1.87 3.24 2.50 20.53 2.41 14.23 21.98 3.88 1.45 2.87 97.03
±0.1 2.12 6.03 4.51 57.9* 7.98 22.9 132.9 7.76 1.03 8.1* 79.1*
8.3 69.73 225.9* 132.6* * 668.9 13.6 14.89 62.7* 2.55 * 188.3
±0.2 13.8 118* 150* 1.5 841 9.7* 142* 27* 1.95 53* 309*

3.8 131 321* 5.49 737* 73.5* 145* 69* 1.61 * 291
9.3 5.86 * 10.5 * 31..9 * 1.28 10.6* *
±0.1 3,55 * 4.36 * 39.9 * * 0.55 * 276.4*

2.95 211* 29* 2.75 48* 10.6 * 21* 1.3 23.7* *
12 6.8 9.5 8.2 9.8 10.1 35.4 4.6 74.3 1.89 4.5 375.9
±0.1 16.2 39 1.59 78 4.79 368 60.9 135.4 2.1 27.7* 87.5

By considering the chemical analysis of solid phases it was assumed that if the precipitation
ratio was lower than 2, then the minor element considered was not coprecipitated. Therefore,
Sr does not precipitate, in the experimental conditions considered, for the pH value tested.
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FIGURE 111-6 Steady state concentration of Sr and Ba in GBW

The behaviour of minor elements as function of pH in the coprecipitation tests may be
described as follows: 1) La, Ce, Nd: Massive precipitation in the pH range of 8 < pH < 12. At
pH = 7.4 and at pH = 12 these elements were partially retained in the solid. 2) Zr, Rh, Y and
Pd were retained in the solid phase for all pH values tested. Solubility of these elements
could be controlled by formation of an individual phase [96DIAGAR]. 3) Ru precipitates at all
pH values tested, Precipitation ratio increased in the pH range 7.4<pH<8.3. At pH 2 8.3
precipitation ratio remained constant. 4) Ba is partially precipitated. Precipitation ratios
showed small variation with pH. Ba solubility may be controlled by formation of BaMoO4(s).
5) Mo at pH 7.4 and 12 stayed on the solid phase. Concentration in solution showed a
different behaviour respecting the minor elements described before. For 7.4 < pH < 12 Mo
was found in solution and in solid phase with different precipitation ratios. Mo behaviour is
not well understood due to the lack of thermodynamical data of U(VI)-molybdate phases
[96DIA/GAR].

X ray diffraction of the solids showed that the main phase precipitated was a schoepite type
with Na/U ratio of about 0.3, as was obtained in previous U precipitation experiments
performed in the system Na-CI-U-H 20 198DIA/GRA].
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WP 11.2 COPRECIPITATION WITH DISSOLVED U AND PU

As for SIMFUEL and spent fuel, a similar precipitation experiment was started with solutions
containing only Uranium and Plutonium.

Uranium and Pu concentration in solution versus pH are shown in FIGURE 11.1.4 and
FIGURE 11.2.1 for the experiments performed in 5 m NaCI solutions free of carbonates.
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FIGURE II.2.1 Pu concentration from leaching and coprecipitation of SF and U/Pu tests in saline solutions.

Evolution of plutonium and uranium concentration with time was also studied. FIGURE 11.2.2
shows the uranium and Pu concentration versus time for one of the pH values tested.
Concentration in solution remained almost constant after the first week of precipitation
process for all pH tested. After precipitation process Pu concentration remains about two
orders of magnitude lower than uranium concentration. A comparison with data from SF
coprecipitation experiments showed a good agreement (FIGURE 11.2.1). It seems that Pu
concentration is controlled by Pu(OH)4(s) formation. Nevertheless, Pu thermodynamical
database should be carefully reviewed for better understanding of the system.
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Conclusions from precipitation and coprecipitation tests WP1L1 and WPIL2

The results of WPI1 and WPII;2 show that coprecipitation tests are very useful to determine
upper concentration limits in a given aqueous environment. Starting with high initial
concentrations of radionuclides, precipitation and coprecipitation show, that these
concentrations are not stable, neither for actinides nor for long-lived fission products such as
Pd107 etc. This is important considering the fact, that high radionuclide solubilities are still
used in many repository safety analyses. Additionally, geochemical predictions of
radionuclide solubilities are often very uncertain due to uncertainties in the nature of the solid
phase assumed to control solubility, in its crystallinity (particle size) and in the effect on non-
stoichiometry.
The relevance of coprecipitation tests is demonstrated by the fact that solution
concentrations in this type of tests are often similar to results from dissolution tests with
spent fuel performed under similar conditions. One of the drawback of the present work is
that the solubility-controlling phase is not known. More work is necessary to identify the
crystallographic sites for radionuclide incorporation in various host phases.

WP 11.3 DETERMINATION OF OXIDATION STATES OF PU DURING SPENT FUEL
DISSOLUTION

The mobility of Pu strongly depends on its oxidation state. Pu(V) is rather mobile, Pu(IV) not.
An attempt was made by FZK to determine the oxidation state of Pu during corrosion of
spent fuel (powder, pellet, pellet + Fe) in 95% saturated NaCI-solution at 250C after a total
static corrosion time of at least 1588 days according to the proposal of Neu et
al.[94NEUIHOF]. Aliquots of 250 pl1 of corrosion solutions were added to various organic
solution cocktails to extract the different Pu-species from the aqueous to the organic phase.
After mixing and centrifugation the organic phase was separated. Pu-activities were
measured (a-spectroscopy or liquid scintillation) either by aliquots from the organic phase or
after reextraction of Pu into the aqueous phase.

Since Pu-concentrations in corrosion solutions were rather low (3,8107 molI [spent fuel
powder], 5*100 molAI [spent fuel pellet], 4*1011 mol/I [spent fuel pellet +Fe]), evaluation of
results did not reveal a clear tendency of assignment of Pu oxidation states. In no case was
the distribution of Pu species in solution reproducible.
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WP I EFFECT OF NEAR FIELD MATERIALS

WP 111.1 CO-DISSOLUTION WITH METALLIC IRON

To assess the influence of the corroding container on the fuel matrix dissolution and the
associated release/retention of radionuclides, corrosion experiments in the presence of
iron/iron corrosion products were carried out in bentonite water and saline solutions with
spent fuel, by FZK, with unirradiated U02 by VTT and with SIMFUEL by ENRESACIEMAT.

Long-term test in NaCi solutions with spent U02 fuel pellets and iron

Long-term experiments from previous EU-project 97GRAkLOI] with high bum-up spent fuel
(pellets K 9 and K 4; each 7,5 g; 50 MWd/kgHM) in 95% saturated NaCI-solution in the
absence/presence of 8,5 g metallic iron powder, respectively iron corrosion products were
terminated after 1624 (1619) days. During this time five times samples of solution were
taken. The interval between the end of the experiment and the fourth sampling was 1183
(1181) days. Additionally, radiolytic and fission gases generated during the last interval were
analyzed. FIGURE 111.1 - 1 shows the release of Cs137, Sr9O, Eu144, Am241, R06,
CeI44, Pu239/40 and U238 in terms of FIAP values as a function of time for both test
conditions.
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Figure 111.1 -1: Effect of iron on the dissolution of spent fuel pellets in m NaCI-solution under
anaerobic conditions: Sample K9, 1623 days (left), K4, 1619 days in the presence of 8,5 g Fe powder
(right).

During the whole test about 7*102 % (K 4 + Fe 3*10,3 %) of the matrix was dissolved,
indicated by FIAP values of Sr9O around 7*104 (K4+Fe 3*10.5). In the absence of Fe (Kg)
the matrix dissolved with a constant rate of ca 5*1 0-7/d. FIAP values of all other radionuclides
(except Cs) were between 1 and 3 orders of magnitude lower than Sr. In the presence of Fe
release of Cs137 was higher, whereas FlAP values for all other radionuclides were found to
be in the range between 104 and 10 4 , which indicates strong retention effects, too. During
the interval of 1181 days between the fourth sampling and the end of the experiment the
progress of matrix dissolution seems to stop, as can be seen from FIAP values of Sr9O
(corrosion rate < 1,6*10.9 /d based on Sr9O) and Cs137 which are remaining constant;
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Pu239/40 remains also constant, U238 shows a slight decrease, Am241, Eu1 54, Ru1 06 and
Ce 144 are no more detectable in solution. In TABLE 111.1-1 data (FIAP, reaction rates,
concentrations of radioelements,...) from both tests are summarized.
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Figure HI -2: Dissolution of pellet K 4 for 1619 days in 5 m NaCI-
solution under anaerobic conditions In the presence of 8,5 g Fe powder

TABLE 111.-1: Results from long-term corrosion tests with spent fuel pellets (each
MWd/kgHM) in absence (K9) and presence of corroding container material (K4 + Fe)
solution.

7,5 g; 50
in Sm NaCI-

Pellet K 9 Pellet K4 + Fe

Duration of static test

Reaction rate (FIAP Sr)

Dissolved amount of fuel

H2 pressure during 1088 d

Pu conc. (end)

U conc. (end)

Am conc. (end)

Tc conc. (end)

pH (end), Eh meas. (end)

1697 days

4,6 E-7/d

0,077 %

0,2 bar

5,1 E-10 MoVI

1,5 E- 6 Mol/l

4,3 E-1 1 Mol/

6,4 E - 7 Mottl

10,3; 271 mV

1692 days

< 1 E-9/d

0,003 %

2,75 bar

4,1 E-1 1 Mol/I

2,8 E- 8 Mol/l

<2,1 E-1 I Mol

5,4 E -9 Mo/I

9,45; -1 37mV

The distribution of radionuclides between solid (iron corrosion products, fuel sample,
container wall) and liquid phases was studied and results are shown in FIGURE 111.1 - 2.
The results are similar as those reported for the parallel sample for 1000 days less reaction
time in the last EU-project. Only Cs and Sr were mainly found in solution, Sb was mainly
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sorbed on iron or its corrosion products. The actinide elements are retained to a significant
extent on the sample. An important new result is the very low reaction rate. This may have
been caused by the high pressure of H2 of 2.7 bar, build up during the test allowing for
effective competition with oxidative radiolysis effects.

Spent fuel powder in granite bentonite water

The effect of the presence of iron and its corrosion products on the dissolution behaviour of
spent fuel in granite water was studied using powdered spent fuel samples (notation P3,
2,6 g LWR-UO2 from PWR GosgenICH; 50 MWd/kg U). The samples were washed in
granite water (EGW) for 54 days to remove fines and to dissolve labile radionuclides.
Thereafter the sample was exposed in autoclaves first again to equilibrium granite (EGW)
water for 542 days and then to granite-bentonite (GBW) water for another 209 days. Iron
powder (2,6 g), cladding material (0,7 g), and a metal chip (1,6 g T/Pd: same material as the
liner) were added into the autoclave after washing. The gas phase in the autoclave (ca. 200
ml) was Ar/CO 2 (99,97% / 0,03%). Sampling of solution and of gases (fission and radiolytic
gases) was performed in regular time intervals.

The initial pH of 9.8 shifted to 8.8, and 10.0 after 50, and 196 days and remained constant in
EGW water but decreased after solution exchange with GBW-water to a value of 9.1. The
initial measured Eh shifted from -50 - 400 mVSHE at the moment of solution exchange and
decreased thereafter to -460 mVSHE. FIGURE 111.1-3 shows the released fractions of
radioelements in solution as a function of corrosion time. Released fractions of actinides and
Tc were about 2 orders of magnitude (U) to more than 3 orders of magnitude lower for Pu,
Am, Eu, Np, Sb than in the test in the absence of iron (compare with FIGURE 1.1-8). This
results from sorption and (co)precipitation phenomena. After 542 days corrosion in EGW
water, significant colloidal contribution to total dissolved radionuclides were only found for
Uranium (analyzed by sequential filtration/ultrafiltration). In the absence of iron, significant
colloid generation was observed in EGW-water. The concentrations of other actinides were
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I E-8 weer<o, ~n~
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Fig. 111.1-3: Corrosion of spent fuel powder in synthetic granite water and granite
(bentonite) water in the presence of Fe: Released fractions (non-cumulative) of
radioelements as a function of corrosion time (FZK)
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close to or lower than detection limit. With values of 4-10"11 m for Pu and 7-109 m for U, final
concentrations in 0.45 pm filtered solutions were similar to values obtained by CEA in the
integral test (see below).

The subsequent replacement of granite water by granite-bentonite (GBW) water resulted in
an increase of the dissolved fractions of Pu239/40, Sr9O, Np237, Am241, Eu154, and Tc99
in comparison to the first phase of the test where EGW water was used. Constant or
decreasing release fractions was found for U238. Nevertheless, despite this increase in
solution concentration, retention of Pu239/40, Np237, Am241, Eu154, and Tc99 is still strong
in the presence of iron in granite bentonite water (GBW).
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Mg. E1.-4: Comparison of cumulative Sr and Cs release data from tests with
(sample P3) and without Iron (P4) present (compare Fig. L1-8 with Fig. 11-3)
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Figure I.1-5: Comparison of Kr-release rates vs. Sr release rates during
corrosion of spent fuel powders In GBW (P3,P4) and P1,P2 (NaCI)

A comparison of test results with and without iron present is given in FIGURE 11.1-4 both for
Cs and for Sr. Cs was found to be a good indicator for matrix dissolution both in EGW and in
GBW water in the absence of iron (see discussion of FIGURE 1.1-8 in WP 1.1). Similarly in
the presence of Fe one might expect the same behaviour. In contrast, Sr was found retained
in secondary phases in EGW water, which were redissolved in granite bentonite water.
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At the end of the first test phase in EGW-water, the released fractions of Sr90 (FIAPS ca
6*10'4) were about a factor of 1,5 lower when compared to Fe-free similar tests. The extent
of the increase of F1AP(Sr90) after the replacement of the solution is less pronounced than in
the test with powder P4 in absence of Fe, but the similarity of Sr behaviour with and without
Fe indicates that again, during corrosion in granite (EGW) water, Sr is involved in newly
formed secondary phases, which were dissolved afterwards. This is confirmed by comparing
the released fractions of Kr into the gas phase per day (FIGP/d) with the release rates of Sr
in terms of FIAP/d (FIGURE 111.1 - 5). Representative data points of P3+Fe and for
comparison of samples P1 and P2 (NaCI-solution; previous EU-programme 97GRA/LOI])
are close to the diagonal where Sr- and Kr-release rates are matching.

Additionally, Kr- and Sr release rates measured during the test with powder P4 (no Fe) in
granite bentonite (GBW) water are displayed. It seems that Kr release rates are much lower
than Sr release rates in the absence of Fe than in the presence of Fe, which could be
interpreted by the redissolution of a larger quantity of a Kr free Sr containing precipitated
phase, formed during the first phase of the test performed in granite (EGW) water. Using
both final Cs and Sr data in GBW water as indicator for matrix dissolution it can be concluded
from FIGURE 1111-4 that congruent release has been achieved. A comparison of final
release rates of Cs in tests with and without iron present shows that the matrix dissolution
rate has been slowed down in the presence of iron by at least a factor of 20.

One of the reasons for slowing down reaction rates in the presence of iron may be the
generation of hydrogen as discussed above for NaCI solutions. The amounts of hydrogen per
mass unit of heavy metal (g HM) produced during corrosion tests in the presence of iron
using spent fuel powder P3 in granite bentonite (GBW) water as well as pellets K3 and K4 in
95% saturated NaCI-solution are plotted as a function of the sampling interval in FIGURE
111.1-6. The corresponding amounts of oxygen per g heavy metal (HMJ which were found
simultaneously are displayed, too. The highest amount of H2 about 8*10 MolgHm was found
in the course of corrosion of spent fuel pellet K 4 during the last sampling period of 1088
days, which corresponds to a H2 pressure of 2,75 bar. The amount of oxygen was about 10 7
MO(9HM, which Is near the detection limit and indicate the "totar consumption of the oxygen
mainly by the corrosion of Iron. Higher amounts of H2 were found during corrosion of powder
P3 (2,6 g of fuel; 2,6g Fe) than during experiments with pellets K3 or K4 (7,5g fuel; 8,5g Fe)
which is an indication for an enhanced H2 production when using powders.
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Figure 111.1-6: Amounts of hydrogen and oxygen occurring during
corrosion of spent fuel in the presence of Fe.
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Characterization of solid phases

In the course of 805 days of corrosion in granite and granite/bentonite water, a "cementation"
between the powders of spent fuel and iron and the T/Pd liner was observed. Sampling of
the reacted powder mixture was possible only by using tools such as spatula. A complete
discharge was impossible. An agglomeration of a mixture of corroded powders of fuel and
Fe which is surrounded by a bright reaction zone up to 50 pm in width on the surface of a
TVPd chip is shown in Figure 111.1 - 7. Few particles of the various solid compounds were
isolated for SEM studies outside the shielded cells (maximum dose rate was 10 pSv/h).

Figure M.1-7: Agglomeration of corroded powder of spent fuel and iron
(P3+Fe) surrounded by a reaction zone inherent on a Ti/Pd chip.

Figure 111.1 -8 shows SEM micrographs of particles of the corroded powder mixture of spent
fuel and iron. The image on the right (back-scattered electron image) allows to identify the
spent fuel particles (brightest particles). Less bright particles may represent elements less
heavy than U as iron or its corrosion products or other secondary phases. A part of the iron is
still present in the metallic state, as found by EDX analyses (sphere in the upper part of the
image). Needle like crystals, where Fe and 0 were found may represent Goethite (FeOOH).

I I
Figure 11.14-: SEM micrograpbs of corroded powder mixture of spent fuel and Fe (sample P3) obtained after
805 days of corrosion in granite (EGW) and granite 4bentonite water (GBW); secondary electron image (left),
backscattered electron image (right).

In Figure 111.1 - 9 a newly formed Fe-Mg-O phase (dark area in the center) is shown besides
spent fuel particles and corrosion products of iron is shown. (Secondary electron image on

126



the left, back scattered electron image on the right). SEM micrographs of a part from the
reaction rim are shown in Figure 111.1-10. The leaf like crystal agglomerates consists of Fe,
Si, 0 and Cl.

Figure 11.1-9: Newly formed Mg-Fe-O-Phase (dark crystals, white rectangle point of EDX analyses),
spent fuel particles, corrosion products. Secondary electron mage on the left; back scattered electron
image on the right (bright particles: heavy elements [spent fuel particles], grey or dark particles Fe,
Mg,. containing phases_

Figure m.1-10: SEM micrograph of reaction zone formed during 805 days corrosion of powdered
spent fuel and Fe containing Fe, Si, 0, and Cl in granite (EGW) and ganite bentonite water (GBW).
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The following phases were identified by SEMIEDX so far

Uranium containing phases:

Besides particles of spent fuel (UO2 ,), secondary phases were identified with U, Si, 0, and
with U,Na,CI,O

Fe containing hases:

Metallic Fe-particles were found (spheres ca 3pm) as inserted when starting the experiment,
as well as oxidised Fe. probably Goethite (FeOOH),. This phase is encountered frequently
very close to the fuel particles. It is likely that this Feill phase is formed by action of radiolytic
oxidants. Most part of the reaction rim consists of leave like crystals, containing Fe, Si, 0 and
Cl.

Ma containing phases:

Phases containing Mg are found in the reaction rim as well as inside the fuel powder
agglomerates; they consist of Mg(Fe)O and Mg, Na and 0. In this phase, Fe is probably in
the oxidation state 11, hence, this phase is likely to be formed also in the absence of radiolytic
oxidants;

Effect of Fe on the solubillty of U02

Corrosion experiments of unirradiated U02 in anoxic Allard water (N2) in the presence of
metallic Fe, were performed at VTT. The measured uranium concentrations (non-filtered) in
the aqueous phase show some scatter, see FIGURE 111.1-11. In the filtered (0.45 m)
samples the concentrations were lower, below the detection limit of ICP-MS in every
sampling. This is significantly lower than the solubility of uranium in the presence of iron in
tests with real spent fuel. The increase in solution concentrations with spent fuel is probably
caused by the presence of traces of oxidants, which are not consumed by reaction with iron.
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FIGURE I.1-11 Measured uranium concentration (Non-filtered) in anaerobic Allard groundwater (N2)
in the presence of metallic Fe. Solution concentrations in 0.45 pm filtrates were below the detection limit
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Precipitation kinetics of uranium in the presence of U02 and iron

The kinetics of the decrease in solution concentration of uranium in the presence of U02 and
iron was studied by ENRESA-UPC. Experimental conditions are given in TABLE 111.1-2. In
FIGURE s 111.1-12 and 11.1-13, the effect of iron on the uranium concentration in both GBW
(experiment UOFGW) and salt brine (experiment UOFUS) are shown. The uranium
concentration decreases to reach a final value of 4 ± 2-108 mol-kg-1 in the case of brine and
3±1-109 mol-kg'' in the case of GBW. The reproducibility of the data indicates that this value
is probably controlled by the solubility of the U0 2(s).

TABLE 111.1-2 Experimental conditions for dynamic U02 leaching tests in presence of iron.

Experiment Conditions U0 2 Fe [U(Vl)1o Medium pH
Wg (g) (mol I-'')

UOFUS U0 2 in N2 + Fe + 3.5 3.5 2.2 10 150mlNaCl5m 8.3±0.1
U(VI)

UFS U(VI)inN 2+Fe 1 1.8 10 150 ml NaC 5 8.0±0.1
m

UOFGW U0 2 in air + Fe 3.5 0.5 150 ml of GBW 8.2 ± 0.1

4.OE-07

d 3.OE-07

0
E 2.OE-07

a 1.OE-07

O.OE+00
0 40 80 120

time (days)

FIGURE 111.1-12 Uranium concentration vs. time in the UOFGW experiment
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FIGURE 111.1-13 Uranium concentration vs. time in the UOFUS experiment
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In the UOFUS experiment, once the uranium concentration reached a steady state a new
input of U(VI) was added. In FIGURE 111.1-13, it can be observed that the same final uranium
concentration is obtained. This behaviour was studied in more detail in the experiment UFS,
where the iron was added to an U(VI) solution. Though results are not shown here, once
again the final uranium concentration was similar to the values obtained in UOFUS and
UOFGW experiments. At the end of UFS experiment, Scanning Electron Microscope
photographs of the sample showed the presence of U02 particles, indicating the precipitation
of U02 in this experiment [98G1M/MOL].

According to the literature 91BRU/CAS, 97GIM/PAB], the uranium concentration decrease has
been modeled assuming that follows a pseudo first-order kinetics. The integration of the
corresponding equation results in the following one:

[U] = [U]f + ([UL - [U]f )eit (111.1-1)

where [U]o and U]f are the initial and final uranium concentrations in solution in mol-kg-',
respectively, and k is the rate constant.
This model has been fitted to the results obtained in the different experiments. The best
fitting has been obtained with the parameters shown in TABLE 111.1-3.
From these results, it can be seen that the final average uranium concentration in the
presence of metallic iron in both leaching solution is 4 ± 2-109 mol-kg-', almost one order of
magnitude lower than the final uranium concentration under anoxic conditions and in
absence of iron.

TABLE 1.1-3 Parameters of the fitting of the model to the experiments

Experiment {Up (ol kg- k (d) tus4h)

UOFUS before adding the 3.6±0.7 04 5±1 3.33
U(VI) solution
UOFUS after adding the 5.6±0.9 10 164±14 0.10
U(VI) solution
UFS 2±1 109 28±2 0.59
UOFGW 4.6±1 04 0.21±0.02 79.22

Considering the values of the rate constant obtained in the experiments with a high U(VI)-
concentration, 164 and 28 d' In the presence and in absence of U02(s), respectively, the
presence of U0 2(s) seems to increase the rate of reduction-precipitation process. One
possible explanation of this difference is that, according to Stumm et al. [83STU/FUR],
precipitation is faster if the solid is formed in contact with some other phase, especially if
there is some similarity in the atomic structure of the two phases.
The low rate constant obtained in GBW can be attributed to the presence of bicarbonate in
this water, since carbonate can form very strong U(VI)-carbonate complexes which would
make slower the reduction and precipitation of the U(VI) in solution.
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Effect of Fe and fc02 on the corrosion of SIMFUEL (ENRESA-CIEMAT)

Experimental Conditions

Batch leaching experiments were performed in both 5 m NaCI and granite bentonite water
(GBW). The surface to solution volume ratio used in all tests was 1000 m. The composition
of the GBW used in these experiments is showed in TABLE 1. Uranium concentrations of
the leachants were analyzed by laser fluorescence. Minor elements concentrations from
SIMFUEL were determined by ICP-MS. Surface of the Solid/olume of the leachant ratio
(SN) used in whole tests was 1000 m 1.

Influence of iron

In order to simulate the influence of container's corrosion on spent fuel degradation, several
SIMFUEL corrosion experiments were performed in presence of metallic iron both with and
without CO2. The experimental procedure is shown in FIGURE 111.1-14. Initially, SIMFUEL
was placed in contact with the aqueous solution. After one month of leaching in duplicate
tests three different follow-up experiments were performed:

Scheme of experimental procedure
Fe addition

(lath

ABR6 ,rah

tABR6Fe)

FIGURE 111.1 -14 Example for test procedure (Anoxic conditions and GBW (ABR6))

ABRR6 + Fe. Metallic iron with a particle size of 10 m was added to the
SIMFUEL/groundwater system.

ABR6Fe. The leachant was replaced by a fresh solution and metallic Fe is added to this
SIMFUEL/groundwater system.

U(ABR6Fe). The leachant was removed from SIMFUEL and was put in contact with Fe
powder to study potential sorption/precipitation of dissolved SIMFUEL compounds on Fe.
Prior to Fe addition, element concentrations in the leachant were characterised.

TABLE I11.1-4 Code for experimental conditions used for test designation

Atmosphere Leachant Code
Anoxic, log fcO2=-3.5 GBW ABR6

fcO2=O 5m NaCI ASR6
Oxic, log fco2=-3.5 GBW OBR6

5m NaCI OSR6
Anoxic, log fc0 2=-2 GBW CB

5m NaCI CS
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The rest of experiments were carried following the same experimental procedure. TABLE
shows the code used to designate leachant and atmosphere in each test. Test performed in
GWB under anoxic/reducing conditions were performed in an N2/log f = -3.5 atmosphere
in order to prevent degassing of dissolved inorganic carbon during the experimental time.

TABLES 111.1-5 to 111.1-10 describe the experimental conditions of the influence of iron and
CO2 on SIMFUEL leaching behaviours.

TABLE M.1-5 SIMFUEL leaching experiments in GBW under anoxic and reducing conditions
(log fcor=-3.5).

Tests Initial [U] (M) Solid SIMFUEL (g) Fe (g) Leachant (ml)
ABR6 - SIMFUEL
ABR6+Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 - 150
ABR6Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
U(ABR6Fe) 8-10 Fe 3.45 3.45 150

TABLE M1.1-6 SIMFUEL leaching experiments in GBW under oxidising conditions (log fcO2= -3.5).

Tests Initial U] (M) Solid SIMFUEL (g) Fe (g) Leachant (ml
OBR6 - SIMFUEL
OBR6+Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 - 150
OBR6Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.44 3.45 150
U(OBR6Fe) 1-106 Fe 3.45 3.46 150

TABLE U1.1-7 SIMFUEL leaching experiments In Sm NaCI under reducing conditions (fcm4).

Tests Initial UI (M) Solid SIMFUEL (g) Fe (g) Leachant (ml)
ASR6 - SIMFUEL 3.44 - 150
ASR6+Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
ASR6Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
U(AS6Fe) 3-10- Fe 150

TABLE I1 SIMFUEL leaching experiments In 5m NaCI under oxidising conditions (g ZC0- 3$).

Tests Initial [U] (M) Solid SIMFUEL (g) Fe (g) Leachant (ml)
OSR6 - SIMFUEL 3.44 - 150
OSR6+Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
OSR6Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
O(AS6Fe) 3-10- Fe 150

TABLE IILM-9 SIMFUEL leaching experiments In GBW under reducing conditions (log fcol-2).

Tests Initial [U] (M) Solid SIMFUEL (g) Fe(g) Leachant (ml)
CB - SIMFUEL 3.45 - 150
CB+Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
CBFe SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
U(CBFe) 1105 Fe - 3.45 150
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TABLE 111.1-10 SIMFIJEL leaching experiments in 5 m NaCI under reducing conditions (log fcoz=-2 ).

Tests Initial U1 (M) Solid SIMFUEL (g) Fe () Leachant (ml)
CS - SIMFUEL 3.44 - 150
CS+Fe - SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
CSFe SIMFUEL+Fe 3.45 3.45 150
U(CSFe) 1106 Fe - 3.45 150

Results

FIGURE 111.1-13 shows the results of experiments carried out under oxidising and reducing
conditions in GBW water at log fco2=-3.5 .
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The Fe addition produced a sharp decrease of uranium concentration in solution. This effect
is much more remarkable in the case of the experiments under oxic conditions due to the low
potential reached after metallic iron is added. Uranium concentrations, without iron, under
oxic conditions were approximately 1104 M and under anoxic conditions 8-10 M. Uranium
concentration fell down to 1 8 - 1 04 M, under both redox conditions, once Fe was added.
Similar behaviour was found in NaCI solution, FIGURE 111.1-16. Prior to Fe addition in the
first month of leaching, [U] in solution was 5-1 0 M in the case of oxidising tests and 11 0-7 M
for reducing conditions. When Fe is present, concentrations around 1-10' M were achieved
for oxidising and 5-1Or M for reducing conditions.
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FIGURE M1.1-17 [U] against time under N21CO2 (p fco= 2 ) atmosphere for both, GBW and NaCI
leachants. Fe is present in the system after 720 h leaching time.

FIGURE 111.1-17 shows the results obtained under N2/C02 atmosphere (p fco2 =2) for both,
GBW and NaCI leachants. As can be observed leaching behaviour is similar than above-
mentioned. The presence of iron in the system leads to a decrease of uranium concentration
in solution. However, the U concentrations remained higher than under N2 (NaCI) or N2Aog
foo2-3.5 (GBW) atmospheres. In GBW-water in presence of Fe, U concentrations were in
the range of I-IO0 M under N2/log f2=-3.5 atmosphere and abut a factor 10 higher under
N2/CO2 (FIGURE 111.1-17). FIGURE 111.1-18 compares the average concentration values of
each experimental conditions. The values are grouped by experimental procedure (FIGURE
111.1-14). s+r means solid + leachant, s+I+Fe" means SIMFUEL plus leachant plus iron;
ms+Fe+l(fresh)r are the data obtained when SIMFUEL plus iron and fresh leachant were
tested; the last one I+Fe", means the conditions when leached solution was put in contact
with iron without SIMFUEL.
In the absence of Fe as well as at the highest CO2 pressure, higher concentration values
were obtained in GBW than in NaCI solution.

134



10-4

0 r-_ NaCI (red)
I 10.. NaCI (red; pfCO2=2)

' 10-1
0 10-7

10.10

s+l s+I+Fe s+Fe+l(fresh) [+Fe

FIGURE III.1-18: Comparison of U concentrations in solution of various tests with and without iron
being present
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conditions. Fe is present in the system after 720 h leaching time

Minor Elements behaviour during SIMFUEL dissolution in the presence of iron

One of the advantages of SIMFUEL against U02 as chemical analogues for spent fuel is the
possibility of obtaining valuable information about behaviour of fission products leaching.

FIGURE 111.1-19 gives the Sr concentrations values in dissolution from experiments
performed in GBW and 5 m NaCI aqueous solutions. Observed Sr concentration remained
stable during the entire test, independent of the addition of Fe. That means that Sr leaching
behaviour seems not affected for any changes in the redox potential of the media.

On the other hand, for the redox sensitive element Mo, FIGURE 111.1-20, higher
concentrations were measured under oxic than under reducing conditions. Moreover, after
Fe addition Mo concentration decreased from 2-1 0 M to 1-10 M for the tests in GBW. In
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NaCI experiments the decrease in Mo was less pronounced.
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TABLE 111.1-11 compiles the fraction of inventory in aqueous solution (FIAP) obtained in the
experiments above described. These FAP values have been calculated according the initial
composition presented in TABLE . A comparison of SIMFUEL FlAPs values with spent fuel
data (TABLE 111.1-12) demonstrates the good agreement each other and the convenience of
using SIMFUEL to provide important insight for the knowledge of spent fuel dissolution
behaviour.

TABLE M.1-11 FlAP values obtained in GBW water and in NaCI solution.
GBW NaCI

Oxic Red Oxic Red
Sr 1O0-1O4 104 -I0 4 1 0&-04 10-104
Mo 1O-_jO 103 10i 10 4

Ba 104 10 104 103

TABLE III.1-12 FIAP values from SF for Mo, Cs and Sr (GCW: granite-clay, GW: granite water).
GCW GW GW GW GW GW
197PAUI [88WER] [90GRAIFORI [86FOR/WER] [95GLArTOS1 I97SERIRONI

Mo 1V 10-10io - - - 1V
CS 104 - - 1 o4 102 _
Sr 105 10- 104 10 04 c 10 103-104

Conclusions on Spent fuel, SIMFUEL and U02 experiments In presence of Iron
Uranium concentration in solution depends strongly of redox potential, being the
concentration obtained under oxic conditions in the range of I06 M and as low as 109 M for
reducing conditions.

Presence of iron in the system brings on a sharp decrease in the concentrations of iron and
other actinides in solution. As shown by SIMFUEL data, this effect is more remarkable in the
case of the experiments performed under oxic conditions since the changing of the redox
potential is more significant.
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High content of carbonates in dissolution minimizes the decreasing effect of Fe in the U
concentration. This fact is attributed to the stabilization of U concentrations by carbonate
complexation.

Strongest effects of iron on solution concentrations of radionuclides were observed for redox
sensitive elements. Presence of container material has a great influence on the dissolution of
Pu, U, Am, Tc and Mo. On the contrary, Sr concentration was not affected by presence of
iron. Sr can be used as indicator for matrix corrosion in GBW water but not in EGW water.

In presence of iron, spent fuel corrosion rates in granite bentonite water were decreased by
about a factor of 20 when compared to a similar experiment in the absence of iron. Decrease
of corrosion rates is associated to an increase in the partial pressure of hydrogen. In long-
term experiments (>4 yr.) in NaCI solution partial pressures of 2.9 bar were achieved.
Fractional corrosion rates were as low as 10 9/d. This is 500 times lower than under anoxic
conditions in the absence of iron.

The good agreement observed between FlAPs from spent fuel and SIMFUEL confirms the
use of SIMFUEL as an adequate chemical analogue of spent fuel.

WP 111.2 CO-DISSOLUTION WITH FE (111) CORROSION PRODUCTS
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FIGURE 111.2-1 Uranium concentration vs. time in time UOFOUGW experiment

One of the potential corrosion product of metallic iron containers under reducing conditions is
magnetite, Fe3O4. The effect of magnetite on the corrosion of U0 2 and the associated
Uranium concentrations in solutions were studied by ENRESAIUPC. Particular emphasis
was on the precipitation kinetics. Experimental conditions age given in TABLE 111.1-2. In
FIGURES 111.2-1 and 111.2-2, the effect of magnetite on the uranium concentration in both
GBW (experiment UOFOUGW) and salt brine (experiment UOFOUS) are shown. In 5 m
NaCI the final uranium concentration (= 4-104 moll) was independent on initial uranium
concentration while in GBW two final steady state uranium concentrations are obtained. The
final uranium concentrations are summarized in TABLE 111.2-2.
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FIGURE 11.2-2 Uranium concentration vs. In experiment UOFOUS

Concentrations measured in 5 m NaCI solution are similar to those obtained in the presence
of iron (FIGURE 111.1-12 and 111.1-13). On the other hand, it is clear that the chemical
composition of GBW affects the behaviour of uranium in solution. This can be explained by
the presence of carbonate in this groundwater; the formation of U(VI) complexes could, as it
has been pointed out in the experiments with iron, decrease the reduction rate of U(VI) or the
sorption onto magnetite. At the present, it is clear that magnetite decreases the uranium
concentration, but the process responsible for this behaviour is still unknown.

TABLE 13U.. Detail of the experiments performed in U02 leaching tests.

Experiment Conditions U0 2 Fe304 [U(VI)] 0 Medium pH
(g) (g) (mol 7

UOFOUS U02 in N2 + Fe3O4 + 1 1 8.010-, 150 ml 5 m NaCl 8.2±0.1
U(VI)

UFOS U(VI) + Fe3O4 1 8.0 1 07 155 ml 5 m NaCI
UOFOUGW UO2 in N2 + Fe3O4 + 1 1 1.4 107 180 ml of GBW 8.3± 0.1

U(VI)
UFOGW U(VI) in N2+ Fe3O4 1 9.2 0 150 ml of GBW 8.3±0.1

TABLE I11.2-2 Final uranium concentrations and k values In magnetite experiments

Experiment log rul k (do) t1 2(h)
UOFOUS before adding U(VI) -7.34±0.07 0.38±0.04 43.78
solution
UOFOUS after adding U(VI) solution -6.96±0.15 0.31±0.03 53.66
UFOS -6.95±0.15 0.37±0.05 44.96
UOFOUGW before adding U(VI) -6.58±0.07
solution
UOFOUGW after adding U(VI) -6.47±0.20 0.08±0.01 207.94
solution
UFOGW -6.70±0.15 0.04±0.008 415.89
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The same mathematical treatment described above for the effect of iron (Eq 111.1-1) has been
applied to the results obtained in the presence of magnetite. In TABLE 111.2-2 the rate
constants are summarized.

The k values obtained in the presence of magnetite are lower than the ones obtained with
iron, indicating a lower reduction capacity of the magnetite. Similar to the results obtained
with iron, in salt medium k values is higher than in GBW. This finding confirms that water
composition and consequently uranium speciation can be important in the reduction process.

WP 111.3 INTEGRAL TESTS
The presence of near field materials such as metallic canister materials and their corrosion
products, clay backfill materials (bentonite) or the host rock minerals will strongly alter the
fuel dissolution behaviour. The aim of the present study is to assess the synergistic effect of
certain key materials (iron, iron corrosion products, bentonite and granite) on spent fuel
dissolution.
A hot-cell system was designed to investigate the leaching of spent fuel with a burnup of
60 GWd-tG' (with a specific activity of about 0.5 Ci-g-) in the presence of geological materials
(clay or granite) under reducing conditions (-310 and -160 mVSHE, respectively) that are very
difficult to obtain. The specifications of the experimental setup were defined to take account
of scientific requirements (temperature and pressure corresponding to those of a geological
repository site, redox potential of actual groundwater, fuel particles of controlled surface
area) and safety requirements associated with any implementation of radioactive materials
(containment of fuel powder samples, containment of part of the leaching pot solution feed
system).
The experimental setup included two major subsystems: the first comprised a leaching
solution storage tank, a hydropneumatic pump, a flow meter and a catalyzing column, all
supplying the second subsystem consisting of two temperature- and pressure-regulated
leaching pots. An identical system was used for the non-radioactive SIMFUEL leaching
experiments.

The systems were highly reliable and allowed three-month leaching studies to be conducted
according to protocols initially tested on the non-radioactive setup. The SIMFUEL leach tests
were monitored for comparative purposes. A schematic representation of the leach
experiments is given in FIGURE 111.3.1

Experimental procedure
Two types of fuel (UO2 with a bumup of 60 GWd-t' and a SIMFUEL, for compositions see
Appendix 5, TABLE s 13-15) were leached in four different media: granite with granite water
(G/GW), granite with clayey water (G/CW), clay with granite water (C/GW) and clay with
clayey water (C/CW). Reducing conditions were maintained throughout the tests, as
described in section GROUNDWATERS'. Water compositions are given in TABLE 1.
compared with other groundwaters and in Appendix 5, TABLE s 1-4. Eight integral
experiments were initiated: four with spent fuel and four with SIMFUEL. The leaching pots
contained the following simulated media:

clay/sand and granite water
granite and granite water
clay/sand and clayey water
granite and clayey water.
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FIGURE 13.1: Schematic representation of integral leach tests, induding preconditioning devices and
redox control for groundwater outside and leaching apparatus Inside the hot-cells.

The environmental materials were weighed (260 g of granite or 240 g of a mixture of sand
and 10 wt% clay) and placed at the bottom of a leaching pot. A sample holder containing
1 ± 0.01 g of spent fuel or 1.5 0.01 g of SIMFUEL was positioned over the environmental
materials. The pot was closed and swept from bottom to top for at least five hours by a
hydrogenated argon gas mixture (Ar + 3% H2 + 300 ppm C0 2) to ensure the residual oxygen
concentration was less than 5 ppm.

A quantity of synthesized groundwater was added to a feed tank where it was deoxygenated
by bubbling for at least two hours with the same hydrogenated argon mixture. The leaching
solution was then gradually allowed to flow into the leaching pot from bottom to top until it
flowed out from the overflow valve on the cover, the valve was then closed. The leaching pot
was heated to 900C. After temperature stabilization, the pot was pressurized with the pump
to 40 bars.

SamDlina Procedure
At weekly intervals, 5 ml to 10 ml leachate samples were taken from the outlet at the top of
the pot, and the same volume of fresh leachant was added via the bottom of the pot. These
solutions are referred to as the "weekly samples". The solutions were filtered through a
membrane filter of 0.45 pm pore diameter, to eliminate clay and sand particles in suspension.
The membrane filters were rinsed with 8 ml of 1 M nitric acid; the resulting solutions will be
referred to as the "filter rinsing solutions".
Each experiment lasted 13 weeks. At test termination the "final supematant7 was withdrawn
and filtered. A sufficient quantity of the final supematant was available to allow ultrafiltration
of a solution aliquot; the molecular weight cutoff was 10 000 Daltons, corresponding to a
pore size of about 22 nm. The material filtered on this ultrafiltration membranes (particle
dimension between 22 and 450 nm) was considered as colloids. The sample holder was
rinsed with 215 ml of Milli-Q double-distilled water, the solution is denoted as "sample-holder
rinse".

The environmental materials and the interstitial leachate (approx. 80 ml) were rinsed in
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215 ml of 1 M nitric acid for 24 hours; the resulting solution is designated the "material rinse".
The analyses did not discriminate between the activity sorbed on the environmental
materials, the activity sorbed on the iron plate and the activity present in the interstitial
leachate. In the case of experiments with clay/sand, the mixture was stirred to place the
materials in suspension, then filtered across a 100 pm strainer (the 100 pm mesh exceeds
the size of the clay particles, and represents a tradeoff between clay/sand separation
efficiency and the time necessary for performing this operation in a shielded cell
environment). The dose rate of the resulting clay suspension on contact with the flask was
35mradh', the maximum permissible value transferable from the hot cell to a fume
chamber. The clay mixture was then subjected to alkaline melting with lithium tetraborate
according to the procedure described in Appendix 5. The resulting solution was denoted as
"alkaline melt". After removal of all materials, the leaching pot was filled with 250 ml of 1 M
nitric acid. A sample of this pot rinsing solution" was taken after 24 hours.

From each integral experiment a large quantity of liquid samples were generated as
indicated in FIGURE 111.3.2. Sample analyses procedures are described in Appendix 5,
TABLE s 6 and 7 and Appendix 5, ANNEX 1.
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FIGURE 11.3.2: Scheme of sample origins, resulting from integral tests

Calculation procedures
The experimental results are described in terms of

apreeac, asaa, a~fter, amaterals, ame aa, asamaeder designate the specific activity (Bq-ml 1 ) in
solution or the concentration (pgl') of a given radionuclide as measured in preleaching
solution n, in weekly sample n, in filter rinse n, in the materials rinse, the alkaline melt, the
pot rinse or the sample-holder rinse, respectively.

VPreleac and Vamwpe designate the deionized water volume used for the nt preleaching of the
spent fuel, and the water volume remaining from the preceding rinse (ml).

V and V,, 1O, designate the free supernatant leachate volume above the fuel and the
interstitial leachate volume in the materials (ml). V = 50 ml, VAesti, = 80 ml,

vample designates the nth supernatant sample volume (ml).

vmaIt designates the total solution volume (ml) resulting from alkaline melting of the clay,
Vm = 1 1.

vfiite, , vw and vw.s,, designate the volume (ml) of 1 M nitric acid or deionized
water used to rinse the filters, the environmental materials, the leaching pot and the
sample holder. vflner=8ml, v,,,eft=215ml, v=250ml, vW,w,,=215ml (Milli-Q
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water),
A designates the specific activity in the spent fuel (Bq-gu&) or the mass (ggug-) of a given

radionuclide per gram of uranium at the beginning of the test.

M and m designate the total preleached fuel mass M = 11 ± 0.1 g and the fuel sample mass
leached during an integral experiment (g). m = 1.0 t 0.01 g (spent fuel), m = 1.5 ± 0.01 g
(SIMFUEL),

M, and mdw designate the total clay mass used for an experiment and the clay mass
submitted to alkaline melting (g). Md, = 24 ± 0.1 g.

fu is the UO2to-U conversion factor (fu = 0.8815 gu 9go6).

The specific surface area S of the spent fuel and SIMFUEL is discussed in chapter
"SOLID PHASE CHARACTERIZATION"..

The Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel (60 GWdtu) radionuclides and mass inventories used for the
exploitation of preleaching data and integral leaching experiments are reported in
Appendix 5, table 1 and table 2 respectively. The SIMFUEL mass inventory is reported in
Appendix 5, TABLE 3.

In view of the difficulty of estimating the specific surface area of spent fuel, experimental
leaching results are generally expressed in terms of the released fuel inventory fraction. The
same convention was applied here to the SIMFUEL results.

Disregarding the activity sorbed on the flask, the activity released from the spent fuel during
preleaching is found only in solution. For a given radionuclide, the inventory fraction released
into the aqueous phase (FIAP) between rinse n-1 and rinse n is expressed as follows:

at VP1,,. n-l n-l
FLAP P Pith- (111.3-1)

A M .fu

The cumulative fuel inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase (FIAPc) during the
rth rinse is thus:

prepch prelach + rei ea h -

FM Pc = i=1 (111.3-2)
A* M * fu

For the integral experiments, we defined the following fractions for each radionuclide:

The Fuel Inventory fraction released into the Aqueous phase (FIA) corresponds to the
released activity (or mass) in dissolved or colloidal form in the supematant, calculated from
the "weekly samples" and "final supematant" solutions. For a given radionuclide, the
cumulative inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase (F/Ac) for the nth sample is
thus:

iAd-1
a,,kV ai VI

Fc,' ='l (111.3-3)
A m-fu

In calculating the Inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase, we assumed that the
leachate contact volume was the supematant volume ( ). The actual quantity of leachate in
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contact with the fuel was between the supernatant volume () and the total leachate volume
including the supernatant and interstitial leachate.

The released Fuel Inventory fraction fixed on the environmental Materials (FIM) may be
calculated from the "materials rinse", "alkaline melt" (for clay tests) and "filter rinse" solution
samples. The materials rinse" sample also includes the inventory fraction released into the
interstitial leachate and the released fraction sorbed on the iron plates. For a given
radionuclide, the released inventory fraction fixed on the environmental materials is
calculated as follows:

[i)aeterVfilter + [ameas (vmxenals + vwatntiial)]+ ametm .vt M 1
FIM = n=1 I I - -Myf (111.3-4)

A *m-fu
The released Fuel Inventory fraction Sorbed on the leaching pot and sample holder (FIS)
may be calculated from the "pot rinse" and sample-holder rinse" solution samples. For a
given radionuclide, the released inventory fraction sorbed on the leaching pot and on the
sample holder is calculated as follows:

FIS = apot-vpo +asampf-hgr-Vsampie-w&ler (111.3-5)
A m-fu

The Total released Fuel nventory fraction (FIT) is the sum of the cumulative released
inventory fraction in the aqueous phase throughout the duration of the experiment with the
fraction fixed on the environmental materials and the fraction sorbed on the stainless steel
components, and is calculated from the preceding values using

FIT = FIAc + FIM + FIS (111.3-6)

The mean release rate for a given radionuclide was calculated by linear regression from the
cumulative inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase over the total time period. The
resulting slope was normalized with respect to the specific surface area (see page 36) of the
fuel. This mean release rate is in fact a mean apparent radionuclide or element release rate
since it integrates only the inventory fraction present in the aqueous phase and does not
allow for sorption and/or (co)precipitation phenomena on the stainless steel walls, the
environmental materials or on the surface of the fuel itself.
The matrix alteration rate was determined from the cumulative fraction of an alteration tracer
released into the aqueous phase, i.e. of a radionuclide (or element) in solid solution in the
matrix and soluble in the aqueous phase; strontium is an example of such a tracer. The
mean release rate of strontium (or one of its isotopes) into the aqueous solution is thus an
indicator of matrix alteration. However, for the same reasons as above, this is again an
apparent rate. Although every attempt has been made to determine a rate as close as
possible to the actual matrix alteration rate from the activity or element balances, it is
impossible in the scope of this experimental programme to quantify the fraction sorbed or
(re/co)precipitated on the surface of the fuel sample.

Preleaching results of Spent Fuel
The release of labile activity of 34Cs, '37Cs and "0Sr, from gap and to a certain extent also
from grain boundaries in the experiments was reduced by preleaching the fuel. The analysis
results of preleach solution are indicated in Appendix 5, TABLE 7. After 91 days of
preleaching, the cumulative released inventory fractions in the aqueous phase reached
0.66% and 0.83%, respectively, for '34Cs and `37Cs; approximately 64% of this release
occurred during the first day of leaching. These values were one to two orders of magnitude
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higher than for the other elements. We concluded that the preleaching phase eliminated the
labile activity together with some of the activity segregated at the grain boundaries. After 91
days, the cumulative released inventory fraction in the aqueous phase was about 0.13% for
strontium, five to six times lower than for cesium. The cumulative released inventory fraction
in the aqueous phase was about 0.054% for uranium after the same time. The cumulative
inventory fractions released into solution over 140 days of preleaching were 0.66% for 134Cs,
0.83% for 37Cs, 0.13% for 9Sr, 0.24% for Tc, 0.17% for 125Sb and 0.11% for Mo and less
than 0.1% for 2"Cm, 24OPu, mPu+24'Am, Zr, U and Nd.

Results from Spent Fuel Integral Leaching Experiments

This section describes the measurement and analysis results for all the solution samples in
the spent fuel integral leaching experiments. These results include the weekly sample pH,
the evolution of the major cations between the synthetic leaching solution and the final
supernatant, the form (colloidal or dissolved) of the species in the final supematant, the
radionuclide leaching kinetics throughout the experiment, and the overall released material
balance.

pH

The pH of granite water ranged from 7.02 to 8.12 for the clay/sand medium, and from 7.39 to
8.09 for the granite medium (TABLE 111.3.1). The pH variations for the clayey water ranged
from 7.62 to 8.54 with the clay/sand medium and from 7.71 to 8.85 for the granite medium.
The pH diminished in all the media during the initial sampling period (similar behaviour was
not observed during the SIMFUEL leaching experiments: During the last ten weeks, the pH
measured at 250C in the weekly samples and in the final supematant was virtually constant
near the initial leachant pH: oscillating within * 0.3 around a value of 8.4 or 8.6 for the clayey
water tests, and around 8.0 for the granite water tests. The rise in the pH thus occurred in the
first three weeks.

TABLE 13.1 . Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments: pH In weekly samples

Sainplingn 1 3 5 7 9 11 Elinal
Superatant

Clay/Granite Groundwater 7.02 7.96 7.87 7.96 7.87 8,00 8.12

GranitwGranite Grundwater 7.39 8.09 8.06 7.82 7,96 7,99 7,86
Clay/Clayey Grotudwater 7,62 8,41 8.44 8.41 8,54 8,51 8.34

GanitetClayty Grwoundwater 7.71 8,85 8.55 No sampling 8.65 8.53 8,61

Maior Cations in Final Suoernatant
The major cations present in the synthetic groundwaters were determined in the final
supernatants. The analysis results are indicated in TABLE 111.3.2 together with their initial
concentrations. The principal modification of the granite water was calcium enrichment,
notably on contact with the clay/sand mixture (a twenty-fold increase). It was also enriched in
potassium and, to a lesser extent, in magnesium, silica and aluminum, but was sodium-
depleted. The clayey water was also calcium-enriched (about ten-fold), but only on contact
with the clay/sand mixture. It was also enriched in silica and aluminum, and slightly depleted
in sodium and magnesium.
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TABLE 111.3.2. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments : Major cation concentrations
(molll) in leachates (precision: Ca, Na 3%; Si, K, Mg 5%; Al 10%) (nd=not determined)

I______Granite Groudwater I Clayey Groundwater
As Final Lzachate Final Leachate I As i Final Leachale Final Leachate

synthesized Clay/Sand Granite synthesized I Clav/Sand i Granite

K 5,9xlO I 1,9xlD 2,2xlO' 2,8xlO 2,1x104 i 2,9x1O0
Ca 6,6x40

4 I 12xlO' 2,1x104 9,9xlO' 7,0xl0 I 9,2xlO-'

Na 3,8x40
1

2.4xI03 2,3x10' 1,6x102
6,0x10 1 6,9xlO-

Al xlO'x105
2.3x1 1,440 nd . 1 ,3xl O' 3,2xlO-'

Si l.1x10
4 1,2x1O- 13x

3
nd .1 1,2x10'

Mg nd 4,9x104 4,9x0 1 o4 I 5,3xlO'I 9.9xlO4

Colloidal Species

Filtered and ultrafiltered aliquot samples of the final supernatants were analyzed and the
results were used to calculate the distribution of various radionuclides and elements in colloid
and dissolved form (TABLE 111.3.3).

Regardless of the type of leachant and environmental materials, Sr, Sb, Cs, U and Mo were
found mainly in dissolved form in the supernatant. Curium was found primarily in colloid form
when granite was present; its form in the clay/sand experiments was undetermined.
Considering the large (30-50%) errors on the measured 239*24OPu and mPu+24'Am activity, it
is only possible to conclude that these nuclides were present in both forms in solution

Radionuclide release

The weekly sample and final supernatant analysis results are indicated for each experiment
in Appendix 5, TABLES 8, 9 and 18 for cumulative release fractions, elemental
concentrations and activities respectively. Each experiment lasted 91 days. However, the
final supernatant sample was taken on the 91st day at 250C in contact with air, i.e. under
oxidizing conditions, unlike the other weekly samples (90 0C under reducing conditions). The
final supernatant sample was therefore disregarded when assessing the evolution of the
radionuclides in solution. Moreover, the activity of all the radionuclides and elements in the
84-day sample (except for mU) was interpolated from the final sample; the radionuclide
release from the spent fuel into the aqueous phase was therefore studied over the first 77
days. The Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel-leaching experiments lasted from December 1996 to
March 1997. The results were therefore interpreted based on the fuel inventory as of
1 January 1997 (Appendix 5, TABLE 14).

In FIGURE 111.3.3, for each experiment, the cumulative inventory fractions released into the
aqueous phase (IAc) for 90Sr, 3 4Cs, 37Cs, Pu 2 Pu+24 Am, 2"Cm, 23U and for Mo,
and plotted logarithmically versus the cumulative contact time.

The cumulative inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase for a given radionuclide
or element were on the same order of magnitude for all the test media, and may be classified
in decreasing order as follows:

Mo _ 10'3

'3'Cs and 37Cs - 104
90Sr - 105
238u - 1e
2"Cm, mPu+ 2 1Am and 3924OPu - 109
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TABLE 1.3.3. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
Distribution (%) of species in solution, in colloid (2 nm < 0 < 0,45 pm) or dissolved form

* ClaylGrate I GraniWGranite I Clay/Clayey 1 Granite/Clayey
Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater

Dissolved
form

colloid Dissolved
form

colloid Dissolved
form

coloid Dissolved
foum

colloid

4 *4* + 4 4 4 1.
°Sr

wSb

Ma

Mmamm

Mv

"h*2wim,

Z"pU+24 1Am
UWMhh
madww

87
65

100

<DL

100*
89

100*

100.

<DL

65
35

1000

<DL

<DL

100*
u

10*

13
35
0*

<DL

0*

0*
12
0o

<DL

35
65
0-

<DL

<DL

0*
16
Do

10D*
75

100*

91
100*

91100*
100.

100*

75
25

100-

34
18

6 j

8
4
'4

100
82

'Lu.

97
79

lOt

0*
25
0O

0*

9
0.

0*

9
0s

0*

12
0.

25
73
0O

66
2

36

92
90
W

0
18

3
21
0e

100*
92

100*

66
10-

5o

17

100*

72
100l

<DL

100

82
100-

94
77

'Lu

100*
90

1o-

<DL

0*
10
0o

<DL

0*
8

0*

0*
12

0*

50
83
08

0*

28
0o

<DL

0.
18

6
23
0

100*
92

100.

100*
88

100

12
4

36

57
31

10

8
4

14

100*
85

100'

98
so

100

97
72

'Lu.

<DL

3
28
0*

<DL

0*

I8

0*
12
0O

88

96
64

43
69

92
* 96

96

0*

is
0.

2
20

0

W'Cm

Mo

Mu

MbsUM
khm

UksL.,

manm

Mkd=

maxb

DL: detectb, k,

In the following, these fractions are compared together with the respective concentrations in
solution for each radionuclide and each medium for the cumulative contact time.

The element concentrations were calculated from the radionuclide analysis results using the
radionuclide/element mass ratios in the spent fuel. The contribution of Pu and 2MPu to the
measured activity was calculated from their specific activity ratio in the Gravelines spent fuel
inventory as of 1/01/97 (Appendix 5, TABLE 14). Although they varied slightly with the
nature of the synthetic leaching solution or the environmental materials, the weekly sample
concentrations for each element evolved on the same order of magnitude. With a few
exceptions according to the test media, the actinide and strontium concentrations in solution
decreased sharply during the first 3 or 4 weeks. Again with a few exceptions according to the
test media, the actinide concentrations in solution increased significantly in the final
supematant. As previously noted, this solution was sampled at a different temperature and
redox potential than the weekly samples.
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FIGURE I.3.3. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel leaching experiment: FIAc of radionuclides and elements
Clay/Granite water medium; (B) Granite) Granitic water medium. (C) Clay/Clayey water medium; (D)
Granite/Clayey water medium.

With few exception, the FA: for elements such as strontium, cesium, uranium, plutonium
and americium diminished in the first three weeks of leaching, especially in the clay/granite
water, granite/granite water and clay/clayey water media.

The mean release rates were calculated by linear regression based on a spent fuel specific
surface area of 0.027 m2*gl. The cumulative radionuclide or element inventory fraction
released into the aqueous solution sometimes evolved very different during the first few
weeks compared with the subsequent experimental period; in these cases the first values are
not taken into account. It is important to note that the resulting calculated rates are apparent
release rates, since they are based on the aqueous phase, and not on the total release from
the fuel. In these integral experiments the total release can only be determined at the end of
the experiment. The linear correlation coefficient for each rate is indicated in parentheses.

Strontium 90
The long-term release of Sr in three of the four experiments was similar. In the clay/granite
water and the granite/granite water medium a slight, and in the clay/clayey water medium a
significant, drop in initial concentrations is observed. In the granite/clayey water medium the
Sr release to the aqueous phase was lowest. The strontium concentrations were constant in
the granite/clayey water medium and diminished considerably between the first and third
weeks in the other media. The final concentrations were all close to 0-9 mol-d' .
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FIGURE A.3. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel leaching experiment: "Sr FIAc
versus cumulative leaching time, environmental materials and groundwater composition

Except in the granite/clayey water medium, only the final eight weeks were taken into
account for calculating apparent release rates:

clay/granite water 0.37 pig-mr 2 1 ( 2= 0.07)

granite/granite waterO.74 pg-m-2d-' ( 2= 0.31)

clay/clayey water 3.33 pg-m2cr' (12 = 0.98)

granite/clayey water 3.70 pg-m 2d1 (r2= 0.96)

However, in the two media containing granite water, the overall trend changed again
beginning with the 7th week. Considering only the period from the 7th to the 11th weeks, we
obtain rates comparable to those obtained in clayey water.

clay/granite water 3.70 pg-m 2r' (d - 0.96)

granite/granite water 2.96 pg-m2d ( = 0.75)

Caesium 134/137

As the cumulative fractions released into the aqueous phase were approximately equal at all
times for both caesium isotopes, we considered the isotope with the smallest uncertainty
margin: "3Cs. The Cs concentration decreased with time and was generally lower in
presence of clay than in presence of granite.
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FIGURE m.3.5. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel-leaching experiment 134Cs FlAc and solution concentrations of
Cs versus cumulative leaching time, environmental materials and groundwater composition

For calculating apparent release rates, all the experimental points were taken into account
for the granite water media, but only the last eight values for the clayey water media. The
apparent cesium release rates into the aqueous phase were:
clay/granite water 33.3 pg-m 2d' (r2 = 0.90)

granite/granite water 74.1 pg-m-2d' (t2= 0.79)

clay/clayey water 25.9 pg-m2d' (d = 0.98)

granite/clayey water 74.1 g-rm2d' (r2 = 0.98)

The mean apparent caesium release rates were one to two orders of magnitude higher than
for strontium, and were twice as high in granite media as in clayey media.

Molybdenum
The cumulative molybdenum fraction released into the aqueous phase increased steadily in
all the test media, lowest for clay/granite water and granite/granite water and higher for
clay/clayey water and granite/clayey water. The molybdenum concentration generally
diminished in the successive weekly samples. The following mean apparent release rates
were calculated over 11 weeks of leaching:
clay/granite water 40 pg-m-2d' (r2 = 0.17)

granite/granite water 370 pg-m 2d-' (9 = 0.85)

clay/clayey water 2220 pg-m-2d ' ( = 0.97)

granite/clayey water 1850 pg m 2d 1 (2 = 0.96)
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FIGURE 11.3.6. Gravelines 3+2 spent fiel-leaching experiment: Mo FIAc
and solution conc. of Mo versus cumulative leaching time, environmental materials and groundwater
composition

In view of the very poor correlation for the clay/granite water experiment, the apparent leach
rate is subject to caution. For a given groundwater medium, the rates were apparently on the
same order of magnitude irrespective of the nature of the environmental materials, and were
one to two orders of magnitude higher in clayey media than in granite media.

Uranium 238

Except in the clay/granite water medium, the cumulative uranium fraction released into the
aqueous phase decreased during the first three weeks of leaching, stabilizing at about 6-
8 x 10'7 in the granite water and 1.4-2.1x 10 in clay water media. Dissolved fractions of U
are significantly lower than those of Cs, Sr and Mo.
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FIGURE 111.3.7. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel-leaching experiment mU FA
and solution concentrations of U versus cumulative leaching time, environmental materials and
groundwater composition.

In all the test media the uranium concentrations in the weekly samples first dropped sharply
during the first four weeks, then decreased more slowly. The uranium concentrations rose
significantly in the final supematant, probably due to oxygen access. The mean uranium
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concentrations in the aqueous phase between the fourth and twelfth weeks were:

clay/granite water 1.2 x 10-4 moli' (i.e. 3 pgr1')

granite/granite water 7.8 x 10 9 molly' (i.e. 2 pg l-')

clay/clayey water 1.8 x 1- moltl' (i.e. 4 pg l-1)
granite/clayey water 1.7 x 1 4 mol l (i.e. 4 pgl-')

The concentrations were generally lower in the granite media than in the clayey media.

Plutonium 239+240

The measurement errors on the 239+24Pu activity were on the order of 50%. In all the test
media, the released fraction diminished between the first and third weeks, particularly in the
granite/granite water medium. Fractions of Pu in solution are about 10 to 100 times lower
than those of U. The mean plutonium concentrations between the 3rd and 11 th weeks were:

clay/granite water 1.5 x 11 molst'

granite/granite water< 7.6 x 1012 mo1-'

clay/clayey water 8.9 x 1-12 mol1-1

granitelclayey water 7.6 x 1012 modl-'

The concentrations were slightly higher in the clay media than in the granite media.
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FIGURE 11I.3.8. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel experiment: 2"'24Pu FIA, and solution concentrations of Pu
versus cumulative leaching time, environmental materials and groundwater composition

Curum 244

As for Pu, the uncertainty in activity measurements makes it difficult to comment on the
fluctuations of the curium release. For the clay/granite water experiment the dissolved Cm
activity were below the determination limit . Only upper limits are given in the FIGURE
111.3.9. The mean curium concentrations between the 5th and 11th week were as follows:
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clay/granite water < 7.3 x 1015 mol 1

granitelgranite water 6.4 x 10.14 moll-1

clay/clayey water 9.0 x 10- mol 1 '

granfte/clayey water 7.4 x 10-14 moldr'

The concentrations were slightly higher in the clay media than in the granite media.
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Figure M.3.9. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel leaching experiment 244Cm IAe
and solution concentrations of Cm versus cumulative leaching time, environmental materials and
groundwater composition

Released Material Mass Balance

The FIM is used to designate the radionuclide or element inventory fraction released and
sorbed on the environmental materials. However, the FIM also includes the inventory fraction
present in the interstitial leachate and the fraction sorbed on the iron plates added to the
environmental materials.
The released activity balances were determined from the solution analysis results for the
"filter rinse", (Appendix 5, TABLE 19) the material rinse", the "alkaline melt when
applicable, the Spot rinse" and the "sample-holder rinse" (Appendix 5, TABLE 20).

In the filter rinse solutions, the activity values (or concentrations) of many radionuclides
(Co, ' 06Ru, ' 25Sb, '44Ce, 24 Am, 99Tc, wNp, mU, 240Pu) and elements (Mo, Tc, Zr, Nd and
U) were almost always below the determination limits. Uranium-238 was determined in 4 of
the 5 granite/clayey water solutions (short contact times) and in 3 of the 6 clay/clayey water
solutions (extended contact times).
In the material rinse, alkaline melt and sample-holder rinse solutions, the activityvalues (or
concentrations) of many radionuclides (Wo00, '1 sRu, '5Sb, '44Ce, 241Am, 99Tc, 2NNp, 24OPu)
and elements (Mo, Tc, Zr, Nd and U) were almost always below the determination limits; with
the exception of Mo, U, Zr and Nd, the same was true for the pot rinse solutions. Neodymium
could not be determined in the clay/sand mixture rinsing solutions; antimony was determined
in a few pot and sample-holder rinsing solutions, and molybdenum was determined in 3 of
the 4 sample-holder rinsing solutions. The measured activity in the pot rinse was higher in
the claylgranite water than in the other media. The 0Sr, '34Cs and "'3Cs activity in particular
was ten times higher, the 10Ru and 125Sb activity were above the determination limits; the
measured activity values for 24Pu, mPu+24 Am and 2MCm were 10 times higher.

Significant concentrations (2300-6100 pg r') of 88Sr were found in the material rinse
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solutions; the concentrations in the clay/sand mixtures were 2 to 3 times higher. The 238U
concentrations ranged from 2500 to 9500 pg-l in the same environmental material rinse
solutions, and were 3 to 4 times higher in the presence of granite. Relatively high concen-
trations were also observed in the pot rinsing solutions. In view of the many analytical results
for molybdenum at the detection limit, the molybdenum release balance was not determined.
In calculating the cumulative fuel inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase (F/A) we
took the total duration of each experiment (13 weeks) into account. The various fractions
(F/A, FIM, F/S and F/ calculated for each experiment is reported in TABLE 111.3.4 and is
indicated in relative units in FIGURE 111.3.10

The released inventory fractions and sorbed on the environmental materials and on the
stainless steel walls were generally higher in the clay/granite water medium - particularly for
m92`*Pu. For the transuranic nuclides, the released inventory fractions and sorbed on the
environmental materials were larger in clay media (> 5 x 1 0 4) than in granite media (< 104).

For all the radionuclides, the total released inventory fractions were higher in claylgranite
water. The total released 90Sr inventory fractions were 4.77 x 1 0 4 and 4.95 x 1 4 in the'
granite media, but twice as high (8.72 x 104 and 1.39 x 1 0'3) in the media containing clay.
The total released 134Cs and 137Cs inventory fractions were the same (on the order of
1 x 1 0'3) in three of the test media, but on the order of 3 x 1 0'3 in the clay/granite water
medium.
The total released transuranic nuclide inventory fractions were generally an order of
magnitude lower in the media containing granite, and were lower in granite water (2.5 x 10 5
for 239+24*Pu, 3.81 x 10' 5 for mPu+24'Am, and 6.36 x 10' 5 for 244Cm) than in clayey water
(7.84 x 105 for 239+24OPu, 8.21 x 10'5 for mPu+24'Am, and 7.55 x 10 5 for 244Cm). In the clay
tests, the released fractions were higher in granite water (7.83 x 104 for 2391+24Pu, 9.15 x 104
for tPu+24 'Am, and 5.77 x 1 4 for 244Cm) than in clayey water (2.97 x 104 for M9240 Pu,
1.25 x 104 for mPu+24'Am, and 2.94 x 104 for 244Cm).
The total released uranium inventory fractions were comparable in the granite tests
(2.54 x 103 and 2.82 x 103, compared with 4.53 x 103 in the clay/granite water test and
6.8 x 10 4 in the clay/clayey water test. Except in the clay/clayey water medium, the fractions
were higher than for 90Sr.
The total released activity distribution among the aqueous phase, the environmental
materials and the stainless steel walls is indicated in FIGURE 111.3.10. In all the test media,
the released inventory fraction sorbed on the environmental materials always accounted for
the bulk of the total released activity (66% to 99% depending on the radionuclides).
In all the test media, over 90% of the 90Sr were sorbed on the environmental materials. The
strontium inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase was two to three times greater
than the fraction sorbed on the stainless steel walls except in the clay/granite water medium,
where the opposite was true.
In the media.containing clay, the caesium inventory fraction sorbed on the environmental
materials represented 80-86% of the total released inventory fraction, compared with 66-
74% for the media containing granite. From 2 to 3% of the caesium was sorbed on the
stainless steel and the remainder (1 -30%) was found in the aqueous phase - except in the
clay/granite water medium where the caesium not sorbed on the environmental materials
was almost equally distributed between the fraction sorbed on the stainless steel and the
fraction in the aqueous phase.
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TABLE m.3.4. Gravellnes 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
Overall radionuclide release from spent fuel

Clay/Granite Groundwater
IA FDIM FIS FIT

'0Sr 3,29B-5 1,282-3 8,24E-5 1,39E-3

Mmdieuvr 1,761-6 1.63E-4 1,31E.5 1.64E-4

Rdadiw mJ(V) 11 19 22 18

a3NCs 2,45E-4 2,41B-3 1,74B-4 2,83E-3

Abdweear 5,48-6 144 1.16E-5 124E4

Readveo M* 13 16 1 1s

MOCs 2,47B-4 2,70E-3 1,88E-4 3,14B-3
AbaAmemr 662714 2.604 1.431-5 1,6114

XRjadaaWWr) 7 10 12 9
2M24 oN 5,69-8 7,29E-3 9,67E-5 7,38E-3

Abdwer 9,01E 9 3.70-3 4,93E5 370E-3

RealtwOr(*M 22 57 37 56

2SPu4;MIAmn 1,68W 8,60E-4 5,52E-5 9.15E4

Abmawr 221E-9 2.31E4 1.71E-S Z.32E4

R tdworw(*) 19 33 37 31

3"Cm 1,83B-8 5,28E-4 4,90E-5 5,77E-4

Ahwe eIw 1.24E-9 I.5IE4 1.52E-5 I.2E4

Rdasiewrf() 28 30 32 47

MnU 1,05E-6 4,39E-3 1,41-4 4,53B-3
Ahiew 4J. 2.21EJ 4648 2,21-

Rcladwem(%) 6 6 7 6

Granite/Granite Groundwater
FA FIM hS FT

"sr 3,362-5 4,31E-4 1,Z7E-S 4,77E-4
Ahaw emw 2,16E6 6W0.3 1,641-6 6900i

daIee"rf9) 12 22 19 20

,MC$ 3,24E-4 7.1IE-4 3,11E-5 1,07E-3
Athewem 6,8/E-6 4,9E-5 1.51E4 5,03E15

frtWWffW( ) 13 18 16 16

7CS 3,322-4 7,63E 4 3,29E-5 1.13E-3

Ab2AWeM 797 611E5 1.91E-6 6,16E15

Rdajita~w f1 r6 12 10 9

M+WP u 7,93E4 2,14E-5 3,49B-6 2,50-5
AF &mte em 1 OJ94 t 1.0-5 1.76E6 1,IOE3

RdadveewVWI 31 57 56 30

=mPa+>SAm 2,6SE-8 3,12E-5 6,83E-6 3,81E-5
Ahem 3.3619 9.694 1.97-6 9,U8EJ

aa1W, em() 19 37 35 32

'"cm 3,86E-8 5,28S5 1.08E5 6,36E-5
Abni emrr 4440-9 1,4 Z 921 1.66-

RdwdW(%j 32 2 48 47

MU 1,50E-6 2,39B-3 1,49E-4 2,54B-3
Absb em 9.1714 1.4E4 8,57E6 1,43E4

Rdmtbw*,w(11) 7 7 7 7
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TABLE 111.3.4 (continuation). Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral
Overall radionuclide release from spent fuel

leaching experiments:

Clay/Clayey Groundwater
FIA FIM FIS FIT

'0Sr 2,95E-5 8,35E-4 6,81E-6 8.72E-4
Absolute error 1,36E6 1.17E-4 7.99E-7 1.17E4

Reariv error (iJ 12 20 18 19

I'Cs 1,60E-4 7,33E-4 2,15E-5 9,15E-4
Abjlie ernor 3.40E-6 4.251E-5 1,I1- 4.27E-5

Rdauw errr*J 13 17 16 16

137CS 1,64E4 8,15E-4 2,24E-5 1,OOE-3

Abioliderrer 3.96E16 5,27E-5 1.32E-6 5.29E-S

Relatiwe er (8) 6 10 10 9

D2,MN 5,tOE-8 2,95E-4 1,79E-6 2.97E-4
Abmsote error 1,02E-3 1.36E4 8,81E-7 1.36E-4

Relaive errer) 26 S2 55 52
2 1 Np+24iAm 1,43E-8 1,23E-4 2.OOE-6 1,25E-4

AbsiWe error 1.561i9 2,76E-S 6Q5E-7 7.,76E-S

Relative re"rt* 17 28 36 28

'"Cm 9,34E-9 2,92E-4 1,93E-6 2,94E-4
Absoleerrenr 9,17E.10 467E.5 5.77E-7 8.67E-5

Relaive ern(t 3' i1 Si se

MU 7.22E-6 6,16E4 5,69E-5 6,80E-4
Abre iervr 6,WE-7 ,0E-5 2,95E6 *tSE5

Relatve errer/* 9 5 6 7

GranitelClayey Groundwater
FIA FIM FIS FIT

losr 1,64E-5 4,69E.4 9.37E-6 4,95E-4
Absoue errr 9.21E7 7.551E-5 1.20t4 751-S

Rlatve Cevr 12 22 19 21

Ots 2,37E-4 7,40E.4 3.09E5 1.0 IE-3
Abse aeeer e533154 S.18S 1.66t-6 5,21J-S

Retive rMr 13 li 16 26

InCs 2,45E-4 7,92E4 3,2SE-S 1,07E-3
Absolue error 6,41C.6 633E.S Z021 63715

RelatiWvrerM5er 7 12 10 J0

X1,111"Pu 1,09E-7 7,72E-5 1IJOE.6 7,84E-5
Absewe ever 3,62EJ 3,94E-5 4,9JB.7 3.94-5

R*eativ erie1) 39 57 51 56

. Pu+>lA"AM 5,01E-8 7,99E-5 2,17E-6 8,21E-5
AbsArweevr 9,041.9 2.41.5 6,47E-7 2.4 815

Rekvte efor'8 24 37 36 36

"'Cm 4,81E-8 7,09E-5 4,60E-6 7,55E-5
Abwe rre, 9,44E-9 2Z2E5 1,42E-6 2,20E-5

ReaivrW cm? ) 41 32 52 50

DIU 5,09E-6 2,56E-3 2,55E-4 2,82-3
Absolre ee,, 417E-7 1.4E4 1,S2E-1 1.53 1-4

RekWIv rorl I 9 7 7 6

155



loe%

am

0%
"& 'C 'WC1 Mc. u4 Pu. 244an fU a& "to aft Pu.* 'PH 4cm f

SP 't Upu "A " AAm

FIGURE .3.10. Interaction between spent fuel and environmental materials A: C/GW medium.
B: C/CW mediun C: G/GW medium. D: G/CW medium. Key: Hatched bars: Aqueous phase inventory
fraction; Dar* bars: Sorbed inventory fraction; Light bars: Inventory fraction fixed on environmental
materials

In all the test media, the transuranic nuclide inventory fractions released into the aqueous
phase were negligible (less than 0.3% of the released plutonium) compared with the other
two fractions. Over 91% of the released transuranic nuclides were sorbed on the
environmental materials except in the granite/granite water medium, where 14-18% were
sorbed on the stainless steel walls.

Uranium was distributed in a similar manner: no more than 1% of the uranium was found in
the aqueous phase. Unlike the transuranic nuclides, however, the uranium distribution was
no different in the granite/granite water medium. The FIM accounted for over 90% of the
uranium released in the clayey water media, and over 94% in the granite water media.

Interpretation and Discussion

pH

As the pH decrease in all four media was not observed in the SIMFUEL leach tests, for which
all the other parameters were identical, we attribute this phenomenon to the spent fuel itself
and propose several hypotheses to account for the drop in the pH.
The phenomenon may be attributed to different preleach conditions or to radiolysis of the
water by the spent fuel, which did not affect the SIMFUEL. Many surface reactions occur on
the fuel when radiolysis products are present in solution, including oxidizing dissolution,
recombination of radicals, decomposition of H202, reduction of the oxidised U02 layers,
oxidation or reduction of ionic species and reactions liable to modify the solution pH. The
subsequent rise of the pH could then be due to a buffering effect of the natural medium.

Alteration of Environmental Materials

The leaching solutions were not at equilibrium with the environmental materials. As a result,
the materials were leached and cation exchange, precipitation and dissolution phenomena
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modified the solution composition. Sodium-rich(Na) water enhanced the release of calcium
(Ca2+) from the clay. Ion exchanges also occurred with the radionuclides released from the
fuel and found as cations in solution. For example, as discussed below, the clay fixed
strontium (Sr2+) released from the fuel, no doubt through cation exchange with the calcium
(Ca2 +).

Alteration of the environmental materials not only modified the leachate composition, but also
affected the release of species that could interfere with those analyzed to characterize the
spent fuel leaching results. Examples include "8Sr, 23U and Mo.

The ICP-MS analysis spectra revealed that most of the strontium in solution was not
radiogenic. Fuel leaching is a chemical process independent of the isotopic abundance.
Thus, if the strontium in solution arose primarily from spent fuel leaching, its isotopic
distribution should have been the same as in the spent fuel, i.e. approximately 55.57% 90Sr,
44.37% 8Sr and 0.06% 86Sr, according to the spent fuel mass inventory. In fact, however,
the ICP-MS spectra indicated the following distribution: 0.56% 84Sr, 9.86% 86Sr, 7% 87Sr and
82.5% 88Sr, which is representative of the natural strontium abundance [95FOR].

The 88Sr in solution thus originated in the spent fuel and the environmental materials, in
which it was found as an impurity, while the 'Sr came only from the spent fuel. Therefore,
based on the 88Sr determination by ICP-MS and the counts of 9Sr, and on the isotopic
distribution of strontium in the spent fuel compared with its natural abundance, we were able
to calculate the relative proportions of strontium released from the environmental materials
and from the spent fuel by assuming that the isotopic distribution in the environmental
materials corresponded to its natural abundance. The percentage of the total strontium
concentration in solution arising from the spent fuel was thus:

clay/granite water: 0.05%

granite/granite water: 0.137%

clay/clayey water: 0.079%

granite/clayey water: 0.029%.

The radionuclides 134Cs, 137Cs, mPu, =Pu and 24OPu, 24'Am and 244Cm were not present in
the environmental materials; their presence in solution was therefore exclusively due to
leaching from the spent fuel. Conversely, the natural abundance of 38U is 99.27%; the total
released fractions of the mU inventory were thus gnerally higher than for 90Sr except in the
clay/clayey water medium, where the value for U (6.8 x 104) was lower than for 90Sr
(8.7 x 10 ). In addition to the analytical uncertainties, dissolved uranium may have reprecipi-
tated on the fuel surface during the leaching experiment, and may not have been entirely
recovered during the sample-holder rinsing operation.

Molybdenum Release
The cumulative molybdenum inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase were very
high (about 1043) - an order of magnitude higher than for cesium ( 104) and two orders of
magnitude higher than for strontium ( 1 5).

Significant molybdenum release has already been reported in the literature 95GLAITOS,
91 FOR]. Granite was also present in the leaching experiments conducted by Glatz et al
[95GLAITOSI. Forsyth [91FOR] suggests that the molybdenum present in metallic form in
Mo-Ru-Rh-Pd-Tc inclusions is preferentially oxidised, and selective leaching of molybdenum
thus occurs. Moreover, molybdenum was analyzed by ICP-AES, so its origin in the spent fuel
or the environmental materials could not be determined and it is not currently possible to
discriminate this fraction from the spent fuel fraction.
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Explanations for initial fast release: Dissolution of Oxidised Laver?
The unexpected decrease of release fractions during the first three or four weeks may be
attributable to a rapid dissolution of an oxidised surface layer on the spent fuel particles. The
spent fuel powder was prepared in air before use (Chapter SOLID PHASE
CHARACTERIZATION'), certainly forming a U3OrU308 layer on the surface. Rapid
dissolution of this layer on contact with the leaching solution resulted in an initially high rate
of radionuclide and element release. As the subsequent rate of release was slower, the
cumulative inventory fractions released into the aqueous solution diminished.

However, this phenomenon does not exlain why a similar drop was not observed in the
granite/clayey water medium (except for U and 234Pu). It is unlikely that the fuel powder
sample used for this leaching experiment was less oxidised than the other three. An
alternative explanation may be the establishment of redox conditions at different rates in the
leaching pots. This phase may have been shorter for the granitelclayey water test than for
the other three; in this case, the oxidised layer would have been leached gradually, rather
than immediately.

Radionuclide Sorption on Environmental Materials

Radionuclide retention on solid phases such as the environmental materials is generally
characterized by a distribution coefficient CKD describing the equilibrium partition of an
element between a solid and a liquid phase: i.e. the ratio between the quantity of the element
sorbed per unit mass of solid sorbent (mol-g-') and the equilibrium concentration of the same
element in the aqueous phase (mol-mr 1). The distribution coefficient includes the effects of
phenomena such electrostatic sorption/desorption and/or chemical exchanges at specific
sites on the solid phase, (co)precipitation of compounds on the solid phase or in the aqueous
phase, radionuclide inclusions in minerals and radionuclide sorption on colloids or
microparticles produced by the solid phases under high solution pH conditions 92LEG]. For
a given element and solid phase, CKD depends on the pH, the temperature, the redox
potential and the species in solution.
In these experiments, the distribution coefficient of each radionuclide may be expressed as a
function of the inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase and sorbed on the
environmental materials according to.

FIM (V+Viwwuia) (111.3-7)
AWd,,ks FM

where M,,, designates the mass of sorbent environmental materials (i.e. 24 g for the clay
tests and 260 g for the granite tests); the total volume of the aqueous phase in the leaching
pot (130 ml) is taken into account. FIM represents not only the released inventory fraction
sorbed on the environmental materials, but also the fraction sorbed on the iron plates and the
fraction found in the interstitial leachate.
The calculated coefficients are given in TABLE 111.3.5. Except for uranium, the radionuclide
distribution coefficients were higher in the clay than in the granite experiments. The nature of
the groundwater had little effect: the CKD values were imposed by the material. Our
observations seem to contradict those reported by Tait et at. [89TAI/STR], who observed
strontium on granite to a greater extent than cesium. This may be due to methodological
differences: the environmental materials were not the same and the experimental conditions
were significantly different.
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TABLE 111.3.5. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching
Radionuclide distribution coefficients Ci, (ml-gl) calculated from integral experiments

experiments:

Clay/Granite GranitelGranite Ciay/Clayey Granite/Clayey_. . . ,

Clay/Granite
Groundwater

Granite/Graie
Groundwater

I 
_

ClCaybey
Groundwater

Granite/Clayey
Groundwater

"aSr 210 6 153 14
1
34Cs 53 1 25 2
inc 59 1 27 2

2191240* 693407 135 31 958 355

23n u+2 'Am 276 839 584 46 395 797
2"Cm 156 256 684 169 552 737
_ U 22 640 795 462 252

TABLE 111.3.6. Gravelines 3+2 spent
Distribution coefficients published in the literature

fuel integral leaching experiments:

.. . .

. . _ A A _ 

[92LEG/BLA] Crystalline ock/Groundwater System
[94STEIP(Y

BentonitetGroundwater System

_____________ - .4
(.) NAGRA SKB TVO NAGRA SKB TVO

Sr 45±1 I 1oo
Cs 3000 ±900 50 50 50 1 200 200

Pu 474 ± 8 Soo 10 500 500 1000 300
Am 15000± 2000 500 1000 40 500 l000 300

Cm - 500 1000 - 500 - -

U 32±1 100 3000 100 500 100 50
Natural mineral phases taken to 12-12,2 m depth with the following mineralogical composition : different phases
than quartz o3%h, llite, Glauconite 5%, Smectite 5%; water reconstiftuted and In equilibrium with these mineral
phases, pH 8,0.

For a given radionuclide, the different orders of magnitude observed between the two media
containing the same environmental material were probably due to the analytical uncertainty,
and to differences in water composition as well.

The values obtained for uranium are not significant for two essential reasons: 238U released
into the aqueous phase by the environmental materials during the leaching experiments was
included in the F/A fraction, additional mU released during acid rinsing of the environmental
materials was included in the FIM fraction.

TABLE 111.3.6 compares the distribution coefficients published in the literature [92LEG,
94STE/POT]. Some of these have been used for repository site performance assessment
studies: they are conservative figures, i.e. not exceeding the experimentally determined
values. The distribution coefficients obtained in this experiment are thus consistent with
published results. Although for the actinides in clay media, we found coefficients higher than
those indicated in TABLE 111.3.6 , values on the order of 105 or 106 have been reported
[98LY].

Radionuclide sorption on the environmental materials provides another explanation for the
drop in the cumulative inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase for 90Sr, '34Cs
(and '37Cs), 2mU, 239+240Pu and mPu+241Am during the first few weeks of leaching. In spent
fuel-leaching experiments with clay and granite, Tait et al. [89TAI/STRJ observed that the clay
very effectively retained cesium and strontium during the first few days; the sorbed fraction
then diminished as the concentration of these elements increased in solution.

No drop was observed in the cumulative molybdenum inventory fraction released into the
aqueous phase. This result is consistent with the sorption behaviour of molybdenum, which
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is found in solution in anion form, perhaps as molybdate MoO42- and is thus not retained in
large quantities by the negatively charged surfaces of the environmental materials.

In addition, sorption on the environmental materials may also account for the decrease in the
cumulative mU and 239+240Pu inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase in the
granite/clay water medium, contrary to the behaviour observed for the other radionuclides
(90Sr, 134Cs, 137Cs). The distribution coefficients estimated for this medium indicate that 38U
(CKD = 252) and 29Pu (CKD = 355) were retained in greater amounts by the granite than
'Sr (CKD= 14) or 34Cs and 137Cs (CKD= 2).
We are unable to account for the behaviour of 2 Cm although its distribution coefficient
(CKD = 737) were on the same order of magnitude as for the other transuranic nuclides, the
cumulative inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase did not diminish during the
initial weeks of leaching. This may be due to the different valences of these radionuclides:
americium and curium are always trivalent, while uranium and plutonium were probably
tetravalent during leaching experiments under reducing conditions, and hexavalent after the
leaching pot was opened. Sr2+ and Cse ions were fixed on the clay minerals by cation
exchange with Ca2' and possibly K+ ions.

Decrease of solution concentration by dilution Dhenomena?

The weekly leachate samples, replaced by an equivalent volume of fresh leaching solution,
created a pseudo flow resulting in dilution of the test medium. The material entering solution
by leaching of the fuel (and/or the environmental materials in the case of MU and Mo) could
thus be eliminated from the aqueous phase not only by sorption or (co)precipitation -
inherent in the system itself - but also as a result of the sampling procedure.
In calculating the inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase, this phenomenon was

b=e-I

taken into account in the ,ai *k term (Eq 111.3-3), which represents the sum of the
1=1

activity (or mass) of the radionuclides or elements removed from the system in the samples.
The effects of this dilution on the evolution of the concentrations is difficult to be analyzed:

The evolution of the actinide concentrations in the leachate shows that they remained
virtually constant after the third or fourth week of leaching under the test conditions. This
suggests that the concentrations in solution were unaffected by dilution. The actinide
concentrations are limited by (co)precipitation of phases with low solubility limits and/or by
sorption on environmental materials. These processes result in a readjustment of solution
concentrations after dilution. The investigation of the effect of dilution on the solution
concentration of Sr, Cs and Mo yield the following results:

The decrease in the solution concentrations of Cs in presence of granite was slower than
expected from dilution, indeed, caesium was only slightly retained by the granite (CKD = 1 to
2). The same was true for Mo in the clayey water media and for strontium in the
granite/clayey water medium
The decrease in the solution concentrations of Cs was faster in presence of clay than
expected by pure dilution, at least during the first six or seven weeks of leaching. This is
consistent with the Kdc, = 30-60. The same was true for Sr in both clay experiments and in
the granite/granite water experiment indicating that sorption phenomena predominated
during the first few weeks of leaching Kdsr(Clay)= 150-200.

Actinide Concentrations

The actinide concentrations in the aqueous phase of these integral experiments were limited
by (oo)precipitation of oxides, hydroxides and/or carbonated compounds, and/or by sorption
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on the environmental materials. The mean steady-state uranium, plutonium and curium
concentrations are given in TABLE 111.3.7.

TABLE 111.3.7. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
Aqueous.phase actinide concentrations (mol r1) in the four test media

Clay/Granite Granite/Granite Clay/Clayey GranitelClayey
Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater

.2x 10' 7,8xO0 1,8x104 1,7x0 4

I,5X10 <'7,6xlO'I2 8,9x1O-2 7,6xlO&
| m< 7,3xlO-X5 6,4xl 014 9,0x1" 7,4X104

For comparison, Grambow et al. [96GRA/LOI] reported the following actinide concentrations
in solution after leaching spent PWR fuel (burnup: 50.4 GWd-t1 ) in brine under argon:

uranium: 1 08 (determination limit) to 104 mol.l''

plutonium: 10 1 (determination limit) to 1 0'7mol.1'

curium: 1013 (determination limit) to 1 0'9 molV1-

The lower concentrations limits where found in presence of metallic iron (see also WP 111.1,
results of sample K4). The concentrations obtained in our integral experiments were on the
same order of magnitude as these lower limit for uranium, and little below the lower limit for
Pu and Cm.

The expected solubility of radionuclide compounds in a geological repository at pH 7.5 with a
redox potential of about -100 mVSHE and a C02 partial pressure between 10'2 and 10' atm
were reported by Guillaumont 94GUI] as follows:

uranium: 10-11 to 1 O mol.l'
plutonium: 1 0- to 1 0 mol.1'

americium: 1 08 to 1 O-3 mol.'

The aqueous species considered were hydroxide and carbonate complexes. Given the
similar behaviour of americium and curium as trivalent actinides, we compared our curium
concentrations with the solubility data reported for americium. While our uranium
concentrations were within the indicated range, the plutonium and curium concentrations
were much lower.
This point is of particular importance. Disregarding possible radiolysis phenomena, spent fuel
alteration under the reducing conditions imposed by our experiments can be modeled by
chemical phenomena based on the solubility of uranium compounds. With additional uranium
released by the environmental materials, the solubility limit for the uranium compound(s)
could be reached more quickly than through alteration of the spent fuel alone, possibly
slowing down the alteration rate. Moreover, radionuclides - and notably the transuranic
nuclides - are retained by the environmental materials, leading to very low concentrations in
the aqueous phase.

Congruence of Radionuclide and Elements
Assuming strontium is a suitable fuel matrix alteration tracer, the release of a radionuclide or
element (X) is congruent with the spent fuel matrix if the total cumulative released inventory
fraction is equal to that of strontium, i.e. if the ratio (FITx/F1TNS,) is equal to 1.

In these integral experiments the calculated released inventory fractions sorbed on the
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environmental materials and on the stainless steel walls are less than or equal to the actual
values: because the rinsing operations for the leaching pot, sample holder and environmental
materials were not 100% effective, notably for the actinides.

If the transuranic radionuclides were released congruently from the spent fuel matrix, the
FITTwlTF7 s, ratios should be less than or equal to 1 for 239+240Pu, 238Pu+24'Am and
244Cm. This should also logically be the case for 2mU; however, as noted above, the relative
mU fractions were altered by the additional release of this isotope from the environmental

materials. The FITmu/FiTeasr ratios can thus be expected to exceed 1.

Caesium is released from spent fuel by several mechanisms: release of labile activity, of the
activity segregated at grain boundaries, and congruent release with the fuel matrix. The
activity segregated at grain boundaries accounts for the fact that the cumulative inventory
fractions released into the aqueous phase are about an order of magnitude higher for cesium
than for strontium. The preleaching eliminated the labile activity and part of the grain
boundary activity. Our spent fuel particles in the 50-250 Pm size fraction included many
unexposed grain boundaries: the segregated activity at the grain boundaries is released
gradually over several years. Hence the expected values exceed 1 for the FITwo,/FTws, and

FIT,37,5 /FlTws, ratios.

The ratios calculated from the total released inventory fractions (TABLE 111.3.4) are shown in
TABLE 111.3.8. Despite the analytical errors and the many operations performed, the
calculated ratios were within the expected ranges in most cases. Three discrepancies were
noted:

TABLE M.3.8. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel Integral leaching experiments:
Values of FITxI Fl Mkes, ratios

X Clay/Granite Granite/Granite ClayClayey Granteclayey
Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater

*Sr 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
"us 2,03 2.23 1.05 2,03

s2CS 2,37 1.15 2,16

",+MU S 5,31 0,05 0,34 0.16
MPa4+l'Am 0,66 0,08 0.14 0,17
N"Cl 0.41 0.13 0,34 0.15
MU 3,26 5,32 0,78 5,70

The FITT.,atM,,/FT6, ratios were well below 1, except for 239+24Pu in the clay/granite water
medium (5.31). As expected, the device and environmental materials rinsing operations did
not desorb all the transuranic nuclides and the obtained values were underestimated.
Moreover, the analytical uncertainties were appreciable (30-50% on the activity
measurements). The aberrant value of 5.31 is certainly an artifact, and corresponds to
unusually high released 239+24Pu inventory fractions sorbed on the environmental materials
and on the stainless steel walls.

As expected from U release from environmental materials, the FITmu/FITas, ratios were
higher than 1, except in the clay/clayey water medium (0.78). In addition to the analytical
uncertainty, a large quantity of uranium may have precipitated on the fuel surface and was
not dissolved during the sample-holder rinsing step.

The third discrepancy concerned the inconsistently low (1.05 and 1.15) total caesium inven-
tory fraction released into the clay/clayey water medium. If the labile activity release is
assumed equal in all the media and if caesium is released congruently from the fuel matrix,
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then the ratio of the total released activity fractions for caesium and 90Sr should be similar in
all the test media. It is unlikely that a smaller amount of labile activity was released from this
fuel powder specimen, since the preleaching step was performed on the entire powder
sample, which was then divided into leaching specimens of equal mass and placed in the
sample-holders.

ComDarative Mean Leachinq Rates

In order to estimate the actual spent fuel leach rate, we considered the total 90Sr inventory
fraction released in each experiments and obtained the following mean leach rates:

clay/granite water: 0.57 * 0.07 mg m 2f
granite/granite water: 0.19 ± 0.03 mg.m 2dl
clay/clayey water: 0.35 ± 0.05 mg-m-2d'

granite/clayey water: 0.20 ± 0.03 mg-m 2r 1.
These mean rates overestimate the 91-day spent fuel matrix leach rates since they include
the rapid initial release due to dissolution of the oxidised layer on the fuel surface. This factor
cannot be disregarded in experiments of short duration such as these. These rates are all on
the same order of magnitude, and were lower in the granite media. They were significantly
higher than the corresponding apparent rates (by a factor of 100-150 in the clay media, and
50-60 in the granite media); these factors are consistent with the higher strontium
distribution coefficients for clay than for granite.

TABLE 111.3.9 indicates spent fuel leach rates published in the literature, together with the
experimental conditions under which these values were obtained. The table also includes the
rates measured during these integral leaching experiments, although they are not directly
comparable: the rates calculated from the cumulative inventory fractions released into the
aqueous phase are apparent leaching rates, covering not only leaching of the spent fuel but
also sorption and (co)precipitation phenomena related to the presence of the environmental
materials.
The mean rates can be compared with the published values. The rates obtained in this
experiment were on the same order of magnitude as those reported by Grambow et al.
[96GRAILOI] for fuel pellets (50.4 GWd tu) in argon atmosphere in the presence of iron, and
by Gray et al. [92GRAISTR] for 15-25 pm powder samples (33 GWd-t6') at low oxygen
partial pressures (0.003 atm, i.e. 3000 ppm), but higher than the results obtained by
Grambow et al. [96GRALOI] for 3 pm fuel grains (50.4 GWdItl) in argon atmosphere.
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TABLE M.3.9. Spent fuel leach rates published

Sumup Particle Leaching Time T Leachant pH P02 Carbonate Other Leaching rate Reference
(GWIUb) Size Mode (days) (C) (atm) a (md.L'') (mg.m .d'')

31,5 fragment flow (Soxhlet) 100 100 Bldlstilled water Air with granite 0,04 195GLArTOS]
50,4 pellet static -750 25 NaCI SM 9,2 Ar 1 196GRALOI]
50,4 pellet static -750 25 NaCI 5M 7,8 Ar 1
50,4 pellet static -750 25 Deionized water 7,3 Ar 3 a 4 194LOUGRA]
50,4 pellet static -750 25 Deionized water 7.3 Ar 3 4
50,4 grains -3pm static -750 25 NaCi 5M 8,3 Ar 0,05
50,4 grains -3pm static -750 25 NaCI 5M 6.6 Ar 0,05
50,4 pellet static -750 25 NaCI 5M 9,6 Ar Fe powder 0,2
50,4 pellet static -750 25 NaCI SM 9,6 Ar Fe powder 0,1
50,4 fragment static -750 25 NaCi SM 7,2 Ar 2

33 15 to 25 pm flow 50 2x104 Na2COVNaHCOs 9,0 0,200 2x104 6,3 192GRA/LEIJ
33 15 to 25pm low 50 2x104 Na2CO,/NaHCO9 9,0 0,200 2x104 7,1
33 15 to 25 pm flow 50 2x104 NaaCOJINaHCO9 9,0 0,200 2x104 5,1 [94STE(GRAI
33 15 to 25 pm flow 22 2x104 Na2C008 ITaHCO3 8,0 0,200 2x10'2 3,5
33 15 to 25 pm flow 74 2x104 Na2COs4NaHCOs 10,0 0,200 2x10 14,2
33 15 to 25 pm flow 74 2x10 4 Na2CO.,NaHCO, 8,0 0,200 2x104 8.6

33 15 to 25 pm flow 21 2x104 Na2CO/NaHCO% 10,0 0,200 2x10-4 0,6
33 15 to 25 pm flow 22 2xO NajCOSNaHCOs 9,0 0,200 2x102 2,8
33 15 to 25 pm flow 22 2x104 Na2COaINaHCOs 10,0 0,200 2x104 2,0
33 15 to 25 pm flow 2 2x104 NaCONaHCOs 8,0 0,020 &104 1,8
33 15 to 25 pm flow 78 2x1O4 Na2CONaHCOs 10,0 0,020 2x104 1,5
33 15 to 25 pm flow 25 2xl 4 NaCO/NaHCOs 10,0 0,020 2x10 2 2,1
33 15 to 25 pm flow 77 2x104 NaCO31NaHCOs 8,0 0,020 2x10 4 2,9
33 15 to 25 pm flow 23 2x104 Na2COWNaHCO, 8,0 0,003 2x10 2,8
33 15 to 25 pm flow 74 2x104 Na2COsNaHCOs 10,0 0,003 2x10' 0,7
33 15 to 25 pm flow 78 2x104 Na2CO/NaHCOs 8,0 0,003 2x104 2,0
33 15 to 25 pm flow 19 2x10 4 Na2C00NaHCOs 10,0 0,003 2x104 0,5
33 15 to 25 pm flow 50 2x104 NaCO/NaHCOs 10,0 0,003 2x102 1,0
33 15 to 25 pm flow 21 2x 4 NaaCOs/NaHCOs 9,0 0,003 2x104 1,9
33 15 to 25 pm flow 75 2x1O4 NstCOIlNaHCO% 10,0 0,020 2x10 4,8
33 mean 3 3,1
30 fragments drip test 581 90 EJ13well 8,4 Air 3,3x10v 0,7 [95FINABUC]
43 fragments drip test 581 90 EJ13well 8,4 Air 3,3x104 1,5

apparent overall Our work
60 50 to 250 pm quasi static 77 90 Granite groundwater 7,8 Ar/iVCO2 5,2x104 Clay/sand + Fe 0,004 0,57
60 50 to 250 pm qua0 static 77 90 Granite groundwater 7,8 Ar/H2(CO2 5,2x104 Granite + Fe 0,003 0,19 mean
60 50 to 250 pm quasi static 77 90 Clayey groundwater 8,8 ArAIHCO2 1,4x10'2 Clay/sand + Fe 0,003 0,35 rates
60 50 to 250 pm quasi static 77 90 Clayey groundwater 8,8 Ar/H2/CO2 1,4x10 2 Granite + Fe 0,004 0,20

'Rates cakudated from Sr traction of Inventory refeased in the aqueous phase for each experiment J



Results and discussion of SIMFUEL integral leaching tests

Evolution of chemical environment

Redox Potential

The measured potentials were below -310 mVSHE in the clay media, and below -160 mVSHE
in the granite media. Both of these values are upper limits, as the solution may have been
slightly oxidised on contact with air when the pot was opened before the measurement.

In the clay experiments, the redox potential measured for the synthetic groundwater was
consistent with actual groundwater potentials, while in the granite experiments the measured
values were slightly higher than the actual groundwater potentials (the lower limits of the
redox potential are -250 mVSHE for clayey groundwater and -300 mVSHE for granite
groundwater). Nevertheless, the measured potentials may be considered satisfactory and
representative of the reducing conditions of a geological repository site.

pH

The results are detailed in TABLE 111.3.11. The pH of the synthetic groundwater samples
was stable within 0.1 pH unit. The measured pH of the granite groundwater was 7.9 for the
clay experiment and 7.8 for the granite experiment (slightly higher than the initial pH of 7.6 at
the moment the sample was prepared). The corresponding values for the clayey synthetic
groundwater were 8.2 with clay and 8A with granite, compared with the initial value of 7.8).
Contrary to the spent fuel leaching experiments, no drop in the pH was observed.

TABLE 11.3.1 1. SIMFUEL Integral leaching experiments : pH measurements In weekly samples

Samplingna 1 3 5 7 9 11 Final
Supernatant

Clay/Granite Groundwater 7,8 7,8 7,9 8,0 8.0 8.0 7,8

Granite/Granite Groundwater 7,8 7,8 7,8 7,8 7,7 7,8 8,3

Clay/Clay Groundwater 8.1 81 8,1 8,2 8,2 8,2 8,0

Granite/Clay Groundwater 8,4 8,3 8,4 8,4 8,4 8,6 8,4

Major Cations in Final Supematant

The major cations present in the groundwaters in the final supernatants are indicated in
TABLE 111.3.12 with their initial concentrations.

TABLE 11.3.12. Simfuel integral leaching experiments:
Major cation concentrations (mol'r1 ) in leachates (precision: K, Al 5%; Mg, Ca, Na, Si 3%)

I Granite Groundwater Clayey Groundwater
_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ia 

ecae FnlLaht
I As

svnthesiaed
Final Leachate

Clay/Sand
Fina Lachate

Granite
As

synthesized
Fjina Lacha~te

Clay/Sand
.Final Lachate

Granite

K 5,7xl0W 2,OxIO I,8xl0' 3,1xl0 1,2x 10 4 I .9xllOY
Ca 6,9xIV' l19x10f3 2,8x1O 4 9,8x1O05 1,5xO1 1,2x10 4

Na 4,2xlWO 5.4xlO3 4,9x40 3 1,7xlO2 I l1x10 ,3x 2

Al l.lx10l 3.4x40' 8,2x1O4 nd 33x10 4 1,4x40"
Si Ilxlo' 13x10 1.7x10 nd 1,5xI0 3 1,6xl1'

Mg nd 1i5 xlOs 4.X04 I,0x10I 5.8x1O05 1.9xlO '

no: nor oeamruned

165



The leaching solution was modified during the SIMFUEL leaching experiments. Significant
potassium and calcium enrichment of the granite water was observed; in particular, the
calcium concentration rose from 6.9 x 1- to 1.9 x 1 - mol ' in contact with the clay/sand
mixture. The sodium and silica concentrations increased slightly. The cation composition
modifications were less significant in clay water: the calcium concentration increased while
the potassium, sodium and magnesium concentrations diminished slightly.

Colloidal Species
The distribution of elements in colloid and dissolved form was calculated from the analysis
results for filtered and ultrafiltered aliquot samples of the final supematant solutions
(Appendix 5, TABLE 10). Regardless of the test medium, most of the Sr, Mo, Ba and U were
present as colloids (84-88% of the strontium, 61-88% of the molybdenum, 69-97% of the
barium and 81-89% of the uranium), contrary to the spent fuel experiments in which virtually
all the Sr, Mo and U was found in dissolved form.

Leachina Kinetics

The ICP-MS analysis results are indicated in Appendix 5, TABLE 22 . Only Sr, Mo and Ba
were determined in all the samples. The Y, Zr, Ru, Rh, Pd, La, Ce and Nd concentrations
were always below the determination limit (2 pg-l1). Uranium was found in scattered samples
at concentrations ranging from 5.2 to 46 pg-l . As in the spent fuel leaching experiments, the
final supematant analysis was not taken into account in the kinetic study, since this sample
was taken under different temperature and redox conditions. The study thus covered the first
84 days of leaching.

Cumulative Inventory Fraction Released into Aaueous Phase

The cumulative SIMFUEL inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase are indicated
in Appendix 5, TABLE 11. The observed fractions were generally very high, on the order of
103 to 10-1, and increased in a regular manner throughout the duration of the experiments
(FIGURE 111.3.13).

In all the test media, contrary to the spent fuel leaching experiments, the cumulative
molybdenum inventory fraction released into the aqueous phase was lower than for
strontium. The contradiction is only apparent, however, these results include 88Sr, which is
known to be released in large proportions by the environmental materials.

The FIA, for each element is indicated as a function of the cumulative contact time in each of
the test media.

Molybdenum

The cumulative released molybdenum fraction appeared to be higher in the granite tests
(rising from 6.1 x 103 to 1.1 x 10 2 in the granitelgranite water medium and from 1.3 x 102 to
2.3 x 10'2 in the granite/clayey water medium) than in the clay tests (1.4 x 103 to 2.4 x 0 in
clay/granite water and 2.9 x 103 to 3.2 x 103 in clay/clayey water). These fractions were
generally higher than those observed during the spent fuel leaching experiments (1.1 x 03
to 8.3 x 103). The molybdenum analyzed in the aqueous phase came from the
environmental materials as well as from the SIMFUEL. The proportion of molybdenum from
the environmental materials cannot be estimated until the results of the control tests
(environmental materials without fuel) are analyzed.
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Barium
The cumulative barium fraction released into the aqueous phase was on the same order of
magnitude in all the test media, ranging from 8.2 x 103 to 2.7 x 10 in the clay/granite water
medium, from 4.2 x 103 to 1.7 x 10.2 in the clay/clayey water medium, from 5.4 x 10 to
1.5 x 10.2 in the granite/granite water medium and from 1.3 x 103 to 7.8 x 104 in the
granite/clayey water medium. As for molybdenum, some of the barium in solution was
released from the environmental materials and not from the SIMFUEL.

Released Material Balance

Pending the results of the blank tests, no conclusions can be drawn concerning the
SIMFUEL leaching behaviour in the test media. Nevertheless, the solution analysis results
are presented below. The 'filter rinse" solution analysis results are detailed in Appendix,
TABLE 23, and the analysis results of the "material rinse", the "alkaline melt when
applicable, the "pot rinse" and the "sample-holder rinse" in Appendix 5, TABLE 24.

Strontium, molybdenum and barium were always determined in the filter rinse solutions,
whereas the Ru, Rh and Pd concentrations were always below the determination limit; Y and
Zr were rarely determined in the granite water medium. The La, Ce and Nd concentrations
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could be determined in about half the granite water solutions, but never in the clayey water
media.
The materials rinse solutions were indicative of the elements released by the environmental
materials. For example, 3 to 4 times more strontium and 5 to 8.5 times more barium were
released from the clay than from the granite, while 5 to 11 times more yttrium and 10 to 50
times more uranium were released from granite than from clay. The granite also released
larger amounts of lanthanum, cerium and neodymium than the clay; the same was true for
molybdenum, the concentration of which was below the determination limits (25 and 50
pgl') in the media containing clay.

The pot rinse solutions also reflected the alteration of the environmental materials. The
solutions from the clay experiments contained larger quantities of strontium and barium, but
smaller quantities of yttrium, zirconium, uranium and molybdenum than the solutions from the
granite experiments.

The sample-holders for the clayey water tests were rinsed by error with 1 M nitric acid rather
than with Milli-Q double-distilled water, and the results thus cannot be taken into account. In
view of the low concentrations in the sample-holder rinse solutions, they may be disregarded
in determining the overall material release balance. In the granite water tests, the granite was
again observed to release more molybdenum and uranium, and less strontium and barium
than the clay.
Solid state analyses of leached SIMFUEL samoles

SIMFUEL particles leached in the clay/granite water and granite/granite water media were
sampled for SEM observation after the sample-holders were rinsed in Milli-Q double-distilled
water. No precipitates were observed on the fuel surface: either none were formed, or any
existing precipitates were dissolved after the pot was opened to air (restoring oxidizing
conditions) and the sample was rinsed for 24 hours in double-distilled water.

Interoretation and Discussion
Pending analysis of the blank tests (SIMFUEL alone or environmental materials alone
leached separately in synthetic groundwater) it is impossible to discriminate between the
elements released from the SIMFUEL and those released from the environmental materials.

Redox Potential

The redox potentials measured at the end of the SIMFUEL leaching experiments were
representative of the reducing conditions expected in a geological repository. As the hot-cell
procedures implemented for the spent fuel leaching experiments were identical, it may be
assumed that similar redox potentials were reached in those experiments. This assumption is
corroborated by the uranium concentrations (on the order of 10 moll') measured during
these experiments.
The uranium concentrations in the weekly SIMFUEL leaching solution samples were
generally below the ICP-MS determination limit (4 pgrh in this case). Nevertheless, uranium
was determined in the final supernatant solutions at concentrations of 32 and 58 pgr' in the
clay tests, and 2728 and 152 pg-r in the granite tests. We infer that uranium(IV) was
oxidised to uranium(VI) in the final supematants, causing it to enter solution; each 50 ml final
supematant sample was obtained in successive 5 ml fractions with a micropipette after
measuring the redox potential, favouring rapid oxidation of the solution.

Colloids

The SIMFUEL supematant solutions were analyzed more than two weeks after sampling,
compared with less than a week for the spent fuel experiments. Colloids may have
developed during this period, particularly since the leachates contained iron, which oxidises
to Fe(lIl) and can precipitate in hydroxide form, favouring the formation of colloids.
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Alteration of Environmental Materials

Alteration of the environmental materials was revealed by the high orders of magnitude (102
to 1 03) of the cumulative inventory fractions of Sr, Mo and Ba released into the aqueous
phase, and by the changes in the major cations in the groundwater.

Contrary to the results observed for the radionuclides in the spent fuel experiments, the
cumulative element inventory fractions released into the aqueous phase did not diminish
during the first few weeks. We monitored the release of radioactive (i.e. labeled) species in
the spent fuel tests, making it possible to discriminate between the strontium released by the
spent fuel (90Sr) and by the environmental materials (88Sr). A similar distinction could not be
made for the SIMFUEL tests: only the overall release of elements from the SIMFUEL, the
environmental materials and sorption of (co)precipitation phenomena could be observed;
most of the strontium was released into solution from the environmental materials.

Conclusions on Spent Fuel and SIMFUEL Leaching under Integral test conditions
We investigated the influence of four combinations of simulated groundwater and
environmental materials at 900C under a pressure of 40 bars: a clay/sand mixture with
granite water, granite and granite water, a clay/sand mixture with clayey water, and granite
and clayey water. Leachate samples were taken at weekly intervals, and the final overall
distribution in the closed, multiphase systems was analyzed.

We assessed the leaching behaviour of several radionuclides (88Sr, 9Sr, '34Cs, '37Cs,
39+240pu, 24OPu, 'Pu+241Am, 244Cm and 238U) and of molybdenum to provide data on the

corresponding elements. Some elements were found both in the spent fuel and in the
geological materials. Strontium was' of particular interest in that it is considered as a fuel
alteration tracer.

In addition to the technical difficulties, a number of experimental difficulties were also
encountered. Although the labile activity and a fraction of the activity segregated at the fuel
grain boundaries (0.83% of the calculated initial 137Cs activity) was eliminated prior to
leaching, the activity of certain radionuclides predominated over that of the others, and thus
complicating the radiochemical analyses. Moreover, low or very low quantities were leached
from the fuel, and the elements were sorbed differently by the environmental materials. In
addition, the quantities of the stable elements in the SIMFUEL - and even of uranium - were
sometimes at the detection limits of the ICP-MS system.
The overall results of our 91 -day leach tests with 60 GWd-tU-1 spent fuel show that the
radionuclides were predominantly found in the environmental materials rather than in the
aqueous phase: depending on the species and the nature of the environmental materials,
they retained between 66% and 99% of the activity released from the spent fuel. Some
species in solution (e.g. curium and plutonium) were also sorbed on colloidal particles.
Concerning the dissolved species, we observed that the groundwater composition was not a
major factor, and that the cumulative actinide inventory fractions released into the aqueous
phase stabilized after about one month, following which the concentrations in the aqueous
phase were about 10- mol-l for uranium, 1012 moll'1 for plutonium and 10-13 to 10-14 mol-l-1
for curium. These low values were attributable to sorption on granite or clay. The behaviour
of these species thus depends on fuel leaching, on multiple interactions, on the equilibrium
with unidentified crystalline or amorphous phases and with the environmental materials.
The material balance for the 90Sr released from the fuel during the experiments were twice as
high with clay as with granite. Additional studies of longer duration will be necessary before it
may be asserted that the presence of smectite 4a clay is detrimental to the durability of spent
fuel. Strontium was retained in larger amounts by clay than by granite, while the 90Sr
concentrations in the aqueous phase were comparable for all the test media.
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The mean spent fuel alteration rates determined from the total 90Sr
release in the test media were consistent with other published findings:

inventory fractions

clay/granite water medium:

granite/granite water medium:

clay/clayey water medium:
granite/clayey water medium:

0.57 ± 0.07 mg-m 2dr1

0.19 ± 0.03 mgm-2d'

0.35 * 0.05 mg-m-2d-1

0.20 ± 0.03 mg-ed'

When the blank tests have been completed and analyzed, we will be able to quantify the
proportions of elements and radionuclides released by the environmental materials alone,
without the fuel, and to determine the quantity of material released by spent fuel in the
absence of environmental materials. We will then be able to interpret the SIMFUEL leaching
experiments and, perhaps, to identify a possible radiolysis effects on fuel leaching behaviour.
We will also be able to assess the possible effect of the environmental materials on the
quantity of material released from the fuel, at least over the duration of our experiments. The
results were not available for the final report.
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WP IV: MODELLING

The final goal of the experiments in the project is to develop sufficient quantitative
understanding of the spent fuel dissolution process to develop models for allowing
meaningful long-term prediction by source terms. Due to the complicated nature of the
overall reaction mechanism, a series of submodels was developed. To account for the
electrochemical nature of the dissolution process, three electrochemical models were
developed by various laboratories. Modelling by ITU was focussed on quantification of
experimental errors caused by defected electrode samples (see WP 1.6/7). At FUB a model
is developed (WP 1.6/7) to rationalize the effect of carbonate and on the calibration curves
(corrosion rate versus electrochemical potential). Progress has been made in combining
electrochemical and geochemical data and models to provide a mechanistic basis for source
term development and to identify rate regimes and oxidative dissolution thresholds in the
frame of Eh/pH-diagrams. Geochemical reaction path models describe the evolution of solid
and liquid phases, ideal solid solution models account for the incorporation of radionuclides
in solid reaction products. A problem of these models is that they apply equally well to
unirradiated U02 and to spent fuel without accounting explicitly for the differences.
Developing radiolysis models shall close this gap.

WP IV.1 REACTION PATH MODELLING OF SPENT FUEL BEHAVIOUR AND
ACTINIDE CHEMISTRY
Geochemical modelling of the reaction path of spent fuel in saline solutions was carried out
at FZK both for oxidizing and reducing conditions. The evolution of solution composition and
the quantity of newly formed secondary reaction products were calculated both as a function
of the amount of spent fuel dissolved and as a function of time. The calculations were
performed with the geochemical code EQ3/6, using the Pitzer equations for activity
coefficient calculations at high ionic strength.
Under oxic closed system conditions (calculation results: FIGURE IV.1), for the simulated
stepwise addition of U02 into an air saturated NaCI solution. Na-polyuranate was calculated
to be the first phase to form. Indeed, Na-polyuranate was observed in coprecipitation tests.
This resulted in a decrease of solution pH to values of about 5 and to U concentrations of
about 105 m, as observed experimentally. Due to the redox buffer capacity of U02, further
simulated addition of U02 to the solution resulted in a the consumption of oxygen and a
decrease of Eh, in the redissolution of the Na-polyuranate and the formation of different
types of superstoichiometric uranium oxide phases.
U02 dissolution under reducing conditions was simulated (FIGURE IV.1.2) by repeating the
calculations in a similar way as before, considering this time the co-dissolution of U02 with
iron. As before, Na-polyuranate was predicted to be the first phase to form. However,
dissolved oxygen from air is expected to be consumed fast by the oxidative corrosion of iron,
leading to the formation of hematite. Once all oxygen is consumed, the Eh drops and both
hematite and Na-polyuranate become thermodynamically unstable. They are predicted to
redissolve, driven by the formation of uraninite and magnetite. In reality, the dissolution of
hematite is very slow and it is unlikely that it will occur in experimental time. Also in the
experiments Goethite and not hematite were observed. Though goethite is less stable than
hematite, is formation is favoured kinetically. Such kinetic constraints would have to be
considered into the modelling to allow for a closer match with experimental reality. In
contrast, the observed increase in solution pH is indeed observed experimentally (Appendix
2, TABLE 19).
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Dissolution of U0 2 in presence of iron I
.,~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

0
E

co

0
n3

0
C,0

0
0

0-
,,2

0.4 -

-6 -

-8

-2-

0 -
._

NaHU60,*1

-i
-6 -4 -2

I6 i
-6--

-6 -4 -2

o -6
0w-

() -8
-10

-6 - * -4 -2

7_

Cl)

a)
..

0~
C,,

CD

-6 -4 -2

Reaction progress mol/kg H2

FIGURE IV.1.-2: Geochemical simulation of the reaction path of U0 2 in 95% saturated NaCI solution
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The results of the above calculation provide a reasonable explanation for the variation of
solution pH under oxidizing and reducing conditions in salt solutions: It is very important to
know if it is just an experimental artifact that the pH under oxidizing conditions becomes as
low as 5, because radionuclide solubilities become rather high under these conditions. The
calculations show that this is not an artifact but that low pH results from Na consumption for
polyuranate formation. This is. not expected under reducing conditions, because no Na-
containing U(IV) solid phases are expected to be formed. Also low pH values are not
expected in oxic granite or clay waters. In these solutions much less alkali elements are
available to become incorporated into U(VI) secondary phases.

Reaction path of U02 In granite water.
The reaction path for U02 dissolution in granite water is studied by FZK. Particular emphasis
was on modelling the experimental data in saline granite water under oxic conditions, studied
in WP 1.4-1.
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FIGURE IV.1-3: Time dependent reaction path of U02 dissolution In oic saline granite waters (EQ3/6-
calculation by FZK)

In order to compare experimental data with reaction path calculations, reaction progress
values are translated to reaction time, using a rate constant of U02 dissolution In saline
granite water. This rate constant has been determined from experimental data of VTT (0.3
ng/m2d, same data as in FIGURE 1.4-5). With respect to phase selection, two reaction path

calculations are compared: (1) uranyl silicate formation (haweeite, soddyite) is ignored and
(2) Haweefte is considered also. FIGURE IV.1-3 shows that only case (1) is compatible with
the VTT-data. Discrepancies were even more pronounced when soddyite is also considered
(results not shown). In all calculations, at very high reaction progress (long time)
becquerellite and/or Na-polyuranate formation are predicted to occur. Though these
predictions were not yet validated by solid phase identification techniques, two unambiguous
conclusions can be drawn from these calculations: (A) The decrease In the rate of U
accumulation in solution and the approach of steady state U concentrations is quantitatively
compatible with a constant rate of U02 dissolution (dissolution/ precipitation mechanism). (B)
If uranyl silicate formation (haweeite and/or soddyite) has occurred in the experiments this
must be a non-equilibrium process (limitations in the precipitation rate).

Electro-geochemical model for spent fuel matrix dissolution mechanism
The electrochemical nature of spent fuel matrix dissolution under oxic and anoxic laboratory
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conditions has clearly been confirmed by our project. It has been shown that a simple
relationship between corrosion rate and corrosion potential holds, independent on
groundwater composition ("calibration curvesn). Thus, the effect of groundwater composition
on fuel matrix dissolution rates is associated to an effect of the geochemical environment on
the corrosion potentials. If we would know the corrosion potential of U02 or spent fuel in a
given groundwater, we would be able to predict the corrosion rates. Since geochemical
conditions in the repository near field depend strongly on waste package design, a generic
approach is taken, allow prediction of corrosion potentials.

B 0

C' C
o.5r ~

0-

2 3 5 6 7 9 10 11
pH

FIGURE IV.14: U02 dissolution, log pO=.-29, HC03=O, pH dependency of (A) equilib-rium ref. potential
of anodic and (B) cathodic half reaction (Eh) (C) corrosion potential

This is pursued at INE-FZK by explicitly coupling of electro- and geochemistry: The corrosion
potential (no net current) at the surface of U02 is calculated by searching the potential at
which anodic and cathodic partial currents equal. With the electrochemical data obtained
(WP 1.617), the two partial currents are calculated as a function of the potential difference to
two reference potentials. The anodic dissolution reference potential is the equilibrium
potential for U02 ' + 2e = U0 2 : Ea = E0 + RT/2F In auo2+., with auo2+. calculated from total
U(VI) concentration in solution, considering activity coefficients, hydrolysis and complex
formation constants (curve A, FIGURE IV.1-4). As equilibrium potential for the cathodic
reaction (oxidant reduction) the solution Eh is used. The interpretation of measured solution
Eh is ambiguous, but Eh is a master variable in the assessment of redox properties of
geochemical systems. The Eh is related to the oxygen partial pressure P0 2 by the equation

Eh= E, + RT1ZF In (pO2*10"Ia2) (IV.1.1)

Eh-values (in V) measured for air saturated waters can typically be described by a relation

Ehjr = (13±2 - pH).0.0592 V, (IV.1.2)

corresponding to a nominal equilibrium partial pressure of 02 of 10 . In contrast,
thermodynamic equilibrium with air would yield a relation

Ehftcd=(20.77 - pH)0.0592 V. (IV.1.3)
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For modelling air saturated waters the empirical relation (IV.1.2) is used (curve B). The
calculated corrosion potential (curve C) is then situated between the two equilibrium curves B
and C.
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FIGURE IV.1-5: Comparison of predicted and measured corrosion rates of U02 In various groundwaters
(pH 1-10, HCO3 0-0.1 m, oxic and anoxic)

The approach was tested and calibrated (Figure IV.1-5) using rate data for U02 corrosion,
obtained in the present and the past EU-project for a variety of pH, Eh, and carbonate
concentrations. As far as available, the experimental Eh was used. Missing Eh values were
estimated. Eh* was used (corresponding to log pO2 = -29) for air saturated solutions or
21%0 2/N2 solutions, log pO2 = -30.4 for 5%0 2/N2 and log pO2 -27.6 for solutions with 100%
02. The average deviation of predicted and experimentally measured rates is about a factor
of two.

The calculations are based on the experimental relation between corrosion potential and
corrosion rate corresponding to a ba value of 80 mV (see FIGURE 1.6-32). For the cathodic
reaction a bk value of 240 mV/decade (Tafel slope) has been observed in section 1.6. Better
agreement with the experimental data can be obtained with lower values, expected for
slightly oxidised fuel. A best-fit value of 167 mV was used for the calculations. Moreover,
already a change of the anodic reference equilibrium potential for oxidised fuel would be
different according to the reaction U022+ +1.33 e +0.33 H20= 1/3 U3 07 +0.66 H. Anodic
exchange current densities were 5*1012 A/cn 2, cathodic ones were 5.1011 A/cm2. The
approach also provides a quantitative interpretation of the dependency of calibration curves
on carbonate concentrations (compare FIGURE IV.1-6 with FIGURE 1.6-36).

Fractional reaction orders nc for r=ro*[Cj"kj with respect to total dissolved carbonate vary
with pH. At pH 4 there is no dependency of reaction rates on dissolved carbonate (nc=0), at
pH 5 nc=O.177, at pH 7 it is 0.41, at pH 8 to 10 it is 0.53. Similarly, the reaction order np with
respect to pH varies with pH. For pH<4 np=0.35, it is 0.18 at pH5, 0.12 form pH 6 to 7 and 0
at pH 8. Above pH 8 the reaction rate increases with a very small exponent Of -0.06.
Reaction orders with respect to oxygen partial pressures are only 0.09.

The electro-geochemical model provides a direct interface to full scale geochemical code
calculations as these can be used to calculate both alO2" and Eh as a function of reaction
progress and near field constraints. It allows to describe reaction rates of U02 directly in
Eh/pH diagrams used in the geochemical assessment of geological nuclear waste disposal
sites (see below WP IV.4).
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FIGURE IV.1-6: Predicted calibration curves in carbonate containing and carbonate free media

Surface complexation model

The reaction of U0 2 with different types of groundwaters was modeled by ENRESAIUPC
considering the detachment of surface complexes as rate liming step. In hydrogen
bicarbonate medium, the proposed mechanism includes three different steps [99PAB/CAS]:

Ste 1: Oxidation of the surface of the solid

k, >
>U0 2 +° 2 ( > UO3 (IV.1-4)

Ste- 2: Surface co-ordination of U(VI) by HCOj

>U0 3 +HCO- k2 > U0 3 - HCOj (IV.1-5)

Step 3 Detachment (dissolution) of the product species

U0 O HCO- '3 U(VI)(aq)lt (IV.1-6)

The assumption of a fast detachment of the carbonate surface complex (step 3) agrees with
the analysis by X-Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy 95BRU/CAS]. From this mechanism, and
after applying the stationary state approach to the reaction intermediate, >UO3-HCO3 the
following rate equation is obtained:

r= k1k2{> uo2}tot[oj2-lcoj (IV.1-7)
k-1 + k2 CMj J+k, 1021

When the effect of pH is considered, following a similar procedure as in the previous case,
the following rate equation is established 98TOR/CASJ:

k..1[02[>02]tt + k2 k D (IV.1-8)
k-1 +k3 +k2 t +kj[021
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In order to validate these models, experimental dissolution rates of U02(s) in bicarbonate
media at different temperatures [97PAB/CAS, 99PAB/CAS] and as a function of pH
[97TOR/CAS] have been adjusted to equations IV.1-7 and IV.1-8, respectively by fitting the
kinetic parameters, which have been used for the modelling of experimental dissolution
results published by different authors.

Studying uraninite dissolution under oxidising conditions, Grandstaff (76GRA] at low
carbonate concentration determined the rate of uraninite dissolution to be directly
proportional to the total hydrogen carbonate concentration. However, the same author found
no dependence when working at higher carbonate concentrations. If the data obtained by
Grandstaff at 23 QC are compared with those obtained by the model in bicarbonate media, an
important difference between the experimental values and the predicted ones is evidenced,
which can be attributed to differences in the solid phases 89GRA]. Nevertheless, our model
can predict the reaction order change with HCO3- concentration observed by Grandstaff.

Thomas and Till [84THO/TIL] also determined a linear dependence working at low
carbonate/bicarbonate concentrations (<1 mmoll') using unirradiated U02 and at 40 QC, in
agreement with the mechanism in bicarbonate media.
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FIGURE IV.1-7 Comparison between the results obtained by different authors using both spent fuel and
unirradiated U0 2 and the trend predicted by equation IV.1-7, represented by the solid line (EQ
[97PAB/CAS], 0, A [95GRA/WIL], *,A 189GRAJ, X this work: experiment UODGW25)

In FIGURE IV.1-7, the results obtained by several authors using both SF and unirradiated
U0 2 under the same oxidising conditions, are summarized. In this case, the treatment of the
whole data gives a fractional dependency of the dissolution rate on the HCOj concentration
which was found to be: 0.60 ± 0.06. The rates predicted by equation IV.1-7 are also plotted in
FIGURE IV.1-7 and as can be seen good fit of the experimental data is achieved. Therefore,
our model derived from unirradiated U02 results is able to predict dissolution rates for both
SF and unirradiated U02, which react at about the same rate.
Thomas and Till [84THOML] studied the rate of dissolution of unirradiated U02 pellets as a
function of pH at 40 C, and they found that the rate increased with decreasing the pH and
was minimal in the pH range 5-10. These values are in good agreement with the values
simulated using equation IV.1-8.

In the case of the work compiled by Grambow 89GRAI using SF, the experimental results
are higher than the estimated ones by equation IV.1-8, but the discrepancies observed are
reasonable since SF rates are being considered.
Conceming the dissolution rates of uraninites [76GRA], experimental values are 2 orders of
magnitude higher than the rates arising from equation IV.1-8

Dissolution rates from a detailed study of the corrosion mechanism of U02, using
electrochemical techniques [89SHOISUN, 91SUN/SHO], were compared with the values
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calculated using equation IV.1-8 at the experimental conditions reported by the authors. The
calculated values were in very good agreement with the experimental dissolution rates,
although data are not reported here.

TABLE IV.1-1 Comparison between experimental and calculated dissolution rates

Referen pH [02(aq)] exmentaf realculted
ce (moVI) (moVm 2s) (moVm2s)

[89GRA] 5.7 2.67104 2.9-10 " 1.4-10 l'
[89GRA] 5 2.92-104 4.1-10-9 4.0-1011
[95ERI/ 7 10 5 5.1 0-12 9.7-1 0-13

EKL]

Other dissolution rates at different pH using both, unirradiated U0 2 and SF found in the
literature are summarized and compared with the simulated data in TABLE IV.1-1. The
difference between the predicted and measured values is of one order of magnitude or less
except in the case of the data published by Grambow I89GRA].

As in the cases of proton and bicarbonate, the oxygen reaction orders found in the literature
for uranium dissolution vary from fractional values -0.5 up to 1. The two mechanisms
presented in this work can explain this fact.

Thomas and Till 84THOITIL] exposed UO2 pellets to oxygen-containing leachants in distilled
deionized water and in granite groundwater at 30 QC. In the case of demonized water, a first
order dependence of the dissolution rate on oxygen concentration was obtained.
Unfortunately this trend can not be predicted by equation IV.1 -7.

Nevertheless, the data modelling in granite groundwater, in which experimentally a fractional
order is obtained (-0.6) provide satisfactory results.

In electrochemical experiments Shoesmith and Sunder 92SHO/SUN], found a first-order
relationship for U0 2 dissolution rate as a function of dissolved oxygen concentration working
at 0.1 M NaCIO4 and 25 C. The approach provided by equation IV.1-7 is presented in
FIGURE IV.1-8.

-10

-12

8.
-14

-16
-8 -6 -4 -2

log [0]

FIGURE IV.1-8 Comparison with the experimental data obtained by [92SHO/SUN] using U0 2 and
electrochemical experiments, and the trend predicted by equation IV.1-8, represented by the solid line.
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A first order with respect to oxygen concentration was determined 76GRA] with natural
uraninite powders. The reaction order is in good agreement with the slope obtained by
equation IV.1-8, but again the experimental dissolution rates are two orders of magnitude
higher than the predicted ones, though the data is not shown here.
In the case of SF, some uncertainties in the oxygen concentration dependence were found
[95GRAY/WIL]. At 25QC the dissolution rate has not dependence on oxygen concentration,
while at 75 C fractional dependencies were found (0.35 and 0.79, at 2102 and 2104 M
HCO&, respectively). Equation IV.1-7 can not explain this behaviour and more experimental
work is needed in order to clarify these aspects.

Christensen [98CHR] developed a radiolysis model taking into account the gas production
rates, and was able to explain SF dissolution experiments in 5 M NaCI and deionized water,
although the predicted dissolution rates were overestimated one order of magnitude
approximately. One attempt was made in order to simulate the same experiments using the
mechanism presented here, but in this case the predicted values were several orders of
magnitude lower compared with the experimental values. This disagreement can be
attributed to the fact that radiolysis (see below, WP IV.3) is not considered in the models
discussed here.

WP IV.2 MODELUNG SOLID SOLUTION FORMATION

SF coprecipitation data in saline solutions were modeled [96QUVGRA2]. The elements
studied were Am, Cm, Eu, Np and Pu. From the data that now available on trivalent element
behaviour one can conclude that solid solution formation of (AN,REE)(OH)3(s)" may occur
under this experimental conditions (FIGURE IV.2-1).

-3 k, Iv i | | I ' ' | i |l.7

3 -5 -. ". A poo t PaA

E V P~fUt4AAM* 9-* ._
-71-1CW0 V- ad

-13

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

I I pH , I 

FIGURE IV.21 Solubilit of Am in ans of deal solid solution formation (ANRE:WOH)3(s)

Using geochernical reaction path models, the interpretation of SIMFUEL coprecipitation
phenomena in GBW under oxidising conditions has been performted. E3/6 [92WOL] and
PHREEQC [97CHAIMAC]. The data files used for modelling were datal.corr" and
"phreeqc.dat" for E03 and PHREEQC, respectively.
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FIGURE IV.2-2 Sr concentration from experimental and calculated data.

A tentative approach for modelling Sr steady state concentration as a function of pH is given
in FIGURE IV.2-2. In triangle points SIMFUEL leaching concentration values obtained are
given. The lines represent the Sr solubility calculated as function of the control solid phase
considered (celestite, strontianite or calcite). A comparison between experimental
198SERIQUI] and thermodynamic data [90PARITHO] of Sr solubility considering a solid phase
formation support the following chemical control model: For pH < 7 the solid phase that
controls the Sr solubility is celestite; when 7 < pH < 8 the phase is strontianite, and for pH > 8
the calcite formation controls the Sr concentration in solution.

WP IV. 3 MODELLING OF RADIOLYSIS EFFECTS
Calculations of spent fuel corrosion and gas production have been carried out, simulating
conditions of spent fuel leaching experiments carried out within a previous EU-project. In
deionized water the calculated gas generation rates were 2-108 and 1-1 04 mol (g U)'-d-1for
hydrogen and oxygen, respectively, 6 - 10 times lower than the experimental values. The
calculated fuel alteration rate was 2.2.10- mol U02 (9 U) d1 ' or 92 mg. m2-d-1, about 3 times
higher than the experimental rate. Excess hydrogen decreased both fuel alteration and gas
generation rates. Excess oxygen increased gas generation rates. The gas generation
continued with the same rates for the whole calculation period (5 y). The calculated fuel
alteration (=corrosion) rate was higher than the experimental values (about 10 times). The
fuel oxidation is caused only by water radiolysis in a thin a-irradiated layer. The gas is
produced almost entirely in the gamma-irradiated bulk water. Diffusion of gases from the thin
a-irradiated layer is decisive for the magnitude of the U02 oxidation and dissolution. If
diffusion is neglected hydrogen is built up in the thin water layer. This results in a
considerably reduced corrosion rate of U02

Used nuclear fuel is mainly U02, which has low solubility in water under reducing conditions.
Although the groundwaters at the expected depth of a disposal vault in granite rock (500 to
1000 m) are generally reducing, redox conditions near the fuel surface may be altered by the
radiolysis of water by the ionizing radiation associated with the fuel.

A previously developed radiolysis model for corrosion of U02.in deionized water
(94CHRISUN) was used to describe corrosion results from the last (F12W-CT90-0055) and
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the present EU-project on spent fuel corrosion (96GRAILOI, 95LOI/GRA) for experiments in
deionized water and in 5 m NaCI solutions where, both fuel corrosion and gas production
were measured
The MACKSIMA-CHEMIST computer programn 79CAR/HAN) was used. Also, the same
reaction mechanism as used previously (94CriR/SUN, 86CHRIBJR)' was applied (see
TABLE 1, Appendix 9). The mechanism shown is slightly modified to include diffusion as
discussed below. In TABLE 2, Appendix 9, reactions in 5 m NaCI solutions are given. The
applied G-values for both y- and a-radiation are shown in TABLE 3, Appendix 9.

It was necessary to modify the model to be applicable also in concentrated NaCI solutions.
By simulation of experiments by Gim6nez et al (96GIMtBAR) on the effect of CIO- on
oxidation of U02 in unirradiated, nitrogen saturated 5 m NaCI solutions a rate constant for the
reaction of C01 with U0 2 and U0 3 H was obtained. The fitted value was 4-1 O-3 m-1-se. The
model was further developed based on recent experiments by Kelm and Bohnert
(98KELIBOH1, 98KELUBOH2) on a- and y-radiolysis of 5 m NaCI solutions (in the absence of
U02). The main modification was the introduction of the radical Cl2 as a primary species in
a-irradiated solutions and the primary species CIOH- and C13- in a-irradiated solutions. These
species are likely to be formed at high Cl- concentration in the spur by fast reactions of OH
radicals with Cl. Consequently, the primary yields of the other oxidizing species (OH and
H20 2) are reduced. In the final calculations the primary yields proposed by Kelm and Bohnert
(98KEUBOH1, 98KEL/BOH2) were used, see TABLE 4, Appendix 9.

Spent fuel self oxidason and dissolution by radlolysis In deionized water
The model has been used to simulate results from a previous EU-contract (F12W-CT90-
0055, 96GRAiLOI, 95LOIGRA) . In these experiments both fuel corrosion and gas
production were measured deionized water and in 5 m NaCI solutions. A summary of the
original results is given in TABLE 5, Appendix 9. The system is divided into four phases, see
FIGURE IV.3-1, requiring three separate calculations. Irradiation conditions are given in
TABLE IV.3-1

Phase 1: a 30 pim thin surface layer on top of the pellet, irradiated by a-, A-, and

y-radiation. Volume 0.021 cm3. SA 4.2 cm2.

Phase 2: a 0.3 cm layer on top of phase 1, irradiated by f3- and T-radiation.

Volume 1.28 cm3. SA 4.2 cm2.

Phase 3: The rest of the solution, irradiated by y-radiation. Volume 200 cm3.

Phase 4: Gas phase, unirradiated, volume 250 cm3.

Fuel corrosion takes place only in phase 1, whereas gas production may take place in all
three phases. Oxygen and hydrogen are then distributed between phase 3 and 4 according
to their solubilities.
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FIGURE IV.3-1: Phases considered in radiolysis model

Table IV.3-1 Irradiation conditions

Solution:

pR:

Temperature:

Volumes:

U0 2-pellet:

Burn-up:

Dose rates, gy/l

a

Phase 1 140

Phase 2 0

Phase 3 0

deionized water

initial 7, final 5.5-9.6, pH = 7.5 are used in calculations.

250 C.

200 ml solution; 250 ml gas; closed system.

7 g, d = 1 cm; V = 0.64 cm3 (f p = 10.96), 1 = 0.82 cm. SA = 4.2 cm2

(geometrical surface area).

50 MWd/kg U (193 and 260 W/m), age about 2 y.

h

O 8000

2200

0

Y

120

120

80

Total

9520

2320

80

These dose rates have been estimated, based on similar Swedish fuel (91ING/ELK).
G-values: See TABLE 3, Appendix 9, separate values for phase 1 (14.7% a-radiation) and
phase 2. The same G-values are applicable in phase 2 and phase 3.

Solubilities in H20, at 252C: H2 7.8-104 moVdm3, 02 1.23-103 mol-dm4 (at 0.1 MPa).
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Mechanism and rate constants: See TABLE 2, Appendix 9, U0 2 reactions with radiolytic
species were only included in phase 1.

Diffusion of species between phases is accounted for by

Ficks law: dn = A * D dE
dt dx

Where A is the surface area and D the diffusion coefficient

dc 1 dn A D dc

dt V dt V dx

V (Volume) = A - ,; with = thickness of inner phase

We assume steady state from phase 1 to phase 2 diffusion with a zero concentration boundary,

hence dx = (1ength of next phase) and dc = C.

dc A*D dc A-D-C D-c
a V dx A-l,-.l 1-1

TABLE V-3-2 Parameter for diffusion of radioltic species between adjacent phases

II

cm
lb H2

cm
6.104

H20 2

D, cm2 S'

k (Phase 1 Phase 2)

k (Phase 2 -+ Phase 3)

2.5-104 1.9-104

1.7-10-2 1.3-10-25-10- 0.3 4-102

0.3 4.6 4.3-10-5 1.8-10-5 1.4-1 0'

The mass transfer of gases from Phase 3 (bulk solution) to phase 4 (gas phase) is govemed.
by the gas solubility, expressed in MAKSIMA chemist by the kinetic definition of solubility, i.e.
by equal rates in forward and backward reaction.

H2-+H2D (1) 100

H2 D-4H2 (-1 )

O2-+O2D (2) 100

0 2D-4O2 (-2)

D denotes a species, which has diffused into another phase.
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H2D is defined as H2 (gas) Vgas

k1 and k2 are set arbitrarily at 102 s' and . With these rate constants the back reaction rate
constants k., and k2 are fixed according to the Henry's law solubility equilibrium

k 1*H2 = k * H2 D; k1 . H2 H2 V,1g
H2 D H2 (gas) V.

Vfiq = 200 ml, Vg,, = 250 ml

For calculating H' we use for solubility (1 atm H2) = 7.8-104 mol-dm-3 (250C)
H2,(gas)

The amount of H2(gas) in a gas
1 273 -2 * 3

22,4 298

volume of 1 1 is

7.8 *10-4 200k, =k,.7-0 .20=1.53 s
k =k1 4.09.10-2 250

In a similar way, for the solubility of oxygen 250C, 1 atm = 1.23 1 0'3 mol dm4 we get

1.23-10-3 200
k-.2 =100. .4 

4.09 10-2 250

The species which diffuse from one phase to a second phase are added continuously to the
second phase simmulated in MAKSIMA-CHEMIST by additional G-values:

Diffusion phase 1 -4 2

number of molecules
100 eV

AC 10-3 6.02 1023 103 102

1.65 1 0' *1 00 24 * 3600
= AC 0.422

AC is the increase in concentration (of diffusing species) in 100 d.

G(H2 ) Phase 2 = G(H 2D) . Vol (Phase 1) _
Vol (Phase 2)

AC 0.422 2.13 10 -5 AC 7.03 .10-3
1.28 .10-3

Diffusion phase 2 -+ 3

AC-10-3 6.02 * 1023 .103 .102
G(D) = = AC * 1.728

4.03 * 1018 * 100 *24 3600
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G(H 2) Phase 3 = G(H2D) Vol (Phase 2) AC(D) 1.728 1.28 10-3 =AC(D) 1 .106 10-
Vol (Phase 3) ==C()172* 0.2

Calculated diffusion controlled mass transfers are maximum values. Transient diffusion will
yield lower flux from an inner to the outer phase. Also the accumulation of species in the
outer phase is not considered explicitly. If the concentration in the outer phase became close
to those in the inner phase diffusion rates will become lower. This was accounted for by
adjusting the diffusion rate constants. Additional G-values due to diffusion are shown in
TABLE 6, Appendix 9.

Calculation of corrosion rate, CR

24 -CR = AU(VI) 270 2* V(H20) .106 g .cm 2 * cr

where AU(VI) is the increase in concentration of U(VI) species, mol/dm3, h is irradiation time,
in hour. V is volume of water (dM3) per cm2 U02.

If the range is assumed to be 30 gm as in previous a-radiolysis calculations then

CR = AU(VI) *270 *- 24 *30 0.1 = AU(VI) .1 . 104 1g.rcmr2 . d-1
h h

With the results from calculation EU18 we obtain for example AUO3D (200 d) =U(VI) =
2.274 mol-dm3; h = 200 d = 4 800.

CR= 2.274 = 9.2 g. tcm-2 d = 92 mg m-2 
4800

The results of all calculations for deionized water are summarized in TABLE 7, Appendix 9.
If the diffusion reactions of H2, 02, and H202 were removed in calculations of phase 1
(calculation No EU15), the final concentrations of hydrogen and U03D (UO3 removed from
the system) were both low, 2.3E-3 moYdm3, and the concentrations of 02 and H202 were
very low. This may be expected as high hydrogen concentrations lead to low radiolysis. (H2
uprotectsw the water from radiolysis.) This effect Is confirmed by our >1000 day corrosion
experiments of spent fuel in the presence of iron (see.. where corrosion rates lower than
1.6-1041d where achieved at final H2 pressures of up to 2.7 bar. This demonstrates that the
diffusion reactions are important if external pressures of H2 are low. It was found necessary
to reduce the original diffusion rate constants by a factor of 4 (EU 18). The results are shown
in FIGURE IV.3-2.

186



i
Q ~~~~~~EISN2

1E+2 

1.E+O ___I___~~~2 HO

l X X XXX X xx + U03H.

I.E3-4 > x + + l j I-+
co ~ + 0 

0 0 00 0 0 0 00 0U0.h 1E-6 _ _ ___ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ xU03

LE-8 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~U03D

1I10 l

1.E-12
I.E+O 1E+2 IEi4 1.E+6 IE+8 IE+1O

Corrosion time, seconds

FIGURE IV.3-2 Radiolysis in phase 1 (surface layer with a,3,y radiation). Deionized water. (Calculation
EUIS, Table 7, Appendix 9)

When this calculation was continued in phase 2 the results of EU19 were obtained. However,
since the concentrations of 02 and H202 were lower than found for phase 3 (EU20); diffusion
Of 02 and H202 from phase 2 to phase 3 was not allowed in the a new phase 2 calculation
(EU21). This calculation was then continued into phase 3, see EU22, TABLE 7, Appendix 9.
It can be seen that stoichiometric amounts of H2 and 02 are transferred into the gas phase
(H2D and 02D, respectively). The gas production rate of H2 and 02 were 1.2-10-7 and 6-104
mol/d, respectively. Radiolysis in phase 3 is very little affected by diffusion from phase 2, i e
the gas is produced entirely in phase 3. (Apparently there is only a small reduction of gas
yields in phase 3 due to a small diffusion of hydrogen from phase 2 to phase 3).

If it was assumed that the gas phase initially contained 0.1 atm of air due to a small air
leakage (2-10'3 Mpa 02), the mean gas production rates were 4.4-10'7 and 2.1-10'7 mol/d or
7-108 and 3108 mol g' d' for H2 and 02, respectively, see EU23, TABLE 7. The gas
production was also increased if instead a small continuous leakage of air was assumed
(about 1 cm3/d).
In the experiments (96GRALOI) using a pellet (6.4 g U) in deionized water the gas
production rates were 1.2-10'7 and 9104 mol (g U-d' for hydrogen and oxygen,
respectively. The alteration rate was 6.4.104 mol U02 g'-d"' (mean values, g refers to g U).

In the calculations the mean gas production rates were 1.2-10'7 and 610 4 mol/d for H2 and
02, respectively, corresponding to 210- and 1104 mol(gU)'1 d-. Thus, the calculated
production rates were lower than the experimental rates. Possible explanations for this
discrepancy may be uncertainty in the dose rate, impurities in the aqueous solutions (pure
water was assumed in the calculations), leakage of air, errors in the model.

The calculated corrosion rate was 92 mg m-2.d-1 or

9.2 1D 0- 4.2 - 1-*___________ = 2.2 1 08- mol g 1 -d, about three times higher than the experimental
270 *6.4
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value (6.4-104 mol (gU)-' d'). Discrepancies may be associated to gas production rates and
to simplifications in the calculations of diffusion controlled mass transfer (steady state).

In TABLE IV.3-3, a comparison between calculated and experimental results is shown.

TABLE IV-3-3 Comparison of experimental and calculated corrosion and gas production rates.

Solution Corrosion rate Gas production rates,

mol-(91.1y'-d''

calculated experiment calculated experiment

g-crn 4d mol-(gU)' -.d mol-(gUy1.cr H2 02 H2 02

5 M NaCI 9.6 2.3-108 2.0-109 3-104 1.5-104 1.9-10'' 8.4-1e

Dlonlzed 9.2 2.2-10" 6.4-1e 2*108 1104 1.2-19' 9.10
water III

Spent fuel oxidation and dissolution In 5 m NaCI solutions
The experimental details in the spent fuel corrosion experiments in NaCI solutions form the
previous EU-project [96GRANLOI, 5LOVGRA] and their results are given in TABLE 5,
Appendix 9. The results of the initial calculations, using the G values from deionized are
shown in TABLE 8, Appendix 9. It can be seen that a slightly higher corrosion rate has been
calculated for U02 in salt solutions compared with U02 in deionized solutions. This is in
contradiction with the experimental results. Also, the calculated corrosion rate is about 10
times higher than the experimental value.

The introduction of the G values of Kelm and Bohnert [98KELUBOH1, 98KEUBOH2], see
TABLE 9, EU125 resulted in a rather large increase in corrosion rate, from 96 to 14.3 ILg.

cm 12-d'. In their experiments on a-radiolysis of concentrated NaCI solutions, Kelm and
Bohnert (98KEL/BOH2) introduced a set of primary G values with CIOH' (from Cl' + OH) and
Cr3 (from C12' + Cl2) as primary products, formed In the spur due to the high Cl-
concentration. Some further calculations were carried out to simulate the experiments by
Gim6nez et al. (96GIM/BAR), where the corrosion of U02 from CIO- in unirradiated solutions
was studied. By further decreasing the rate constant for RE35 and 45 (reactions of HCIO with
UO2 and UO3H) a better agreement between calculated and experimental corrosion rates
were obtained: 0.56 and 0.52 g cm-2 d', respectively. km and k45 were decreased to 4 E-3
from the previous value: 1 E-2. The resulting file is shown in TABLE 2, Appendix 9.
However, a change of these rate constants did not change the corrosion rate in the present
calculations (spent fuel leaching), see TABLE 8, Appendix 9 (EU129) and FIGURE 4. A
large decrease in the rate constants for reactions of Cl,' with U02 and UO3H, RE37 and
RE44, respectively, decreased the corrosion rate, see EU130-134. The real values of these
rate constants are not known, initially they were taken to be the same as for similar reactions
of the OH radical, which is a reasonable assumption. More experimental spent fuel leaching
results are needed in order to have confidence in such a large change of the rate constants
as used here in the final calculations (EU 130-134).

The use of Kelm's G-values resulted in a large increase in the yield of HCI03 and other
chlorine-containing species. The hydrogen concentration increased only little, from 3.0 E-4 to
3.6E-4 mol-dm'.
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Small adjustments of k89 and k72, resulted in calculated yields close to the experimental yields
of Kelm and Bohnert[98KElIBOHI] TABLE IV.3-4,

TABLE IV.3-4 Comparison of experimental and calculated yields.

H2 02 HCI03
Experimental G-values9 0.46 0.16 0.074

Calculated G-values EU123 0.60 0.18 0.082

Calculated G-values12 0.50 0.25 -0

In the previous calculation G(HCIO3) was close to 0. Thus, as pointed out earlier
(97CHR/PET), the calculated gas production is much higher than found in the spent fuel
leaching experiments (95LOI/GRA). Also, the experimental gas yields of Kelm and Bohnert
(98KEUBOH1) are much higher than those found in the spent fuel leaching experiments
(95LOI/GRA). In FIGURE 5 the results of radiolysis in phase 3 are shown.

Spent fuel corrosion at longer times (4 - 5 y)

Long-term corrosion experiments of spent fuel in salt brines and deionized water were
started during the previous EU-programme and the 5th samplings were taken in the present
project on Dec 12, 1996 and March 13, 1997 for leaching in deionized water and in 5 m
NaCI-solutions, respectively. The uranium concentration in 156 ml deionized water after
leaching for 1091 d (cumulative time 1604 d) was 0.0257 ZgIml. In 155 ml 5 m NaCI-solution
the uranium concentration was 0.357 g/ml after leaching for 1183 d (cumulative time 1697
d). This would correspond to corrosion rates of 2.1 0-12 mol (g U)' d-1 and 2.71-1 0-" mol (g U)-
' d' for deionized water and 5 m NaCI-solutions, respectively. The values are several order
of magnitudes lower than the rates measured after 200 - 400 d. (6.3 E-9 and 2.0-104 mol (g
U) ' d , respectively). Our previous calculations, carried out for shorter leaching times have
been extended to 10 years of leaching. The results at various leaching times are shown in
TABLE 9, Appendix 9.

It can be seen that in the calculations the corrosion rate does not change with time, see
TABLE 9, Appendix 9 and FIGURES 2-5. One error source is the uncertainty in the dose
rate: The calculations are based on calculated dose rates for similar Swedish fuel (-dose
rate 80 Gyth) whereas, the measured contact dose rate is about 400 times lower. Therefore,
a reevaluation of the dose rates in the experiments would be very helpful in future modelling
work. Such a reevaluation has been initiated in Germany. When the results appear a
possible effect on the calculated corrosion results may be evaluated. In the previous
calculations the corrosion has been assumed to be caused by radiolysis in the a-irradiated
water layer (30 gm). However, the dose rate in this layer is so high that the diffusion length of
the radicals will be lower than 30 gm. This is the case for OH-radicals and probably also for
Cl2- radicals. As a result the calculated corrosion rate should be lower. If the U02 surface is
partly covered with a porous Schoepite layer - with a lower dose rate - the active' water
layer will decrease and/or be irradiated with a lower dose rate. This will also result in a lower
calculated corrosion rate. These effects should be implemented in the model in future
studies.
The gas production in deionized water ceased after about 106 s, i.e. after about 10-20 d.
Consequently a steady state was obtained, see FIGURE 3 in Appendix 9. In 5 m NaCI
solutions the gas production continued with the same rate as at shorter times, see
FIGURE 5.
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One error source in the calculated gas production may be the fact that we assume idealized
conditions. In the experiments with Dl water impurities may be present. These will increase
the yields, as found in the experiments. In 5 m NaCI solutions no steady state is obtained in
accordance with experiments. Our calculated G values are close to the experimental G
values found by Manfred Kelm by irradiation of 5 m NaCI solutions (in the absence of U02).
But the calculated gas yield is higher than that found in the leaching experiments.

Conclusions on radiolysis modelling

In deionized water the calculated gas generation rates were 2-104 mol (gU) -d' for hydrogen
and oxygen, respectively, 6-10 times lower than the experimental values. The calculated fuel
alteration rate was 2.2-10 04mol U02-(gU) 1-d-1, or 92 mg-m-2-dI, about three times higher than
the experimental rate. Excess hydrogen decreased both fuel alteration and gas generation
rates. Excess oxygen increased gas generation rates.
In 5 m NaCI solutions the calculated gas generation rates were higher than the experimental
values. The gas generation continued with the same rate for the whole calculation period
(5 y) corresponding to G values of 0.60 and 0.18 for hydrogen and oxygen, respectively. The
calculated fuel alteration (= corrosion) rate was 96 mg-m 2*d' before introduction of the
primary G-values determined by Kelm and Bohnert. After introduction of these G-values the
rate was 143 mg-m 2-dc1. Both values are higher than the experimental value (about 10
times).

The fuel oxidation is caused only by water radiolysis in the thin a-irradiated layer. The gas is
produced almost entirely in the gamma-irradiated bulk water. Diffusion of gases from the thin
a-irradiated layer is decisive for the magnitude of the U02 oxidation and dissolution. If
diffusion is neglected hydrogen is built up in the thin water layer. This results in a
considerably reduced corrosion rate of U02.

WP IV.4 SOURCE TERM DEVELOPMENT

It is convenient to relate the release of radionuclides to their inventory in the fuel The total
inventory IsF of a given nuclide at time t is given by

ISF(t)=l U02(t)+lG(t)+IZt)+let(t)+G(t)

where I denotes the inventory of a given nuclide, the indices SF, U02, GB, G, Z and R
denote the entire spent fuel element (SF), the U02 matrix, the grain boundary inventory
(GB), the Zrcaloy (Z), G indicates the gap inventory and radionuclide fractions of fracture
surfaces, and ST denotes radionuclide fractions in the structural parts of the fuel elements.

The total cumulative release 0 of a nuclide i at time t is given by the following equation

= IE I LRF + r O 2)1UO 2 (t)d + | r+(Z)/zi (t)dt + I +s., (t)dt

where IRF denotes the instant release fraction (see below) and r+ denotes respective
dissolution rates of fuel matrix, Zircaloy and structural parts.
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Instant release fractions

The instant release particularly of 1129 and Cs135 is known form current safety analyses of
repositories to dominate the toxicity of radionuclide release for a spent fuel repository for
thousands of years. The instant release fraction (IRF), is considered as labile radionuclide
fraction to be released instantaneously upon water contact to the fuel. It is given by the
equation

IRF=(IZ fZ FIGB +IG)/ISF

where fz denotes the fraction of the radionuclide inventory of the cladding to be mobilized
instantaneously. Instant is considered everything, which dissolves faster than the fuel matrix.
This operative definition avoids individual quantification of Iz, IGB and IG. An exception is Kr85,
which might be released from the gap and fracture surfaces, even in the absence of water.
According to this operative definition, even radionuclide inventories in metallic inclusions (Pd,
Ru, Rh, Tc, and Mo) are considered as part of the IRF, if they are leached faster than the fuel
matrix. On the other hand, fuel dissolution experiments in salt brines have shown release of
Ru being controlled by the fuel matrix. Similar behaviour might be expected for Tc.
IRF values can be obtained directly from experiments with powdered fuel with a particle
sized <3 pm.. FIGURE IV.4-1 shows the data for determining IRF values for Cs135 as an
example. Experimental IRF values for other elements are included in table IV.4-1. The
assumption is made that Cs137 data are representative for Cs135. Instant release fractions
of Cs from experiments with powders and with pellets are compared. In all experiments the
cladding was present. In the experiments with fuel powders, all grain boundary surfaces were
accessible to water, allowing immediate release of the sum of gap and grain boundary
inventories. The result is an IRF value of about 4%. Additionally to this instant release, there
is a slower long-term release of Cs from the fuel powder. It can be shown by comparison to
Sr-release (see FIGURE 111.1-4 for example) and to fission gas release data, that this slow
release results from fuel matrix dissolution. In the experiments with fuel powder, it takes
much longer time until a release value of 4% of the Cs-inventory is obtained. The reason is
that the grain boundary release is much slower with pellets than with powders. There is also
a temperature dependency. At 1500C the value of 4% is achieved in about 100 days,
whereas at 250C 4 years were necessary. This result is surprising because it is known that in
the dry state, fission gas bubbles may be entrapped at grain boundaries at very high
pressures. Initially it was speculated that this result is specific the high power fuel (260 W/m)
but the results were confirmed in the German spent fuel research project with another fuel
with only 33 MWd/kgU and lower linear power rating. This means that in aqueous solutions,
another grain boundary release mechanism is prevailing. The high rate of grain boundary
wash out makes it useless to distinguish between gap and grain boundary release for IRF
quantification. The observe IRF values of up to 4% are high (conservative) when compared
to release data from the fuels studied in WP 1.3 and WPIII.3. The reason for the higher
values is probably the high linear power rating of the fuel used in the powder dissolution
tests. Indeed, data from the Canadian research project with high temperature CANDU fuel
show even higher IRF values.
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FIGURE IV.4-1: Cs release data from high burnup fuel powders and pellets to determine gap and grain
boundary inventories

TABLE IV.4-1: IRF values based on initial powder dissolution
Reactor, SO GWd/tHM, 260 Wim).

test results in NaCl solution (Gbsgen

Nuclide IRF %] Nuclide [IRFE

Csl 34/137 3-4 Ce144 0.006

Sr9o 0.07 Eul 54/155 0.01

Tc99 0.003 U 0.02

Ru106 0.01 Sb125 0.1

Am241 0.006 Ag1lOm 0.3

Pu238i239 0.005

Fuel matrix dissolution: Interactions with environmental materials and reaction path

The elements released by the fuel were distributed among the aqueous phase, the
environmental materials, possible precipitates and species sorbed on the leaching pot walls.
At this point in the study it is impossible to model the accumulation of these elements in the
aqueous phase because of the large number of parameters involved.

For a much simpler - or even simplistic - system, however, it can be shown that the
concentration of element M in solution GM depends at least on its complexation in solution,
on the solubility product K8 of a precipitated phase MX and on its distribution coefficient CKD
with a geological phase MY.

The concentration [] of the aquo ion of M is related to CM by the following relation:
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[A = CM
where a includes the aquo ion complexation and hydrolysis constants. Moreover, omitting
the charges to simplify the relation:

MX- M+ XKs

M.+ Y" MYKe

Kd- V [MY] V
CM mMy c4M]

where V is the solution volume and mmy is the mass of the geological phase MY.

If Q is the quantity of element M released by the fuel, and M,,( the quantity of precipitate MX,
then:

0 = mMX + V CM + MM{MY
hence:

[M] = F(a, Q, MMX, Ke, CKD, Ks)

FIGURE IV.4-2 is a schematic representation of the spent fuel alteration mechanisms,
assuming that radiolysis of the water results in oxidizing conditions at the spent fuel leachate
interface. The diagram shows the mechanisms controlling the radionuclide concentrations in
solution, notably in the presence of environmental materials. In principle, all of these
reactions could be modeled by geochemical reaction path calculations; However, many
parameters, particularly those to surface complexation are unknown.
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FIGURE IV.4-2. Spent fuel alteration mechanisms and mechanisms controlling radionuclide
concentration in solution in presence of environmental materials
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FIGURE IV.-3. Simplified Spent fuel alteration mechanisms for reaction path modelling

A simplified version of FIGURE IV.4-2 is shown in FIGURE IV.4-3. This simplified reaction
scheme is still quite complicated, but it can be modeled with current geochemical codes
(EQ3/6). Thus, the next step in reaction path modelling was to include the release properties
of actinides and fission products and to associate reaction path with time by using measured
reaction rates under oxidizing conditions of 2 mg/(m2d). The effect of radiolysis was
considered by simulating the stepwise addition of oxygen as a reactant to the system. Also
the co-dissolution of iron was considered, using a corrosion rate of 100 pm/a. The release of
radionuclides with the dissolving fuel matrix was simulated by calculating the effect of a
stepwise addition of a simplified mixture of U02 and selected radionuclides to an air
saturated saline solution. Radionuclides considered simultaneously are Am, U, Pu, Sr, Cs
and Eu. The used fuel inventories of Eu were higher than in real fuel, to represent the other
inactive rare earth elements. Additional non-radioactive elements considered were Ba and
Mo. Activity coefficients were calculated by using the Pitzer theory with the EQ316
geochemical code. References for the used thermodynamic data for aqueous actinide
chemistry where as follows: interaction coefficient of Am from [98FAN/KON], interaction
coefficients for Eu and trivalent Pu were considered to be similar than those of Am.
Hydrolysis and complexation data for Am where taken from 97NEA]. Hydrolysis and
complexation data and interaction coefficients for U and Pu were the same as those used in
the previous EU project 97GRALOI]. Data for molybdate where taken from 91GRAIMUL].
Interaction coefficients for Sr and Cs where taken from 89PIT]. Ideal solid solution formation
was considered both for hydroxides/uranate (End members: schoepite, Na-polyuranate,
Sr(OH)2, REE(OH) 3, Am(OH) 3), and for molybdate (End members: BaMoO4, NaAm(MoO4)2,
NaEu(MoO4)2.). Two kinds of calculations were performed with different rates of radiolytic
oxidant generation: the measured rate of oxygen generation under anaerobe conditions in
the absence of iron (FIGURE IV.4-4), and an oxygen generation rate which is a factor of 100
reduced to represent fuel of about 200 yr. of radioactive decay prior to water access
(FIGURE IV.4-5).

The results show that under conditions of immediate water contact radiolytic oxygen
generation (gamma) would dominate over the reducing effect of canister corrosion, while for
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200 yrs old fuel the reducing effect of iron corrosion dominates. This is somewhat surprising
as in the experiments of this project (WPIII.1) iron corrosion was sufficient to consume the
generated oxidants. The reason for this discrepancy is that in experiments the ratio of the
surface area of iron powders to the fuel mass of about 10 cm2/g(fuel) is much higher than in
expected in reality, 0.02cm2/g(fuel). If this ratio is high, oxygen consumption by iron corrosion
may become faster than oxygen generation by gamma radiolysis.
Due to the different pH and Eh evolution, results for immediate water contact and 200 yr.
data differ substantially. In the case of early water access, the pH is predicted to become
very low, leading to high radionuclide solubilities. Main reaction products are molybdate and
Na-polyuranates. In contrast, for late water access very low radionuclide concentrations are
predicted. These data show the importance of the strongly non-linear coupling between
spent fuel dissolution and actinide solubility, particularly in salt solutions. More specific
experiments are necessary to validate the divers synergism predicted by modelling. In
particular, the coupling of the rate of fuel dissolution with the rate of iron corrosion is
predicted to play a strong role in overall spent fuel behaviour. The experiments of the present
project provide valuable information in this regard, but they do not allow to quantify this effect
for repository relevant conditions.

The solid solution model includes both Na-polyuranate and schoepite as end members. As
shown by 198DIAGRAJ this allows to predict the variation of NatU ratio in the secondary
phases as the function of environmental conditions. Application of this model to NaCl
solutions yields a mole fraction of 0.26 for schoepite and 0.74 for Na polyuranate. In contrast,
in granite water very low Na/U ratios are predicted.
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that spent fuel corrosion rates remain constant at high oxic rates. Experiments show that spent fuel
corrosion rates generally decrease with time. As a consequence, the calculation yields strongly over-
conservative radionuclide releases not yet applicable to the repository.
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the model. Also it Is assumed that spent fuel corrosion rates remain constant at high oxic rates.
Experiments show that spent fuel corrosion rates generally decrease with time. As a consequence, the
calculation yields strongly over-conservative radionuclide releases not yet applicable to the repository.
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Fuel matrix dissolution rates

The results of electro-geochemical modelling allow to define redox sensitive rate regimes in
an Eh-pH- Pourbaix type diagram, to allow orientation for various geochemical settings in
disposal location design. FIGURE IV.4-6 shows examples for (a) HCO3 free and (b)
HCO3=0.01 m solutions.
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FIGURE IV.4-6: Isolines for equal corrosion rates of U0 2 in Eh-pH-space, (a) in the absence and (b)
presence of 0.01 m carbonate

Using the electro-geochemical model described above, electrochemical governed dissolution
rates for U0 2 can be compared directly with solubility controlled dissolution rates assumed to
be the rate control under reducing conditions. Using a very conservative solubility for U02
under reducing conditions of 107m, and assuming a hypothetical groundwater flow rate of 1
m3/yrcanister, the times were calculated, necessary to dissolve 5 tons of spent fuel in a
canister (life time). This lifetime is compared with the lifetime calculated for the oxidative
(electrochemical) dissolution. For this purpose, surface area normalized reaction rates are
converted to fractional dissolution rates using a specific surface area of 7cm2/g (surface
roughness factor of 3 included). Two ranges of solubility control were distinguished. For Eh
values higher than the stability field boundary for U3 07 with respect of U(VI) containing
phases such as schoepite, the fuel matrix is not stable and oxidative (electrochemical)
dissolution prevails. In contrast, for more reducing conditions, the fuel matrix could become
thermodynamically stable. Under these conditions, the electrochemical (oxidative) dissolution
rate law rests valid, as long as U(VI) species remain to be the dominant solution species.
Results from WP 1.4 show that particularly in the presence of carbonate, U(VI) species rests
important even under relatively strong reducing conditions. Under these conditions, solubility-
controlled release and electrochemically controlled releases are sequential reaction,
indicating that the slowest reaction step is rate controlling. If the release rate for solubility
controlled release is faster than the release by electrochemical means, this means that
solubility is never reached. The results are illustrated in FIGURE IV.4-7 both for solutions in
the absence of carbonate and in the presence of high (0.01m) total dissolved carbonate
contents. A conclusion from this diagram would be that for the expected reducing conditions
of European repositories with Eh values lower than 200 mV the carbonate concentration
should have no major influence of the long term fuel stability. The predicted long term
stability of 1 8 years of lifetime under these conditions is not recommended yet to be used for

198



performance assessment studies, because it needs to be assured that there are no side
reactions leading to faster corrosion rates. Examples for potential side reactions are the
formation of secondary phases such as coffinite or the adsorption on iron or iron corrosion
products stability which might lead to pump effects, causing the fuel to dissolve at the
expense of sorption or coffinite formation. Results of the present study show that the
adsorption on iron or the formation of secondary phases do not interfere with the strongly
positive effect of reducing conditions on fuel long-term but slow reactions may be
undetectable experimentally, though they might be important in the long-term.

I
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FIGURE IV.4-7: Estimated times (log yr.) necessary for the complete dissolution of a container with 5
tons of spent fuel in groundwater flowing with a hypothetical rate of 1 m3 lyrlcanister. Transition from
electrochemical (odc) rate control to solubility control under reducing conditions. Comparison of results
with and without carbonate

The results of this and the previous EU-project are going to be used by INE-FZK in Germany
to formulate a site-specific source term for spent fuel performance in the Gorleben salt dome.
Generic aspects of this source term are of relevance for the present EU-project:
High bum-up /high linear power fuel dissolution data are considered as conservative
reference data for all types of LWR-UOX-fuel and WWER fuel.
Instant release data for high burnup fuel were reevaluated. The grain boundary inventories
will be leached from full sized pellets in less than 4 years, even at 250C. At 1500C few 100
days are necessary to wash out grain boundary inventories, and in powdered fuel, grain
boundary inventories are leached instantaneously. Grain boundary inventories are leached
faster in presence of metallic iron (container) than in its absence. This is probably caused by
smaller quantities of solid reaction products formed under reducing conditions. Grain
boundary release is faster than expected by diffusion control. The driving mechanism may be
the formation of radiolysis gas bubbles in wetted grain boundaries.

Consequently, for long-term performance assessment, grain boundary inventories and gap
inventories have to be considered together as an instant release fraction (IRF). IRF-values
for Cs were 4% of the fuel inventory, for J129 3% is used. Instant release fractions for
actinides were as low as 0.01%.
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Two types of matrix dissolution rate regimes are formulated: dissolution rates under anoxic
conditions were 1 0 41a whereas dissolution rates under reducing conditions are expected to
belO4/a. Due to model uncertainty, no radiolysis model is yet formulated for the transition
between anoxic and reducing conditions. Instead, transition between the two dissolution
modes is based on container corrosion and parameters depending on site and packaging
concepts. For example, with the concept of a Pollux container (65 t Fe), reducing conditions
are expected to be maintained throughout the lifetime of the container.
The fuel cladding is expected to become corroded by a rate of 0.0021a (salt brines, see WP
1.8) and radionuclide inventories are expected to be release by this rate. The cladding is
expected to be defected instantaneously.
Empirical upper limits for radionuclide release may be formulated on the basis of
coprecipitation experiments.
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APPENDIX 1: TABLE OF CONTENTS IN APPENDIX 2 TO 9

APPENDIX 2: ORIGINAL EXPERIMENTAL DATA, OBTAINED AT INE-FZK
TABLE 1: Effect of pH and C0 2 Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder
corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
TABLE 2: Effect of pH and C02: Released fractions of radionuclide inventories (FIAP) in
leach solutions from spent fuel powder
TABLE 3: Effect of pH and C02: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from
spent fuel powder (moVL)
TABLE 4: Effect of pH and C02: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel
powder (FIAP/d)
TABLE 5: Effect of pH and C02 : Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder
corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
TABLE 6: Effect of pH and C02: Release fractions (FIAP) of radionuclide inventories in
spent fuel powder leachates
TABLE 7: Effect of pH and C02: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from
spent fuel powder (moVL)
TABLE 8: Effect of pH and C02: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel
powder (FIAP/d)
TABLE 9: Effect of pH and C02: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder
corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
TABLE 10: Effect of pH and C02: Released fractions (FIAP) of nuclide inventories in spent
fuel powder leachates
TABLE 11: Effect of pH and C0 2 : Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from
spent fuel powder (moVL)
TABLE 12: Effect of pH and C02: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent
fuel powder (FIAP/d)
TABLE 13: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
TABLE 14: Released fractions (FIAP) of radionuclide inventories in leachates from spent
fuel powder
TABLE 15: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel powder
corrosion tests (moVL)
TABLE 16: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder corrosion
tests (FIAP/d)
TABLE 17: Long-term effect of iron: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel pellet (Bqlml)
TABLE 18: Long-term effect of iron: Released fractions of radionuclide inventories(FIAP)
from spent fuel pellet
TABLE 19: Long-term effect of iron: Concentrations of radionuclides in leachates from
spent fuel pellet (moVL)
TABLE 20: Long-term effect of iron: Incremental release rates of radionuclides from spent
fuel pellet (FIAP/d)
TABLE 21: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel pellet corrosion tests (Bqtml)
TABLE 22: Released fractions (FIAP)of radionuclide inventories in leachates from spent
fuel pellet
TABLE 23: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel pellet (moVL)
TABLE 24 : Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel pellet corrosion
tests (FIAP/d)
TABLE 25: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder in the presence of iron
powder (Bq/ml)
TABLE 26: Release fractions(FIAP) of radionuclide inventories in leach solutions from
spent fuel powder
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TABLE 27: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel
powder(moVL)
TABLE 28: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder (FIAP/d)

APPENDIX 3: CONDITIONS AND PROCEDURES OF EXPERIMENTS CONDUCTED BY
ENRESA-

SIMFUEL COPRECIPITATION TEST (WP-11.3):
TABLE 1: Weight ratio MetaVUranium (M/U) in acid SIMFUEL solutions
TABLE 2: Overview of initial experimental conditions for the SIMFUEL coprecipitation test
in 5 m NaCI solution
TABLE 3 Overview of the initial experimental conditions for the SIMFUEL coprecipitation
running test in GBW

U/Pu COPRECIPITATION EXPERIMENTS (WP-11.3)
FIGURE 1 Coprecipitation: Experimental Procedure
FIGURE 2 The Pu purification method used for Am and other impurities removal
TABLE 4 Overview of the initial experimental conditions for the U/Pu coprecipitation test in
5m NaCI solutions

APPENDIX 4: DETAILED CONDITIONS OF EXPERIMENTS PERFORMED AT VTT (WP
1.4)

Materials

Synthetic groundwaters

Redox conditions

Analytical methods
FIGURE 1. The measured Eh and pH values in a parallel sample of saline groundwater
with 3 ppm S(-II) during a follow-up period of 600 days under anaerobic conditions.
TABLE I The compositions of the synthetic groundwaters.
TABLE 2. The experimental conditions of the oxic, air-saturated dissolution tests (for
synthetic groundwaters, see TABLE. 1).
TABLE 3. The experimental conditions of the anoxic (N2) dissolution experiments with
U0 2 pellets in synthetic saline groundwater.
TABLE 4 The experimental conditions of the anoxic (N2) dissolution experiments with
U0 2 pellets in modified Allard groundwater.
TABLE 5. The stability of water chemistry in the U0 2 dissolution experiments under
anoxic conditions.
TABLE 6. The experimental conditions of the precipitation experiments.

App 4-8: Original X-ray pattern

APPENDIX 5: DETAILED CONDITIONS AND RESULTS OF EXPERIMENTS PERFORMED
AT CEA (WP ll)

ANNEX 1 Sample Analysis Procedure
Alpha Spectrometry
Gamma Spectrometry
Determination of 90Sr
ICP-AES and ICP/MS
Eh
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ANNEX 2, Recovering the Activity Fixed on the Environmental Materials
TABLE 1. Chemical composition of Boom clayey groundwater
TABLE 2. Chemical composition of clayey water synthesized for Simfuel and spent fuel
leaching experiments
TABLE 3. Chemical composition of granitic groundwater
TABLE 4. Chemical composition of granitic water synthesized for Simfuel and spent fuel
leaching experiments
TABLE 5. Grinding and screening results for Gravelines 3+2 fuel (60GWdItHM).
TABLE 6. Spent fuel leaching test solution analysis samples and methods
TABLE 6. Simfuel leaching test solution analysis samples and methods
TABLE 7. Gravelines 3+2 preleaching leachates: cumulative fractions of inventory released
into aqueous solutions.
TABLE 8. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments: cumulative fraction of
inventory released in aqueous phase of weekly samples.
TABLE 9. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments: fission products and
actinide concentrations (moldl') in weekly samples in the different media
TABLE 10. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: Distribution (%) of elements in
solution, in colloid (2 nm < 0 < 0,45 pm) or dissolved form
TABLE 11. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: Cumulative fraction of inventory
released in the aqueous phase of weekly samples.
TABLE 12. Simfuel leach rates published in the literature
TABLE 13. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel (60 GWd/tHM) activity and mass inventories
calculated by CESAR code after 2797 days of cooling (01/01/1997).
TABLE 14. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel (60 GWd/tHM) activity and mass inventories
calculated by CESAR for exploitation of preleaching test results (cf. grey cells data)
TABLE 15. Mass inventory of Simfuel (6 at%/)
TABLE 16. Gravelines 3+2 preleaching: leachates analysis results
TABLE 17. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments: filtered and
ultrafiltered supernatant solution analysis results
TABLE 18. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments: weekly samples
analysis results.
TABLE 18. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments: filter rinsing solution
analysis results
TABLE 20. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel tests: solution analysis results for material rinse,
alkaline melting, pot rinse and sample-holder rinse
TABLE 21 SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: filtered and ultrafiltered supematant
solution analysis results
TABLE 22. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments:weekly sample analysis results.
TABLE 23. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: filter rinsing solution analysis results
TABLE 24. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: solution analysis results for material
rinse, alkaline melting, pot rinse and sample-holder rinse

APPENDIX 6: ORIGINAL TEST DATA OBTAINED BY ITU

Element concentration in solution measured by ICP-MS in the different samples (TABLEs 1-
6).

Tab. 1: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a MOX fuel with a
bum-up of 12 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.
Tab. 2: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a MOX fuel with a
bum-up of 20 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.
Tab. 3: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a MOX fuel with a
burn-up of 25 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.
Tab. 4: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a U02 fuel with a
bum-up of 30 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.
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Tab. 5: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a U0 2 fuel with a
burn-up of 50 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.
Tab. 6: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a U0 2 fuel with a
bum-up of 50 GWd/tU and two series of defects. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the
element.
Potentiostatic measurements on U0 2 (FIGURES 1-4)
Fig. 1: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U0 2 in air saturated
95% saturated NaCI solution (T = 220C, C(02) = 7.4 ppm, initial pH 7.1, tpol = 10 min,
A,, = 0.478 cm2, de = 1.5 mm).
Fig. 2: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U02 in N2-purged
synthetic groundwater (T = 230C, P(02) < 1 mbar, initial pH 8.4, tpol = 10 min,
Ae = 0.478 cm2, d, = 1 mm).
Fig. 3: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated UO2 in N2-purged
synthetic groundwater (T = 600C, P(02) < 1 mbar, initial pH 7.4, tpol = 20 min,
A = 0.478 cm2, d = 0.9 mm).
Fig. 4: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U02 in N2-purged
synthetic groundwater (T = 60°C, P(0 2) < 1 mbar, initial pH 7.7, tpol = 60 min,
A, = 0.478 cm2, d = 1 mm).

Open circuit potentials (FIGURES 5-15)

Unirradiated U02

Fig. 5: Open circuit potential of unirradiated U0 2 at 60°C in N2 -purged synthetic
groundwater ("Ecof = 364 mVSHE, C(02) = 0.05 ppm, initial pH 7.7)
Fig. 6: Open circuit potential of unirradiated U0 2 and related temperature, pH and Eh data
at 220C in 95% saturated NaCI solution (aEr = 226 mVSHE)
Fig. 7: Open circuit potential of unirradiated U0 2, related temperature, pH, Eh and oxygen
concentration data in 95% saturated NaCI solution ("Eo = 299 mVSHE)
Fig. 8: Open circuit potential of unirradiated U0 2, related temperature, pH, Eh and oxygen
concentration data in 95% saturated NaCI solution (maxE, = 543 mVSHE)

Spent fuel
Fig. 9: Open circuit potential of used U0 2 fuel B2 (burn-up: 31.5 GWd/t) and related
temperature, in synthetic ("Ecrr = 168 mVsHE, T: 22 - 28°C, C(0 2) < 2 ppm, initial pH 8)
Fig. 10: Open circuit potential of used U0 2 fuel B2 (bum-up: 31.5 GWdtt) and related
temperature, in synthetic groundwater ("'"E.. = 204 mVSHE, T: 20 - 250C, C(02) < 2 ppm,
initial pH 7.6)
Fig. 11: Open circuit potential of used U02 fuel B3 (bum-up: 45.2 GWd/t) and related
temperature, in synthetic groundwater (Eco = 260 mVSHE, T: 22 - 280C, C(02) < 2 ppm,
initial pH 8)
Fig. 12: Open circuit potential of used U0 2 fuel B4 (burn-up: 53.1 GWdtt) and related
temperature, in synthetic groundwater (Eo, = 239 mVSHE, T: 22 - 25°C, C(02) < 2 ppm,
initial pH 7.6)
Fig. 13: Open circuit potential of used U0 2 fuel B4 (burn-up: 53.1 GWd/t) and related
temperature, in 95% saturated NaCI solution (maxE= = 190 mVSHE, T: 22 - 28°C,
C(02) < 2 ppm, initial pH 7.2)
Fig. 14: Open circuit potential of used MOX fuel (burn-up: 21.1 GWd1t) and related
temperature, in 95% saturated NaCI solution ('E. = -256 mVSHE, T: 22 - 28°C,
C(0 2) < 2 ppm, initial pH 7.2)

Base metals
Fig. 15: Open circuit potentials of gold coated brass (MS58) in chloride containing media

Calculated fuel compositions of fuels used for leaching experiments and electrochemical
measurements (ITU data)
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Tab. 7: ORIGEN calculation of UO2 fuel composition (burn-up 31.5 GWd/t)
Tab. 8: ORIGEN calculation of U02 fuel composition (bum-up 45.7 GWdft).
Tab. 9: ORIGEN calculation of U02 fuel composition (burn-up 53.1 GWdft).
Tab. 10: ORIGEN calculation of MOX composition (21.1 GWd/tU)

APPENDIX 7: ORIGINAL TEST DATA OBTAINED BY SCK-CEN

First test series
TABLE 1: Uranium concentrations of the media in the test containers during the washing
steps
TABLE 2: Uranium concentration, pH, Eh of the media in the first test series (solubility
tests)

Second test series
TABLE 3: :Predissolution results (container SCW-3)
TABLE 4: Predissolution results (container SCWHA-3)
TABLE 5: Predissolution results (container RIC-3)
TABLE 6: Predissolution results (container SCWHA\C-3)
FIGURE 1: Predissolution of container SCW-3 (SCW water)
FIGURE 2: Predissolution of container SCWHA-3 (SCW water)
FIGURE 3: Predissolution of container RIC-3 (SCW water)
FIGURE 4: Oxygen partial pressure in Ar/CO 2 glove box during predissolution stage
FIGURE 5: Predissolution of container SCWHA\C-3 (SCW\C water)
FIGURE 6: Oxygen partial pressure in Ar glove box during predissolution stage
TABLE 7: Uranium concentration, pH, Eh of the media in the second test series (solubility
tests)
FIGURE 7: Oxygen partial pressure in Ar/CO2 glove box during dissolution tests.
FIGURE AB: Oxygen partial pressure in Ar glove box during dissolution tests.
FIGURE 9: Uranium results medium without carbonate a- container RIC-3; b- container
RIC-4
FIGURE 10: Uranium results medium without carbonate a- container SCWHA-3; b-
container SCWHA-4
FIGURE 11: Uranium results medium without carbonate a- container SCW-3 ; b- container
SCW-4
FIGURE 12: Uranium results medium without carbonate a- container SCWHA\C-3; b-
container SCWHA\C-4

APPENDIX 8: SYMBOLS USED BY FUB AND ORIGINAL TEST DATA OBTAINED BY FUB

Explication of symbols used:
TABLE 1 Corrosion on Ti99.8Pd and Zircaloy-4 at applied potential in sat. NaCI
TABLE 2 Original data for relation between applied potential versus corrosion rate
(FIGURE 1.6-31)
TABLE 2 Original data for relation between corrosion potential versus corrosion rate
("calibration curve") (FIGURE 1.6-32)
TABLE 3 Original data for relation between corrosion potential versus corrosion rate in
presence and absence of carbonate ("calibration curve") (FIGURE 1.6-36)
TABLE 3 Original data for relation between corrosion potential versus corrosion rate
("calibration curve") at various temperatures (FIGURE 1.6-37)

APPENDIX 9: DETAILS OF RADIOLYSIS MODILLING DATA USED BY STUDSVIK
TABLE 1 Rate constants, dm3 .*mol"1 . in deionized water (EU 18)
TABLE 2 Rate constants in 5 m NaCI solutions, dm3 mol 1 s-' (EU 129)
TABLE 3 G-Values
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TABLE 4 G-values proposed by Kelm and Bohnert for strong salt solutions
TABLE 5 Rates for generation of radiolysis gases and fuel alteration during spent fuel
dissolution. Summary of experimental results from Granbow et al (96GRAILOI,
95LOI/GRA)
TABLE 6 Additional G-values because of diffusion (molecules/1 00 eV)
TABLE 7 Calculation of radiolysis caused by a fuel pellet in deionized water.
TABLE 8 Calculation of radiolysis effects caused by a fuel pellet in a 5 m NaCI solution.
pH8. Dose rate 9520 Gy/h (mixed radiation)
TABLE 9 Corrosion rates of U0 2 in deionized water and in 5 m NaCl solutions.
FIGURE 1 Radiolysis in phase 3 (surface layer with Py radiation). 5 m NaCI solution.
FIGURE 2 Radiolysis in phase 3 (surface layer with O,y radiation). 5 m NaCI solution.
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Appendix 2: Original experimental
data, obtained at NE-FZK
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TABLE 1: Effect of pH and CO2 Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
Sample: P 56(1):1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI

Temperature: 25 °C
Starting volume: 131 ml
Final volume: 108 ml

Atmosphere: Ar

static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH = 9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)
of
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) (85 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr in 200 ml DIW 14 days' 82 days' 83 days' 173 days' 238 days' 277 days

Nuclide th$__ .
RU106 6,92E+3 6,29E+3 1,51 E+3 6,09E+2 6,21E+2 9,06E+2 8,56E+2 2,02E+3 1,81E+3 2,59E+3 2,67E+3 4,66E+3 4,66E+3 3,66E+3 4,21 E+3
CS134 4,03E+6 5.11E+6 9,44E+4 2,35E+4 2,35E+4 3,15E+4 3,15E+4 1,58E+5 1,58E+5 2,83E+5 2,83E+5 4,72E+5 4,72E+5 5,24E+5 5,24E+5
CS137 6,03E+6 7,66E+6 5,78E+5 1,46E+5 1,46E+ 5 2,11E+5 2,11E+5 1,06E+6 1,06E+6 2,002+6 2,00E+6 3,49E+6 3,49E+6 4,35E+6 4,35E+6
EU154 2,75E+2 2,852|+2 4,41E+1 1,27E+3 1,02E+3 1,43E+3 1,11E+3 1,38E+3 1,02E+3 1.76E+2 6,87E+1 3,16E+2 3,16E+2 1,86E+4 2,18E+4
EU1 55 1,502+2 1,35E+2 1,48E+1 4,43E+2 3,56E+2 4,94E+2 3,81E+2 4,33E+2 3,46E+2 5,89E+1 <2,93E+l 1,18E+2 1,18E+2 6,21E+3 7,47E+3
SB125 9,25E+2 8,14E22 1,03E+3 7,66E+2 8,02E+2 1,44E+3 1,49E+3 6,65E+3 6,54E+3 2,04E+4 2,00E+4 1,30E+4 1,30E+4 5,31E+3 6,23E+3
SR90 8,88E+4 1,33E+5 1,17E+5 4,63E+4 4,76E+4 1,12E+5 1,25E+5 3,57E+5 4,02E+5 8,55E+5 8,88E+5 6.502+5 6,50E+5 2,29E+6 2.41E+6
CE144 1,11E+3 9,99E+2 4,34E+0 1,79E+2 1,71E+2 1,20E+2 1,06E+2 6,37E+1 4,69E+1 <9,98E+1 <9,35E+1 <3,45E+1 <3,45E+1 9,14E+2 1,11E+3
TC99 <1,48E+0 1,96E+2 2,02E+2 9,26E+1 9,26E+1 5,53E+2 5,69E+2

AG11 OM 8,00E+0 5,58E+0
AM241 3,26E+1 2,59E+1 1,30E+1 1.55E+2 2,39E+2 1,84E+2 1,40E+2 1,72E+2 1,22E+2 <3,3E+1 <3,382+1 3,42E+1 3,42E+1 5,42E+3 6.49E+3
AM243 <3,70E-1 <3,70E-1
NP237 4,04E-2 3,42E-2 1,33E+0 1,50E+0 1,58E+0 1,58E+0 9,46E+O 9,14E+0
NP239 c3,70E-1 <3,70E-1
CM244 2,07E+2 2,22E2
CM242 5,92E+0 5,55E+0
PU238 1,33E+2 1,25E+2 3,23E+1 3,23E+1 4,53E+1 4,51E+1 1,27E+2 1,13E+2 2,77E+2 2,81 E+2 2,56E+3 2,56E+3 1,98E+3 1,79E+3
PU239/40 2,11E+1 2,00E+1 5,78E+0 5,70E+ 9,34E+0 8,64E+0 2,18E+1 2,02E+1 4,58E+1 4,91E+1 4,40E+2 4,40E+2 3,43E+2 3,04E+2
PU241 3,89E+3 3,742+3 5,06E+2 5,34E+2 8,36E+2 8,89E+2 2,302+3 2,14E+3 5,94E+3 3,88E+3 4,40E+4 4,40E+4 3,88E+4 3,61E+4
U (g/ml) 1,50E+1 1,12E+2 1,13E+2 2,01E+2 2.01E+2 1,23E+1 7,49E+0

pHmeas+0,5 6,51 pH 6,02 pH 6,4
Eh(mV)* _ -38 528 mV 402 mV Eh meas.failed 408 mV 166 mV 674 mV
_Ema + 20 m_ _tm sic stt o_ tn sttcs
*"Ehmeas + 208 mV , time since start ot the static test



TABLE 2: Effect of pH and C02: Released fractions of radionuclide inventories (FlAP) in leach solutions from spent fuel powder

Sample: P 56():1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI
Temperature: 25 °C

Starting volume: 131 ml
Final volume: 108 ml

Atmosphere: Ar

V

static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH =7 pH =9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)
of 
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) (85 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr in 200 ml DIW 14 days' 62 days 83 days' 173 days' 236 days' 277 days*

Nuclide 1teed _ _ pii_ V _
RU106 3,03E-5 3,41E-5 1,45E-3 4,01E-4 4,09E-4 6,42E-4 6,06E-4 1,35E-3 1,21E-3 1,94E-3 2,OOE-3 3,82E-3 3,74E-3 3,71E-3 4,27E-3
CS134 1,25E-2 1,76E-2 1,40E-2 2,34E-3 2,34E-3 3,16E-3 3,16E-3 1,50E-2 1,50E-2 2,79E-2 2,79E-2 4,82E-2 4,82E-2 5,84E-2 5,84E-2
CS137 1,19E-2 1,52E-2 1,40E-2 2,32E-3 2,32E-3 3,19E-3 3,19E-3 1,52E-2 1,52E-2 2,78E-2 2,78E-2 4,88E-2 4,88E-2 5,83E-2 5,83E-2
EU154 8,65E-6 9,20E-6 2,18E-5 4,13E-4 3,32E-4 4,48E-4 3,47E-4 4,09E-4 3,02E-| 5,12E-5 2,OOE-5 1,41 E-4 9,31E-5 5,37E-3 6,30E-3
EU155 9,16E-6 8,61 E-6 1,85E-5 3,65E-4 2,94E-4 3,97E-4 3,06E-4 3,29E-4 2,63E-4 4,45E-5 .c2,22E-5 1,1 5E-4 9,08E-5 4,81 E-3 5,78E-3
SB125 7,53E-5 7,16E-5 2,76E-3 1,37E-3 1,43E-3 2,56E-3 2,64E-3 1,12E-2 1,1OE-2 3,49E-2 3,42E-2 2,30E-2 2,29E-2 9,84E-3 1,15E-2
SR90 2,56E-4 3,87E-4 4,17E-3 1,08E-3 1,11E-3 2,50E-3 2,79E-3 7,53E-3 8,48E-3 1,75E-2 1,82E-2 1,29E-2 1,34E-2 4,53E-2 4,77E-2
CE144 5,50E-6 6,51E-6 1 ,13E-5 3,22E-4 3,08E-4 2,41 E-4 2,13E-4 1,21E-4 8,92E-5 <2,22E-4 <2,08E-4 <9,05E-5 <8,35E-5 3,04E-3 3,69E-3
TC99 c2,59E-5 2,17E-2 2,24E-2 9,46E-3 3,80E-3 5,84E-2 6,85E-1
AG11OM 2,49E-2 1,73E-2
AM241 6,92E-6 5,1 5E-6 1.64E-5 1,28E-4 1,97E-4 1,41 E-4 1,07E-4 1.25E-4 8,86E-5 <2,3E-5 <2,32E-5 3,83E-5 3,83E-5 3,40E-3 3,40E-2
AM243 <1.76E-6 <1,76E-
NP237 1,95E-4 1,65E-4 5,56E-3 6,27E-3 6,59E-3 6,64E-3 3,77E-2 3,64E-2
NP239 c1,76E-6 <1,76E-

CM244 5,60E-6 6,07E-6
CM242 2,46E-6 3,74E-6
PU238 4,81E-6 4,54E-6 8,81E-6 8,81E-6 1,17E-5 1,17E-5 3,12E-5 2,77E-5 6,57E-5 6,67E-5 6,97E-4 6,11E-4 4,50E-4 4,07E-4
PU239/40 4,87E-6 4,61E-6 9,74E-6 9,60E-6 1,49E-5 1,38E-5 3,30E-5 3,05E-5 6,69E-5 7,17E-5 7,49E-4 6,46E-4 4,78E-4 4,24E-4
PU241 5,86E-6 5,72E-6 6,88E-6 7,26E-6 1.09E-5 1,16E-5 2,83E-5 2.64E-5 7,14E-5 4,66E-5 5,79E-4 5,34E-4 4,56E-4 4,24E-4
U 1,92E-4 9,08E-3 9,16E-3 1,53E-2 1,64E-2 9,52E-4 5,79E-4

pHmeas+0,5 6,51 pH 6,02 pH 6,4
Eh(mV)* _ -38 528 mV 402 mV Eh meas.failed 408 mV 166 mV 674 mV

**Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 3: Effect of pH and C02: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel powder (mol/L)

Sample: P 56(l): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCl
Temoerature: 25 C

Starting volume: 131 ml
Final volume: 108 ml

Atmosphere., Ar

static test

Utrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH =9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)

18,9 g (16.7 g HM) (85 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr in 200 ml DM1 14 days 62 days' 83 days' 173 days' 236 days' 277 days'

Nuclide I_ II, : R _ _
RU1 06 1.3E-08 1.5E-08 3.71 E-7 1,56E-7 1,59E-7 2,63E-7 2,49E-7 5,87E-7 5,26E-7 8,72E-7 8,99E-7 1,71 E-6 1,67E-6 1,75E-6 2,01 E-6
CS134 4,6E-06 6,5E-06 3,04E-6 7,73E-7 7,73E-7 1,10E-6 1,10E-6 5,53E-6 5,53E-6 1,06E-5 1,06E-5 1,83E-5 1,83E-5 2,34E-5 2,34E-5
CS137 4,4E-06 5,62-06 3,03E-6 7,67E-7 7,67E-7 1,11 E-6 1,11 E-6 5,59E-6 5,59E-6 1,06E-5 1,06E-5 1,85E-5 1,85E-5 2,33E-5 2,33E-5

EU154 1,5E-10 1,6E-1 2,2E-10 6,40E-9 5,14E-9 7,31E.9 5,68E-9 7,06E-9 5,22E-9 9,2E-10 3,6E-10 2,51E-9 1,66E-9 1,01E-7 1,18E-7
EU155 1,6E-10 1.5E-10 1,9E-10 5,66E-9 4,55E-9 6,48E-9 5,00E-9 5,68E-9 4,54E-9 8,0E-10 <4,OE-10 2,04E-9 1,62E-9 9,O1E-8 1,08E-7
SB125 1,7E-10 1,6E-1 3,69E-9 2,79E-9 2,92E-9 5,48E-9 5,67E-9 2,53E-8 2,492-8 8,19E-8 8,03E-8 5,38E-8 5,34E-8 2,42E-8 2,84E-8
SR90 4,4E-08 6,6E-08 4,18E-7 1,66E-7 1.70E-7 4,03E-7 4,49E-7 1,28E-6 1,45E-6 3,09E-6 3,21E-6 2,27E-6 2,35E-6 8,38E-6 8,82E-6
CE1 44 1,8E-09 2.1E-09 2,11 E-9 9,22E-8 8,81E-8 7,28E-8 6,43E-8 3,86E-8 2,84E-8 <7,32E-8 c6,85E-8 <2,97E-8 <2,74E-8 1,E05-6 1,28E-6
TC99 <3,OE-9 3,29E-6 3,39E-6 1,43E-6 5,74E-7 9,27E-6 1,09E-4
AG110M 3,3E-36 2,93E-7 2,04E-7
AM241 1,8E-10 1,3E-10 2,5E-10 2,97E-9 4,58E-9 3,46E-9 2,64E-9 3,24E-9 2,30E-9 <6,1E-10 <6.2E-10 1,02E-9 1,02E-9 9,58E-8 9,58E-8
AM243 <4,6E-11 <4,6E-1 1
NP237 6,74E-9 5,71 E-9 2,22E-7 2.50E-7 2,62E-7 2,64E-7 1,58E-6 1,53E-6
NP239 <68E-11 <68E-11
CM244 3,11E-11 3,4E-11
CM242 1,4E-11 2,1E-11
PU238 2,9E-09 2,7E-09 4,76E-9 4,76E-9 6,68E-9 665E-9 1,87E-8 1,67E-8 4,09E-s 4,1sE-B 4,32E-7 3,79E-7 2,94E-7 2,66E-7
PU239/40 2,9E-09 2,8E-09 5,26E-9 5,19E-9 8,50E-9 786E-9 1,98E-8 1,84E-8 4,17E-8 4,47E-8 4,64E-7 4,OOE-7 3,12E-7 2,77E-7
PU241 3,5E-09 3,5E-09 3,72E-9 3,92E-9 6,19E-9 6,59E-9 1,702-8 1,59E-8 4,45E-8 2,90E-8 3,59E-7 3,31E-7 2,98E-7 2,77E-7
U 9,7E-06 4,71 E-4 4,75E-4 7,90E-4 8,45E-4 5,17E-5 3,15E-5

pHmeas+0,5 6,51 pH 6,02 pH 6,4
Eh(mV)*^ __., -38 528 mV 402 mV Eh meas.failed 408 mV 166 mV 674 mV

**Ehmeas + 208 mV , time since start of ine static test



TABLE 4: Effect of pH and C02: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder (FAPId)
Sample: P 56(1): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI

Temperature: 25 C
Starting volume: 131 ml
Final volume: 108 ml

Atmosphere: Ar

r static test
Ulrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH =9 pH = 11 pH =7 (end)

18,9 g (16.7 g HM) (85 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
Nu_______ pwdr In 200 ml DNW 14 days' 62 days, 83 days' 173 days* 236 days, 277 days'

Nuclide 0 0*~ S45.cirn l * _ _ t.,'Ji : 5 t:
RU106 1,711E-5 2,86E-5 5,70E-6 3,65E-5 6,54E-6 2,98E-5
CS134 1,65E-4 1,67E-4 2,11 E-5 5,77E-4 1,43E-4 3,22E-4 2,49E-4
CS137 1,65E-4 1,66E-4 2,21 E-5 5,83E-4 1,40E-4 3,34E-4 2,31 E-4
EU154 2,56E-7 2,95E-5 1,42E-6 1.432-6 1,28E-4
EU155 2,17E-7 2,61E-5 1,27E-6 1,11E-6 1,14E-4
SB125 3,25E-5 9,77E-5 2,70E-5 4,20E.4 2,64E-4
SR90 4,91 E-5 7,74E-5 3,13E-5 2,50E-4 1,11 E-4 7,90E-4
CE144 1,33E-7 2,30E-5 1,12E-6 7,19E-5
TC99 2,41 E-4 1,19E-3
AG110M 1,78E-3
AM241 1,93E-7 9,11 E-6 5,01 E-7 2,49E-7 8,21 E-5
AM243
NP237 1,39E-5 6,17E-5 1,65E-5 7,59E-4
NP239
CM244
CM242
PU238 6,29E-7 7,60E-8 9,72E-7 3,84E-7 1,00E-5
PU239/40 6,96E-7 1,25E-7 9,20E-7 3,77E-7 1,08E-5
PU241 4,92E-7 9,50E-8 8,75E-7 4,79E-7 8,06E-6
U 1,01 E-4 9,91 E-5

pHmeas+0,5 6,51 pH 6,02 pH 6,4
Eh(mV)** -38 528 mV 402 mV Eh meas.failed 408 mV 166 mV 674 mV

'*Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 5. Effect of pH and C02: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (Bq/ml)

Sample: P 56(111): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI
Temperature: 25 C

Starting volume: 145 ml Atmosphere:
Ar / 0.03%CO2Final volume: 118ml

static test

Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH = 9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)
Of
18,9 9 (16,7 9 HM) (162 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 19 days- 74 days* 102 days' 158 days, 223 days* 329 days'

Nuclide . R 1l@1 X*|

RU106 6,92E+3 6,29E+3 2,85E+3 7,70E+2 8,83E+2 1,89E+3 2,05E+3 2,01E+3 1,58E+3 4,29E+2 1,14E+3 1,62E+3 1,62E+3 3,27E+3 2,87E+3
CS134 4,03E+6 5,11E+6 2,45E+5 9,81 E+4 9,81E+4 2,76E+5 2,76E+5 1,89E+5 1,89E+5 3,67E+5 3,67E+5 4,09E+5 4,09E+5 6,71 E+5 6,71 E+5
CS137 6,03E+6 7,66E+6 1,74E+6 7,28E+5 7,28E+5 2,27E+6 2,27E+6 1,56E+6 1,56E+6 3.06E+6 3,06E+6 3,93E+6 3,93E+6 6,43E+6 6,43E+6

EU154 2,75E+2 2,85E+2 8,78E+3 1.40E+4 1,44E+4 3,27E+4 3,35E+4 2,93E+4 2,79E+4 3,14E+2 1,34E+2 3,11E+2 3,28E+2 1,54E+5 1,52E+S

EU155 1,50E+2 1,35E+2 3,08E+3 4,88E+3 5,04E+3 1,09E+4 1,12E+4 9,94E+3 9,39E+3 8,86E+1 2,98E+1 1,13E+2 8,88E+1 4,96E+4 4,85E+4

SB125 9,25E+2 8,14E+2 1,07E+3 1,302+3 1,36E+3 1,77E+3 1,80E+3 2,13E+3 2,03E+3 6,34E+3 6,57E+3 8,97E+3 8,44E+3 1,14E+3 1,09E+3
SR90 8,88E+4 1,33E+5 6,25E+5 3,042+5 3,24E+5 6,59E+5 6,29E+5 8,12E+5 8.46E+5 1,15E+6 1,21E+6 3.25E+5 2,98E+5 4,45E+6 4,41E+6

CE144 1,11E+3 9,99E+2 7,64E+2 1,09E+3 1,18E+3 1,88E+3 2,04E+3 8,492+2 8,29E+2 <5,92E+1 <6,14E21 3,13E+1 2.96E+1 8,55E+3 7,36E+3

TC99 <1,48E+O <7,1OE-1 1,37E+1 1.80E+1 1,81E+2 1,79E+2 2,83E+2 3,19E+2 4,38E+2 4,50E+2 7,37E+2 6,78E+2 1,20E+3 1,27E+3

AG110M
AM241 3,26E+1 2,59E+1 1,45E+3 2,92E+3 3,01E+3 6.28E+3 6,44E+3 4,69E+3 4,68E+3 3,17E+1 2,22E+1 4,45E+1 3,88E+1 5,592+4 5,45E+4

AM243 <3,70E-1 <3,70E-1
NP237 8,71E-2 7,282-1 7,52E-1 3,50E+0 2,89E+0 4,36E+o 4,79E+0 2,80E+0 2,88E+o 3,28E+0 2,98E+0 3,07E+1 2,90E+1

NP239 c3,70E-1 c3,70E-1
CM244 2,07E+2 2,22E+2
CM242 5,92E+O 5,55E+0
PU238 1,33E+2 1,25E+2 3,16E+2 9,51 E+2 9,31 E+2 1.54E+3 1,52E+3 1,80E+3 1,71 E+3 2,93E+2 2,04E+2 1,34E+3 1,34E+3 5,07E+3 4,26E+3

PU239/40 2,11E+1 2,00E+1 4,82E+1 1,63E+2 1,73E+2 2,67E+2 2,63E+2 3,52E+2 3,05E+2 5,032+1 3,31E+1 2,34E+2 2,27E+2 8,61E+2 7,33E+2

PU241 3,89E+3 3,74E+3 6,30E+3 1,54E+4 1,52E+4 3,04E+4 2,97E+4 3,71E+4 3,37E+4 5,81E+3 3,68E+3 2,48E+4 2,472+4 9,17E+4 7,77E+4

U (g/mI) 1,50E+1 1,17E+1 2,81E+1 2,43E+1 1,04E+2 9,79E+1 4,23E+1 3,81E+0 1,18E+2 1,21E+2 2,96E+2 2,842+2 4,10E+1 1,85E+1

pHmeas+0,5 5,45 pH 5,51 pH 5,36
Eh(mV)*' __ __. 198 514 mV 217 mV 658 mV 48 mV 528 mV 643 mV

^-Ehmeas + 208 mV ' time since start OT the static test



TABLE 6: Effect of pH and C02: Release fractions (FIAP) of radionuclide inventories in spent fuel powder leachates

Sample: P 56(111): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI
Temperature: 25 C

Starting volume: 145 ml
Final volume: 118 ml

Atmosphere.,
Ar /0,03%C02

static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH 7 pH = 9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)
of
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) (162d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DW 19 days' 74 days' 102 days- 158 days' 223 days' 329 days'

Nuclide J j !1 . _ _ _ _ _ _

RU106 3,03E-5 3,41 E-5 3,73E-3 7,77E-4 8,91E24 2,42E-3 2,62E-3 2,43E-3 1,91E-3 4,97E-4 1,32E-3 2,42E-3 2,42E-3 4,66E-3 4,09E-3
CS134 1,25E-2 1,76E-2 4,21E-2 1,26E-2 1,26E-2 3.88E-2 3.88E-2 2,51E-2 2,51 E-2 4,68E-2 4,68E-2 5,88E-2 5,88E-2 9,19E-2 9,19E-2
CS137 1.192-2 1,52E-2 4,22E-2 1,28E-2 1,28E-2 3,84E-2 3,84E-2 2,49E-2 2,49E-2 4,69E-2 4,69E-2 6,02E-2 6,02E-2 9,38E-2 9,38E-2
EU154 8,65E-6 9,20E-6 4,46E-3 5.19E-3 5,34E-3 1.19E-2 1,22E-2 1,01IE-2 9.61E-3 1,04E-4 4,43E-5 1,05E-4 1,11E-4 4,95E-2 4,88E-2
EU155 9,16E-6 8.61E-6 4,06E- 4,72E-3 4.88E-3 1,06E-2 1,09E-2 9,17E-3 8,67E-3 7,84E-5 2,64E-5 1,04E-4 8,21E-5 4,37E-2 4,28E-2
SB125 7,53E-5 7,16E-5 3,19E-3 2,88E-3 3,01E-3 4,14E-3 4,21E-3 4,70E-3 4,48E-3 1,34E-2 1,39E-2 2,07E-2 1,95E-2 2,51 E-3 2,40E-3
SR90 2,56E-4 3,87E-4 2,23E-2 7,89E-3 8,41 E-3 1.64E-2 1,57E-2 1,92E-2 2,00E-2 2,60E-2 2,74E-2 7,35E-3 6,742-3 9,59E-2 9,50E-2
CE144 5,50E-6 6.51E-6 2,96E-3 3,32E-3 3,59E-3 7,89E-3 8,56E-3 3,36E-3 3,29E-3 c2,25E-4 c2,33E-4 1,66E-4 1,57E-4 4,32E-2 3,72E-2
TC99 c2,59E-5 g1,37E4 1,92E-3 2,52E-3 2,41E-2 2,38E-2 3,56E-2 4,01E-2 5,29E-2 5,43E-2 8,80E-2 8,102-2 1,37E-1 1,45E-1
AG11OM
AM241 6,92E-6 5,15E-6 1,74E-3 2,52E-3 2,60E-3 4,97E-3 5,1OE-3 3,51E-3 3,50E-3 2,28E-5 1,59E-5 3,06E-5 2,67E-5 3,67E-2 3.58E-2
AM243 <1,76E-8 c1,76E-
NP237 6,35E.4 3.85E-3 3,97E-3 1,76E-2 1.45E-2 2,07E-2 2,28E-2 1,28E-2 1,31E-2 1,48E-2. 1,34E-2 1,32E-1 1,25E-1
NP239 c1.76E-8 c1,76E-
CM244 5,60E-6 6,07E-6
CM242 2,46E-6 3,74E-6
PU238 4,81 E-6 4,54E-6 1,31 E-4 2,86E-4 2,80E-4 4,42E-4 4,36E-4 4,88E-4 4,63E-4 7,62E-5 5,30E-5 3,46E-4 3,46E-4 1,25E-3 1,05E-3
PU239/40 4,87E-6 4,61E-6 1,23E-4 3,01E-4 3,20E-4 4,69E-4 4,62E-4 5,85E-4 5,07E-4 8,02E-5 5,27E-5 3,69E-4 3,58E-4 1.29E-3 1,1OE-3
PU241 5,86E-6 5,722-6 1,32E-4 2,35E-4 2,32E-4 4,51E-4 4,402-4 5,20E-4 4,72E-4 7,81E-5 4,94E-5 3,36E-4 3,35E-4 1,18E-3 1,00E-3
U 1,92E-4 1,65E-3 2,88E-3 2,49E-3 1,01 E-2 9,55E-3 3,90E-3 3,51 E-4 1,04E-2 1,072-2 2,59E-2 2,49E-2 3,42E-3 1,54E-3

pHmeas+0,5 5,45 pH 5,51 pH 5,36
Eh(mV)** 198 514 mV 217 mV 658 mV 48 mV 528 mV 643 mV
*Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 7: Effect of pH and C02: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel powder (mol/IL)

Sample: P 56(111): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI
Temperature: 25 C

Starting volume: 145 ml
Final volume: 118 ml

Atmosphere:.
Ar / 0,03%C02

C,

static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH = 9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)
Of
18,9 9 (16,7 g HM) (162 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 19 days- 74 days' 102 days 158 days' 223 days' 329 days'

Nuclide MIN !11B _ _N5W- _* 

RU106 1,3E-08 1,5E-08 9,60E-7 2,76E27 3,17E-7 9,02E-7 9,78E-7 9,59E-7 7,54E-7 2,05E-7 5,44E-7 1,01E-6 1,01E-6 2,04E-6 1,79E-6
CS134 4,6E-06 6,5E-06 9,22E-6 3,80E-6 3,80E-6 1,23E-5 1,23E-5 8,43E-6 8,43E-6 1,642-5 1,64E-5 2,08E-5 2,08E-5 3,41E-5 3,41E-5
CS137 4,4E-06 5,6E-06 9,22E-6 3,87E-6 3,87E-6 1,22E-5 1,22E-5 8,37E-6 8,37E-6 1,64E-5 1,64E-5 2,13E-5 2,13E-5 3,48E-5 3,48E-5
EU154 1,5E-10 1,6E-10 4,57E-8 7,33E-8 7,54E-8 1,77E-7 1,81E-7 1.592-7 1,51E-7 1,70E-9 7,25E-10 1,74E-9 1,83E-9 8,59E-7 8,48E-7
EU 55 1,6E-10 1,5E-1 4,16E-8 6,68E-8 6,90E-8 1,58E-7 1,63E-7 1,44E-7 1,36E-7 1,29E-9 4,32E-10 1,73E-9 1,36E-9 7,60E-7 7,43E-7
SB125 1,7E-10 1,6E-10 4,30E- 5,34E-9 5,59E-9 8,07E-9 8,21E-9 9,71E-9 9,26E-9 2,89E-8 3,00E-8 4,50E-8 4,24E-8 5,73E-9 5,47E-9
SR9o 4,4E-08 6,6E-08 2,26E-6 1,10E-6 1,172-6 2,41E-6 2,30E-6 2,97E-6 3,09E-6 4,21E-6 4,43E-6 1,20E-6 1,10E-6 1,64E-5 1,63E-5
CE144 1,8E-09 2,1E-09 5,60E-7 8,66E-7 9.37E-7 2,16E-6 2,35E-6 9,76E-7 9,53E-7 <6,81E-8 <7,06E-8 5,07E-8 4,80E-8 1,39E-5 1,19E-5
TC99 c3,802-9 <1,19E- 2.30E-7 3,02E-7 3,04E-6 3,00E-6 4,75E-6 5,35E-6 7,35E-6 7,55E-6 1,24E-5 1,14E-5 2.01 E-5 2,13E-5
AG11OM 3,32-36
AM241 1,82-10 1,3E-1 2,68E-8 5,35E-8 5,51E-8 1,11E-7 1,14E-7 8,29E-8 8,27E-8 5,60E-1o 3,922-10 7,62E-10 6,64E-10 9,57E-7 9,33E-7
AM243 c4,6E-11 <4,8E-11
NP237 1,45E-8 1,22E-7 1,262-7 5,84E-7 4,82E-7 7,28E-7 8,00E-7 4,67E-7 4,81E-7 5,48E-7 4,98E-7 5,13E-6 4,84E-6
NP239 <c,8E-1 1 <6,8E-11
CM244 3,1E-11 3,4E-11
CM242 1,4E-11 2,1E-11
PU238 2,9E-09 2,7E-09 4,67E-8 1,41 E-7 1,38E-7 2,29E-7 2,26E-7 2,67E-7 2,54E-7 4,35E-8 3,03E-8 1,99E-7 1.99E-7 7,55E-7 6,34E-7
PU239/40 2,9E-09 2,82-09 4,39E-8 1,48E-7 1,572-7 2,43E-7 2,39E-7 3,20E-7 2,782-7 4,58E-8 3,01E-8 2,13E-7 2,07E-7 7,83E-7 6,67E-7
PU241 3,5E-09 3,5E-09 4,72E-8 1,16E-7 1,14E-7 2,33E-7 2,28E-7 2,85E-7 2,59E.7 4,46E-8 2,82E-8 1,94E-7 1,93E-7 7,17E-7 6,07E-7
U 9,7E-06 4,922-5 1,18E-4 1,02E-4 4,37E-4 4,11E-4 1,78E-4 1,60E-5 4,96E-4 5,08E-4 1,24E-3 1,19E-3 1,72E-4 7,77E-5

pHmeas+0,5 5,45 pH 5,51 pH 5,36
Eh(mV)** 198 514 mV 217 mV 658 mV 48 mV 528 mV 643 mV

..n ea ._u m_ _ .im snce star *r .e __i __test__..
trEmeas + zu mv - time since start o the static zest



TABLE 8: Effect of pH and C0 2 : Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder (FIAPId)

Sample: P 56(111): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI
Temperature: 25 C

Starting volume: 145 ml
Final volume: 118 ml

Atmosphere:
Ar 0,03%C02

C)

static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH = 9 pH= 11 pH = 7 (end)
of
18,9 9 (16.7 g HM) (162 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 19 days' 74 days' 102 days' 158 days* 223 days' 329 days'

Nuclide l IM, M i f_ L
RU106 2,30E-5 4,09E-5 4,39E-5 8,67E-5 8,88E-6 3,73E-5 4,40E-5
CS1 34 2,60E-4 6,63E-4 7,06E-4 8,97E-4 8,35E-4 9,04E-4 8,67E-4
CS137 2.60E-4 6,74E-4 6,98E-4 8,902-4 8,38E-4 9,25E-4 8,85E-4
EU154 2,75E-5 2,73E-4 2,17E-4 3,60E-4 1,85E-6 1.61 E-6 4,67E-4
EU1 55 2,51E-5 2,49E-4 1,94E-4 3,28E-4 1,40E-6 1,61 E-6 4,13E-4
SB125 1,97E-5 1,51E-4 7,52E-5 1,68E-4 2,40E-4 3,19E-4 2,37E-5
SR90 1,38E-4 4,15E-4 2,99E-4 6,84E-4 4,65E-4 1,13E-4 9,05E-4
CE1 44 1.83E-5 1 ,75E-4 1,43E-4 1,20E-4 c4,02E-6 2,55E-6 4,08E-4
TC99 <8,46E-7 1,01E-4 4,38E-4 1,27E-3 9,44E-4 1.35E-3 1,29E-3
AG110M
AM241 1,07E-5 1 ,33E-4 9,04E-5 1,25E-4 4,06E-7 4,71 E-7 3,46E-4
AM243
NP237 3,92E-6 2,02E-4 3,20E-4 7,40E-4 2,28E-4 2,28E-4 1.25E-3
NP239
CM244
CM242
PU238 8,07E-7 1,50E-5 8,03E-6 1,74E-5 1,36E-6 5,32E-6 1,18E-5
PU239/40 7,58E-7 1,58E-5 8,54E-6 2,09E-5 1,43E-6 5,68E-6 1,22E-5
PU241 8,15E-7 1,24E-5 8,19E-6 1,86E-5 1,39E-6 5,17E-6 1,12E-5
U 1,02E-5 1,52E-4 1.85E-4 1,39E-4 1,86E-4 3,99E-4 3,23E-5

pHmeas+0,5 5,45 pH 5,51 pH 5,36
Eh(mV)* _ 198 514 mV 217 mV 658 mV 48 mV 528 mV 643 mV

'Ehmea .20 V*tm i c tato h ttcts
"Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 9: Effect of pH and C02: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
Sample: P 56(1l): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCl

Temperature: 25 0C
Starting volume: 127 ml
Final volume: 122 ml

Atmosphere: Ar/1%CO2

Ar-Atm. static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH 9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)

18.9 g (16,7 g HM) (89 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 15 days' 59 days' 80 days* 169 days' 230 days' 274 days'

Nuclido i ~ jJ'fl 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8nm 0.45 m 1.8 nm

RU106 6,92E+3 6,292+3 1,12E+3 1,10E+3 1,07E+3 3,26E+3 3,70E+3 4,91E+3 5,28E+3 5,49E+3 5,69E+3 6,13E+3 5,72E+3 4,56E+3 5,35E+3
CS134 4,03E+6 5,11E+6 9,75E+4 6,57E+4 6,57E+4 1,79E+5 1,79E+5 2,03E+5 2,03E+5 3,43E+5 3,43E+5 4,51E+5 4,51E+5 4,67E+5 4,67E+5
CS137 6,03E+6 7,66E+6 5,90E+5 4,14E+5 4,14E+5 1,19E+6 1,19E+6 1,35E+6 1,35E+6 2,46E+6 2.46E+6 3,34E+6 3,34E+6 3,86E+6 3,86E+6
EU154 2,75E+2 2,8524+2 1,18E+2 3,36E+3 3,12E+3 9,63E+3 1,02E+4 8,81E+2 5,34E+2 1,02E+3 1,05E+3 2,24E+3 2,18E+3 1,24E+4 1,19E+4
EU155 1.50E+2 1,35E+2 4,06E+1 1,18E+3 1,09E+3 3,14E+3 3,30E+3 1,93E+2 1,53E+2 3,10E+2 3,59E+2 8,00E+2 7,56E+2 3,97E+3 3,83E+3
SB125 9,25E+2 8,14E+2 7,80E+2 2,01E+3 1,99E+3 4,94E+3 5,33E+3 2,03E+4 2,21E+4 4,52E+4 5,152+4 3,57E+4 3,73E+4 3,63E+4 3,76E+4
SR90 8,88E+4 1,33E+ 1,31E+5 1,05E+5 1,07E+5 3,672+5 3,92E+5 4,912+5 5,65E+5 1,20E+6 1,23E+6 7,16E+5 7,56E+5 2,03E+6 2,09E+6

CE144 1,11E+3 9,99E2 1,63E+1 4,97E+2 4,86E+2 9,25E+2 1,01E+3 7,932+1 1,03E+2 1,14E+2 1.24E+2 c3,89E+1 <4,17E+1 <1.38E+2 c1,40E+2
TC99 <1,48E+O 4,97E+2 4,64E+2 5,24E+2 5,76E+2 5,27E+2 4,89E+2
AG110M 1,272+1 8,492+0
AM241 3,26E+1 2,59E+1 2,11E+1 6,19E+2 5,74E+2 1,73E+3 1,83E+3 7,34E+1 5,92E+1 7,84E+1 7,94E+1 1,82E+2 2,12E+2 2,47E+3 2,38E+3
AM243 <3,70E-1 c3,70E-1
NP237 1,092-1 2,07E-1 4,15E+O 3,53E+0 4,45E+o 4,95E+0 6,51E+0 6,52E+o
NP239 <3,70E-1 <3,70E-1
CM244 2,07E+2 2,22E+2
CM242 5,92E+0 5,552+0
PU238 1,33E+2 1,25E+2 9,492+1 9,64E+1 7,50E+2 7,65E+2 1,84E+2 1,20E+2 5,35E+3 5,21 E+3 4,48E+3 4,43E+3 6,96E+2 3,26E+2
PU239/40 2,11 E+1 2,00E+1 1,61E+1 1,66E+1 1,28E+2 1,29E+2 2,82E+1 2,022+1 9,31 E+2 8,97E+2 7,85E+2 7,48E+2 1,21 E+2 5,782+1
PU241 3,89E+3 3,74E+3 1,27E+3 1,46E+3 1,46E+4 1,50E+4 3,12E+3 2,10E+3 1,04E+5 9,91E+4 7,87E+4 7,80E+4 1,38E+4 6,52E+3
U (g/mI) 1,50E+1 4,07E+2 4,12E+2 4,122+2 4,33E+2 3,88E+2 3,75E+2

pHmeas+0,5 6,34 pH 5,34 pH 5,82
Eh(mV)** 22mV 546 mV 259 mV 279 mV 197 mV 228 mV 648 mV
.. hea . 20 mA A tim since............... star at ,e stti test_ . .. .
^*Ehmeas + 208 mV - time since start Ot the Static test



TABLE 10: Effect of pH and C0 2: Released fractions (FlAP) of nuclide inventories in spent fuel powder leachates
Sample: P 56(11) :1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI Starting volume: 127 ml Atmosphere: Ar/1%C0 2

Temperature: 25 °C Final volume: 122 ml

Ar-Atm. static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH = 9 pH = 1 pH = 7 (end)

18,9 g (16,7 9 HM) (89 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 15 days' 59 days' 80 days' 169 days' 230 days' 274 days'

Nuclide 0,45 pm - iltered 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm
RU106 3,03E-5 3.41E-5 1,12E-3 7,01E-4 6,82E-4 2,23E-3 2,53E-3 3,23E-3 3.47E-3 4.47E-3 4,63E-3 5,29E-3 4,94E-3 5,20E-3 6,1 1E-3
CS1 34 1,25E-2 1.76E-2 1,48E-2 6,33E-3 6,33E-3 1,74E-2 1,74E-2 1,89E-2 1,89E-2 3,67E-2 3,67E-2 4,96E-2 4,96E-2 5,86E-2 5,86E-2
CS137 1,19E-2 1,52E-2 1,43E-2 6,36E-3 6,36E-3 1,74E-2 1,74E-2 1,90E-2 1,90E-2 3,71E-2 3,71E-2 5,03E-2 5,03E-2 5,83E-2 5,83E-2
EU154 8,65E-6 9,20E-6 5.85E-5 1,06E-3 9,82E-4 2,91E-3 3,09E-3 1,98E-4 1,55E-4 3,22E-4 3,32E-4 7,11E-4 6,92E-4 4,03E-3 3,87E-3
EU155 9,16E-6 8,61E-6 5,1 1E-5 9,42E-4 8,71E-4 2,44E-3 2,56E-3 1,44E-4 1,14E-4 2,54E-4 2,95E-4 6,63E-4 6,27E-4 3,46E-3 3,34E-3
SB1 25 7,53E-5 7,16E-5 2,12E-3 3,48E-3 3,44E-3 8,47E-3 9,14E-3 3,34E-2 3,64E-2 8,39E-2 9,56E-2 6,76E-2 7,07E-2 7,57E-2 7,85E-2
SR90 2,56E-4 3,87E-4 4,67E-3 2,38E-3 2,42E-3 7,91E-3 8,45E-3 8,67E-3 1,17E-2 2,67E-2 2,73E-2 1,59E-2 1,68E-2 4,52E-2 4,66E-2
CE144 5,50E-6 6,51E-6 4,47E-5 8,662-4 8,47E-4 1,80E-3 1,96E-3 1,48E-4 1,92E-4 2,75E-4 2,99E-4 <1,01E-4 <1,09E-4 <5,17E-4 <5,24E-4
TC99 <2,59E-5 5,97E-2 5,57E-2 6,28E-2 6,90E-2 6,27E-2 5,81 E-2
AGi10M 3,82E-2 2,55E-2
AM241 6.92E-6 5,15E-6 2,65E-5 4,93E-4 4,57E-4 1,28E-3 1.36E-3 5,23E-5 4,22E-5 5,85E-5 5,93E-5 1,34E-4 1,57E-4 1,75E-3 1.68E-3
AM243 <1,76E-6 <1,76E6
NP237 5,09E-4 9,66E-4 1,88E-2 1,60E-2 2,01 E-2 2,24E-2 2,92E-2 2,93E-2
NP239 <1,76E-6 <1,76E
CM244 5,60E-6 6,07E-6
CM242 2,46E-6 3,74E-6
PU238 4,81E-6 4,542-6 2.51 E-5 2,55E-5 1,88E-4 1,922-4 4,43E-5 2,89E-5 1,38E-3 1,34E-3 1,15E-3 1,14E-3 1.78E-4 8,35E-5
PU239/40 4,87E-6 4,61E-6 2,63E-5 2,7112-5 1,98E-4 1,99E-4 4,182-5 3,002-5 1,48E-3 1,42E-3 1,24E-3 1,18E-3 1,90E-4 9,07E-5
PU241 5,86E-6 5,72E-6 1,67E-5 1,92E-5 1,84E-4 1,89E-4 3,77E-5 2,54E-5 1,36E-3 1,29E-3 1,03E-3 1,02E-3 1,83E-4 8,63E-5
U 1,92E-4 3,58E-2 3,63E-2 3,62E-2 3,80E-2 3,38E-2 3,27E-2

pHmeas+0,5 6,34 pH 5,34 pH 5,82
Eh(mV)* _ 22mV 546 mV 259 mV 279 mV 197 mV 228 mV 648 mV
.. h ea + .0 m y tim sAc st_ of................... th stti test....... .
*'Ehmea + 208 mV ' time since start Of the static test



TABLE 11: Effect of pH and C02: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel powder (moliL)
Sample: P 56(11): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI Starting volume: 127 ml Atmospheere: Ar/i%C0 2

Temperature: 25 C Final volume: 122 ml

Ar-Atm. . static test
Ultrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH =9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)
of
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) (89 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DNV 15 days 59 days 80 days' 169 days 230 days' 274 days*

Nuclide 0,45 pm -filtered 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm

RU106 1,3E-08 1,5E-08 2,87E-7 2,82E-7 2,74E-7 9,48E-7 1,08E-6 1,43E-6 1,54E-6 1,85E-6 1,92E-6 2,20E-6 2,05E-6 2,18E-6 2,55E-6

CS134 4,6E-06 6,5E-06 3,21E-6 2,16E-6 2,16E-6 6,27E-6 6,27E-6 7,1 1E-6 7,1 1E-6 1,29E-5 1,29E-5 1,75E-5 1,75E-5 2,08E-5 2,08E-5

CS137 4,4E-06 5,6E-06 3,1OE-6 2,17E-6 2,17E-6 6,28E-6 6,28E-6 7,12E-6 7,12E-6 1,30E-5 1,30E-5 1,77E-5 1,77E-5 2,07E-5 2,07E-5

EU154 1,5E-10 1,6E-1 5,9E-10 1,69E-8 1,57E-8 4,93E-8 5,22E-8 3,48E-9 2,73E-9 5,31E-9 5,46E-9 1,17E-8 1,14E-8 6,71E-8 6,44E-8

EU155 1,6E-10 1,5E-1 5,2E-10 1,51E-8 1,39E-8 4,12E-8 4,33E-8 2,53E-9 2,01E-9 4,19E-9 4,85E-9 1,10E-8 1,03E-8 5,76E-8 5,56E-8

SB125 1,7E-10 1,6E-10 2,84E-9 7,31E-9 7,24E-9 1,88E-8 2,03E-8 7,73E-8 8,41E-8 1,82E-7 2,07E-7 1,47E-7 1,53E-7 1,66E-7 1,71E-7

SR90 4,4E-08 6,6E-08 4,69E-7 3,76E-7 3,83E-7 1,32E-6 1.41 E-6 1,51 E-6 2,03E-6 4,34E-6 4,44E-6 2,59E-6 2,74E-6 7,43E-6 7,65E-6

CE144 1,8E-09 2,1E-09 8,40E-9 2,56E-7 2,50E-7 5,61E-7 6,12E-7 4,81E-8 6,24E-8 8,36E-8 9,09E-8 <3,09E-8 <3,31 E-8 <1,59E-7 <1,61E-7

TC99 <3,80E-9 8,33E-6 7,78E-6 8,79E-6 9,66E-6 8,84E-6 8,20E-6

AGIIOM 3,3E-36 4,65E-7 3,1IE-7
AM241 1,8E-10 1,3E-1 4,OE-10 1.19E-8 1,1OE-8 3,26E-8 3.45E-8 1,38E-9 1,11E-9 1,45E-9 1,47E-9 3,33E-9 3,88E-9 4,36E-8 4,20E-8

AM243 <4,6E-11 <4,6E-11
NP237 1,82E-8 3,46E-8 6,93E-7 5,89E-7 7,43E-7 8,26E-7 1,09E-6 1,09E-6

NP239 <6,8E-11 c6,8E-1 I
CM244 3,1 E-1 3,4E-1 
CM242 1,4E-11 2,1 E-11
PU238 2,9E-09 2,7E-09 1,40E-8 1,42E-8 1,1lE-7 1,13E-7 2,72E-8 1,77E-8 7,91E-7 7,70E-7 6,63E-7 6,55E-7 1,03E-7 4,84E.8

PU239/40 2,9E-09 2,8E-09 1,46E-8 1,51E-8 1,16E-7 1,17E-7 2,57E-8 1,84E-8 8,47E-7 8,16E-7 7,14E-7 6,81 E-7 1,1OE-7 5,26E-8

PU241 3,5E-09 3,5E-09 9,33E-9 1,07E-8 1,08E-7 1,11E-7 2,31E-8 1,56E-8 7,79E-7 7,42E-7 5,92E-7 5,86E-7 1,06E-7 5,00E-8

U 9,7E-06

pHmeas+0,5 6,34 pH 5,34 pH 5,82
Eh(mV)*^ . 22mV 546 mV 259 mV 279 mV 197 mV 228 mV 648 mV
.Ema + .0 m tim sic str ot _n statictest
^^Ehmeas + 208 mv , time since start ot tne static test



TABLE 12: Effect of pH and C0 2: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder (FIAPId)

Sample: P 56(11): 1,7 g (=1,5 g HM) Solution: 95% sat NaCI
Temperature: 25 °C

Starting volume: 127 ml
Final volume: 122 ml

Atmosphere: Ar/1%CO2

CA)
M

Ar-Atm. static test
ltrason. cleaning Wash no pH control pH = 7 pH = 9 pH = 11 pH = 7 (end)

oft
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) (89 d) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling 6. Sampling
p In 200 ml DN 15 days' 59 days' 80 days' 169 days, 230 days' 274 days'

Nuclide 0,45 pm -filtered 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm
RU1 06 1,26E-5 4,67E-5 3,48E-5 5,67E-5 1,69E-5 1,36E-5
CS1 34 1,66E-4 4,22E-4 2,51 E-4 1,45E-4 2,17E-4 2,12E-4 2,06E-4
CS137 1,60E-4 4,24E-4 2,51 E-4 1.46E-4 2,21 E-4 2,17E-4 1,81E-4
EU1 54 6,57E-7 7,05E-5 4,22E-5 1,58E-6 6,37E-6 7,55E-5
EU 55 5,74E-7 6,28E-5 3,40E-S 1,37E-6 6,70E-6 6,36E-5
SB125 2.39E-5 2,32E-4 1,14E-4 1,22E-3 5,98E-4 1,84E-4
SR90 5,25E-5 1,59E-4 1,26E-4 6,90E-5 2,10E-4 6,66E-4
CE 144 5,03E-7 5,78E-5 2,12E-5 1,56E-6 9,44E-6
TC99 6,71 E-4 5,06E-5
AG110M 2,55E-3
AM241 2,97E-7 3,29E-5 1,80E-5 1,18E-7 1,24E-6 3,66E-5
AM243
NP237 3,39E-5 2,11 E-4 2,15E-5 2,07E-4
NP239
CM244
CM242
PU238 1,67E-6 3,70E-6 1,50E-5
PU239/40 1,75E-6 3,90E-6 1,62E-5
PU241 1,11 E-6 3,80E-6 1,49E-5
U 4,02E-4 5,77E-6

pHmeas+0,5 6,34 pH 5,34 pH 5,82
Eh(mV)** . 22mV 546 mV 259 mV 279 mV 197 mV 228 mV 648 mV
^^Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 13: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
Sample: P 4: 2,8 g (=2,4 HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Art 0,03%C02

Solution:Granite water (EGW) iGranite-bentonite water (GBW)
Starting volume: 200 ml 'Starting volume: 203 ml
Final volume: 174 ml 'Final volume: 187 ml

static test

Ullrason. cleaning Wash
Io1
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 1 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr in 200 ml DIW 55 days 49 days' 201 days' 545 days' ! 617 days' 750 days'

Nuclide 9 3 "i, -lg_ S _ 

RU106 6,92E+3 6,29E+3 1,36E+3 9,44E+2 5,47E+2 1.26E+2 1,52E+2 1,34E+2 8,21E+2 i
CS134 4.03E+6 5,11E+6 3,34E+5 3,34E+5 7,68E+4 7,68E+4 2,21E+5 2,21E+5 1,73E+5 1,73E+51 5,23E+5 5,232+5 5,33E+5 5,33E+5
CS137 6,03E+6 7,66E+6 1,58E+6 1,58E+ 3,69E+5 3,692+5 1,23E+6 1,23E+6 1,23E+6 1,23E+6 3,87E+6 3,87E+6 4,48E+6 4,48E+6
EU154 2,75E+2 2,85E+2 8,64E+1 2,23E+1 1,23E+2 4,20E+0 3,05E+3 3,45E+1 5,14E+3 1,48E+11 3,93E+3 2,47E+3 1,04E+4 5,36E+3
EU155 1,50E+2 1,35E+2 3,17E+1 1,34E+1 4,682+1 <1,5E+0 1,11E+3 1,82E+1 1,74E+3 4,32E+01 1,26E+3 7,90E+2 3,22E+3 1,64E+3
SB125 9,25E+2 8,14E+2 1,06E+4 1,26E+4 1.53E+4 1,60E+4 8,33E+3 8,07E+3 1,19E+4 1,01E+41 1,54E+3 1,52E+3 1,10E+3 8,38E+2
SR90 8,88E+4 1.33E+5 2,762+5 9,04E+4 3,51 E+4 1,45E+4 5,57E+4 2,79E+4 4,75E+4 2,57E+41 3,00E+6 3,28E+6 3,83E+6 2,99E+6
CE144 1,11E+3 9,99E+2 1,61E+1 6,50E+. 2,17E+1 <5,9E+0 7,07E+2 <5,4E+0 5,87E+2 <7,56E+01 <1,8E+2 <1,8E+2 <1,7E+2 <1,5E+2
TC99 <1,48E+O 5,70E+1 5,80E+1 5,33E+0 5,10E+0 5,08E+2 5,64E+2, 1,23E+2 1,26E+2 2,40E+2 1,84E+2
AM241 3,26E+1 2,59E+1 <2,3E+0 <1,7E+ 6,OOE+1 1,60E+0 9,65E+2 2,17E+o 1,96E+3 <i,99E+01 3,002+2 1,72E+2 9,09E+2 4,53E+2
AM243 <3,70E-1 <3,70E-1 I
NP237 1,51E+0 1,52E+0 2,18E-1 1,64E-1 1,46E-1 3,73E-2 4,81E-1 3,88E-11 4,32E+0 5,22E+0 8,41E+0 6,37E+0
NP239 <3,70E-1 <3,70E-1
CM244 2,07E+2 2,22E+2 1,88E+2 3,67E+0 3,78E+3 1,25E+1
CM242 5,92E+0 5,55E+ 3,31E-1 1,07E-2 8,372+0 2,972-2
PU238 1,33E+2 1,25E+2 1,55E+2 4,97E+1 5,33E+2 2,73E+1 5,53E+3 4,93E+1 9,77E+3 9,29E.11 1,02E+3 1,10E+3 1,15E+3 8,46E+2
PU239/40 2,11E+1 2,00E+1 2,55E+1 8,04E+0 9,83E+1 5,77E+0 1,07E+3 1,07E+1 1,68E+3 1,59E+11 1,81 E+2 1,882+2 2,04E+2 1,45E+2
PU241 3,89E+3 3,74E+3 3,63E+3 1,15E+3 1,15E+4 7,50E+2 1,22E+5 1,23E+3 1,96E+5 1,87E+31 1,59E+4 1,83E+4 2,29E+4 1,64E+4
U (/ml) 1,50E+1 3,35E+1 1, 13E+1 1,28E+1 6,60E+ 4,07E+O 4,64E-1 4,07E+O 1,42E1l 8,52E-2 6,36E-2 7,03E-2 6,56E-2

pHmeas pH 7,34 pH 8,0 pH 7,96 pH 7,21 1 pH 7,42 pH 7,38
Eh(mV)** 401 mV 422 mV 336 mv 379 mV ! 608 mV 298 mV

**Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 14: Released fractions (FlAP) of radionuclide inventories in leachates from spent fuel powder
Sample: P 4: 2,8 9 (=2,4 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ad 0,03%C02

Solutlon:Granite water (EGW) [Granite-bentonite water (GB3W)
Starting volume: 200 ml IStarting volume: 203 ml

I ,an.cennW
Ultrason. cleaning Wash 

18,9 g (16,7 g HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 1 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 55 days 49 days 201 days' 545 days' 1 617 days 750 days'

Nuclide £ _ 
RU106 3,03E-5 3,41E-' 4,55E-4 3,16E4 2,44E-4 5,62E-5 6,32E-5 5,57E-5 5,62E-4
CS134 1,25E-2 1,76E-2 1,40E-2 1,40E-2 5,33E-3 5,33E-3 1,64E-2 1,64E-2 1,59E-2 1,59E-21 5,89E-2 5,89E-2 6,33E-2 6,33E-2
CS137 1,19E-2 1,52E-2 2,24E-2 2,24E-2 5,42E-3 5,42E-3 1,70E-2 1,70E-2 1,62E-2 1,62E-21 5,97E-2 5,97E-2 6,40E-2 6,40E-2
EU154 8,65E-6 9,20E1-6 2,47E-5 6,38E- 3,64E-5 1,242-6 8,39E-4 9,49E-6 1.41 E-3 4,06E-61 1,28E-3 8,02E-4 3,20E-3 1,65E-3
EU155 9,16E-6 8,81E-6 2,18E-5 9,21E-6 3,41E-5 <1,1E-6 7,52E-4 1,23E-5 1,24E-3 3,07E-61 1,07E-3 6,70E-4 2,66E-3 1,35E-3
SB125 7,53E-5 7,16E-5 1,43E-2 1,70E-2 2,29E-2 2,39E-2 1,16E-2 1,12E-2 1,90E-2 1,62E-21 2,98E-3 2,95E-3 2,17E-3 1,65E-3
SR90 2,56E-4 3,87E-4 5,97E-3 1,96E-3 7,67E-4 3,17E-4 1,13E-3 5,67E-4 9,21 E-4 4,99E-41 6,82E-2 7,46E-2 8,08E-2 6,31E-2
CE144 5,50E-6 6,51E-6 1,23E-5 4,96E-6 2,41E-5 <6,6E-6 7,31E-4 <5,6E-6 1,18E-3 <1,52E-51 <4,7E-4 <4,8E-4 <6,OE-4 <5,2E-4
TC99 <2,59E-5 6,87E-3 6,99E-3 5,98E-4 5,72E-4 5,33E-2 5,92E-21 1,51 E-2 1,54E-2 2,70E-2 2,07E-2
AM241 6,92E-6 5,1 5E-6 <2,OE-6 <1,5E-6 4,89E-5 1,30E-6 7,32E-4 1,65E-6 1,28E-3 <1,30E-61 2,27E-4 1,30E-4 6,08E-4 3,03E-4
AM243 <1,76E-s c1,76E-6
NP237 6,87E-3 6,92E-3 9,93E-4 7,47E-4 6,18E-4 1,58E-4 1.91 E-3 1,54E-31 2,OOE-2 2,42E-2 3,57E-2 2,71E-2
NP239 <1,76E-6 <1,76E-6
CM244 5,60E-6 8,07E-6 4,07E-5 7,94E-7 7,60E-4 2,51E-6
CM242 2,46E-6 3,74E-6 4,19E-4 3,70E-5 9,88E-3 3,51E-5
PU238 4,81E-6 4,54E-6 3,97E-5 1,272-5 1,37E-4 7,01E-6 1,32E-3 1,18E-5 2,20E-3 .2,09E-51 2,68E-4 2,89E-4 2,79E-4 2,05E-4
PU239/40 4,87E-6 4,61E-6 4,06E-5 1,28E-5 1.56E-4 9,18E-6 1,58E-3 1,58E-5 2,33E-3 2,20E-51 2,93E-4 3,04E-4 3,03E-4 2,15E-4
PU241 5,86E-6 5,72E-6 4,47E-5 1,42E-5 1,44E-4 9,42E-6 1,42E-3 1,44E-5 2,23E-3 2,13E-51 2,13E-4 2,45E-4 2,87E-4 2,05E-4
U 1,92E-4 2,96E-3 9,99E-4 1,13E-3 5,83E-4 3,34E-4 3,81E-5 3,13E-4 1,09E-51 7,65E-6 5,71E-6 5,80E-6 5,41E-6
Kr85 I 1,38E-2 i 6,74E-3
pHmeas pH 7,34 pH 8,0 pH 7,96 pH 7,21 | pH 7,42 pH 7,38
Eh(mV)** 401 mV 422 mV 336 mV 379 mV | 608 mV 298 mV

4

**Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 15: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (mol)
Sample: P 4: 2,8 g (=2,4 g HM) Temperature: 25 °C Atmosphere: Art 0,03%C02

Solution:Granite water (EGW) lGranitebentonite water (GBW)
Starting volume: 200 ml IStarting volume: 203 ml

. ~~~~~~~~~~~Final volume: 174 ml i Final volume: 187 ml
static testIUltrason. cleaning Wash

of
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling | 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 55 days 49 days' 201 days' 545 days' 1 617 days' 750 days,

Nuclide Mft I __ hl 
RU106 1,3E-08 1,5E-08 1,88E-7 1,30E-7 1.01E-7 2,32E-8 2,80E-8 2,47E-8 2,68E-7

CS134 4,62-06 6,5E-06 4,90E-6 4,90E- 1,872-6 1,87E-6 6,19E-6 619 6,939E-69E-61 2,03E-5 2,032-5 2,38E-5 2,38E-5
CS137 4,4E-06 5,6E-06 7,85E-6 7,85E6 1,90E-6 1,90E-6 6,39E-6 6.39E-6 6,51E-6 6,51E-65 2,06E-5 2,062-5 2,40E-5 2,40E-5

EU154 1,5E-10 1,6E-10 4,06E-10 1,05E-10 5,97E-10 2,04E-11 1,48E-8 1,67E-10 2,66E-8 7,67E-111 2,06E-8 1,29E-8 5,63E-8 2,90E-8

EU155 1,6E-10 1,5E-10 3,57E-10 1,51E-10 5,59E-10 1,81E-11 1,33E-8 2.182-10 2,33E-8 5,79E-111 1,72E-8 1,08E-8 4.67E-8 2,38E-8

SB125 1,72-10 1,62-10 3,08E-8 3,66E- 4,93E-8 5,162-8 2,69E-8 2,60E-8 4,71E-8 4,OOE-81 6,33E-9 6,24E-9 5,02E-9 3,82E-9

SR90 4,4E-08 6,6E-08 9,66E-7 3,16E- 1,24E-7 5,13E-8 1,97E-7 9,87E-8 1,71E-7 9,27E-81 1.092-5 1,19E-5 1,40E-5 1,09E-5

CE144 1.8E-09 2.1 E-09 3,72E-9 1.50E-9 7,28E-9 <2,0E-9 2.38E-7 <1,8E-9 4,102-7 <5,28E-91 <1,4E-7 <1,4E-7 <1,9E-7 <1,7E-7

TC99 .3,80E-9 9,56E-7 9,73E-7 8,94E-8 8,55E-8 8,52E-6 9,46E-61 2,06E-6 2,11E-6 4,02E-6 3,09E-6

AM241 1.8E-10 1,3E-10 <4,9E-11 <3,7E-11 1,21E-9 3,21E-11 1,94E-8 4,36E-11 3,64E-8 <3,7E-111 5,49E-9 3,15E-9 1,61E-8 8,00E-9
AM243 <4,6E-11 <4,6E-11 
NP237 2,52E-7 2,54E-7 3,64E-8 2,74E-8 2.44E-8 6,23E-9 8,03E-8 6,48E-81 7,21E-7 8,71E-7 1,40E-6 1,o6E-6
NP239 <6,8E-11 c6,8E-11 
CM244 3,1E-11 3,4E.11 2.16E-10 4,21E-12 4,34E-9 1,44E-11
CM242 1,4E- 11 2,1 E-11 
PU238 2,9E-09 2,7E-09 2,27E-8 7,27E- 7,82E-8 4,01E-9 8,12E-7 7,24E-9 1,44E-6 1,37E-81 t,51E-7 1,63E-7 1,71E-7 1.26E-7

PU239/40 2,92-09 2,82-09 2,32E-8 7,31 E- 8.94E-8 5,25E-9 9,73E-7 9,73E-9 1,53E-6 t .45E-81 1 ,65E-7 1,71 E-7 1 ,86E-7 1,32E-7

PU241 3,5E-09 3,5E-09 2,55E-8 8,09E- 8,25E-8 5,38E-9 8,76E-7 8,83E-9 1 ,46E-6 1,40E-81 1,20E-7 1 ,38E-7 1,76E-7 1,26E-7
U 9.7E-06 1,41 E-4 4,75E-5 5,38E-5 2,77E-5 1,71 E-5 1,95E-6 1,71 E-5 5.97E-71 3,58E-7 2,67E-7 2,95E-7 2,76E-7

pHmeas pH 7,34 pH 8,0 pH 7,96 pH 7,21 | pH 7,42 pH 7,38
Eh(mV)** _ 401 mV 422 mV 336 mV 379 mV j 608 mV 298 mV
'*Ehmeas + 208 mV , time since start ot the static test



TABLE 16: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder corrosion tests (FIAPId)
Sample: P 4: 2,8 g (2,4 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ad 0,03%C02

Solutlon:Granite water (EGW) IGranite-bentonite water (GBW)
Starting volume: 200 ml IStarting volume: 203 ml

. ~~~~Final volume: 174 ml 'Final volume: 187 ml

static test
fUtrason. cleaning Wash

18,9 (16,7 HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 55 days 49 days' 201 days' 545 days' 1 617 days' 750 days'

Nuclide M O M ft 3 0
RU106 8,3E-06 4,98E-6 1,46E-6
CS134 2,52-04 1,09E-4 7,49E-5 9,53E-7 I 6,34E-5
CS1 37 4,1E-04 1,11E-4 7,78E-5 3,78E-7 8,29E-4 6,28E-5
EU1 54 4,5E-07 7,43E-7 5,29E-6 1,80E-6 | 8,29E-4 1,51 E-5
EU1 55 4,0E-07 6,96E-7 4,74E-6 1,53E-6 1 1 ,25E-5
SB1 25 2,6E-04 4,67E-4 2,35E-5 1
SR90 1,1E-04 1,57E-5 2,66E-6 9,48E-4 1,29E-4
CE144 2,2E-07 4,91E-7 4,66E-6 1,42E-6 I 6,48E-6 1,23E-6
TC99 1,40E-4 1.53E-4 1 2,09E-4 9,73E-5
AM241 3,6E-08 9,98E-7 4,51E-6 1,72E-6 3,15E-6 2,98E-6
AM243
NP237 1,2E-04 2,03E-5 -2,13E-6 3,84E-6 I 2,78E-4 1,28E-4
NP239
CM244 8,30E-7 4,75E-6
CM242 8,54E-6 6,24E-5
PU238 7,2E-07 2,79E-6 7,84E-6 2,76E-6 I 3,73E-6 2,13E-7
PU239/40 7,4E-07 3,19E-6 9,44E-6 2,41E-6 4,07E-6 2,24E-7
PU241 8,1E-07 2,95E-6 8,47E-6 2,56E-6 2,95E-6 6,65E-7
U 5,4E-05 2,31E-5 | 1,06E-7

pHmeas pH 7,34 pH 8,0 pH 7,96 pH 7,21 | pH 7,42 pH 7,38
Eh(mV)*^ 401 mV 422 mV 336 mV 379 mV | 608 mV 298 mV

Co

**Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test



TABLE 17: Long-tern effect of iron: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel pellet (Bq/ml)

Sample: K4: 7,5 g (=6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar
Solution: 5m NaCI solution

Starting volume: 200 Final volume: 156 ml ml
static test (addition of 9,2 g Fe-powder)

Wash Wash
(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI Sm) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 50 days' 112 days' 207 days' 438 days' 1619 days'

Nuclide Qfl) K M I , _
RU106 5,33E+2 4.81 E+2 <424E 1 <4,24E-1 <1 15E+1 <1 69E+1
CS1 34 1,50E+6 8,03E+5 1,05E+6 1,12E+6 1,62E+6 1,72E+6 2,14E+6 2,18E+6 1,83E+6 6,06E+5
CS137 1,92E+6 1,16E+6 1,95E+6 2,08E+6 2,85E+6 3,07E+6 4,01 E+6 4,06E+6 3,67E+6 3,64E+6
EU154 1,11E+2 1,70E+2 <4,24E-1 <4,24E-1 <1,15E+1 <7,04E+0 <1.27E+0
EU 55 5,55E+1 1,15E+2 <4,24E-1 <4,24E-1 <1,15E+1 <3,37E+0 <1,29E+0
SB125 6,51 E+2 1,63E+2 <4,24E-1 <4,24E-1 <1,15E+1 <1,26E+1 <7,38E'+0
SR90 4,70E+4 1,11 E+4 2.12E+2 1,16E+3 1,70E+3 5,60E+3 4,97E+3
CE144 2,59E+3 7,03E+2 <4.24E-1 <4,24E-1 <1,15E+1 <8,43E+o <5,29E+O
TC99 <1 ,48E+0 <3,23E-1
AG11 OM 2,27E+2 <4.24E-1 <4,24E-1 <1,1SE+1 <3.37E+o
AM241 8,55E+1 3.03E+1 <4,24E-1 <4,24E-1 <4,03E+o <4,27E+o <1,12E+0
AM243 1,30E+o 1,48E+0 <1,14E+0 <1,15E+0
NP237 4,81 E-2 3,70E-2 <5,63E-3
NP239 2,59E-1 1,48E+0
CM244 7,62E+1 1,81 E+2 <2.29E-1 <2,29E-1 <2,29E-1 3,12E+0
CM242 2,85E+0 4,44E+0 <o,ooE+O 5,08E-2
PU238 1,82E+2 4,22E+1 <2,54E-3 2,22E-3 <2,54E-2 <2,22E-1 <2,64E-2 6,70E+0 <1,63E-1
PU239/40 8,99E+1 5,44E+0 <2,54E-3 2,22E-3 <2,54E-2 <1,482-1 <2,64E-2 4,50E-2
PU241 5,03E+3 1,27E+3
U (gmI) 1,20E+0 9,16E-2 6,88E-2 1,37E-2 6,76E-3

PHmeas+0,5 6,32 6,53 8,48 8 8,71 10,1 9,45
Eh(mV)* 586 532 323 328 338 -132 71
-Lmes ___ my A-* tim sic str ot _n _2_ ^ static testt . _ . a...le

-- Enmeas + ZU8s mV - time since start of ine static test 'failed

I



TABLE 18: Long-term effect of iron: Released fractions of radionuclide inventones(FAP) from spent fuel pellet

41

Sample: K4: 7,5 g (=6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 0C Atmosphere: Ar
Solution: Sm NaCI solution

Starting volume: 200 ml Final volume: 156 ml
static test (addition of 9,2 g Fe-powder)

Wash Wash
(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 50 days' 112 days' 207 days 438 days* 1619 days'

Nuclide '"k@ E>9 

RU106 5,86E-6 6,55E-6 <7,802-9 <7,37E-9 <1,88E-7 4,47E-7
CS134 1,17E-2 6,94E-3 1,06E-2 1,12E-2 1,53E-2 1,63E-2 1,91E-2 1 ,94E-2 1,76E-2 1,62E-2
CS137 9,49E-3 5,76E-3 9,79E-3 t ,05E-2 1,35E-2 1,46E-2 1 ,80E-2 1 82E-2 1 ,56E-2 1.55E-2
EU154 8,79E-6 1,38E-5 <3,56E-8 d3,36E-8 c858E-7 cS,1OE-7 <1,11 E-7
EU1 55 8,53E-6 1,84E-5 <7,23E-8 <6,83E-8 c1.74E-6 cs,09E-7 <2,86E-7
SB1 25 1 ,33E-4 3,60E-5 <1,051-7 c9.88E-8 c2.52E-6 <2,88E-6 d,54E-6
SR90 3,40E-4 8,1OE-5 1,56E-6 8,06E-6 1,11E-5 3,48E-5 3,12E-5
CE144 3,22E-5 1,15E-5 <1,02E-8 868E-9 <2,47E-7 c2,47E-7 <2,56E-6
TC99 <6,51E-5 c1,11E-5
AGIOM 2,82E-3 <t,12E-5 <1,06E-5 <2,71E-4 <1,14E-4
AM241 4,56E-5 1,52E-5 <1 94E-7 c1 ,84E-7 <1 ,65E-6 c1,52E-6 <2,48E-7
AM243 1,55E-5 1,77E-5 <1,29E-5 <1,22E-5 O,OOE+O
NP237 7,98E-5 6,14E-5 c7,29E-6
NP239 3,09E-6 1 ,77E-5
CM244 5,17E-6 1,25E-5 <1,60E-8 <1,51E-8 c1 ,43E-8 1,85E-7
CM242 2,98E-6 7,51 E-6 2,72E-7
PU238 1,65E-5 3,84E-6 <2,3E-10 <2.0E-10 <2,19E-9 <1,92E-8 <2,14E-9 5,13E-7 c1,19E-8
PU239/40 5,22E-5 3,16E-6 <1,47E-9 <1,29-9 c1,39E-8 cl,22E-7 c1,36E-8 2,04E-8
PU241 1,91 E-5 4,90E-6
U 3,87E-5 2,79E-6 1 ,97E-6 3,68E-7 1,70E-7
Kr85 c1,19E-2 <4,52E-2
pHmeas+0,5 6,32 6,53 8,48 8 8,71 10,1 9,45
Eh(mV)* 586 532 323 328 338 -132 71
**Ehmeas + 208 mV ' time since start of the static test -tailed



TABLE 19: Long-term effect of iron: Concentrations of radionuclides in leachates from spent fuel pellet (mol/L)

it

Sample: K4: 7,5 g (6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 'IC Atmosphere: Ar

Solution: 5m NaCI solution
Starting volume: 200 ml Final volume: 156 ml

static test (addition of 9,2 g Fe-powder)
Wash Wash

(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 50 days 112 days' 207 days' 438 days' 1619 days'

Nuclide 74jip ,, *vl; ji 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm

RU106 6,63E-9 7,41E-9 <8,8E-12 <8,8E-12 <2,4E-10 <4,7E-10

CS134 1,12E-5 6,67E-6 1,01E-5 1,08E-5 1,56E-5 1 ,66E-5 2,07E-5 2,10E-5 2,03E-5 1 ,99E-5

CS137 9,12E-6 5,54E-6 9,40E-6 1,01E-5 1.38E-5 1,48E-5 1,94E-5 1,96E-5 1,79E-5 1,91E-5

EU154 3,962-10 6,22E-10 <1,6E-12 :1,6E-12 <4,3E-11 <2,8E-11 <6,4E-12

EU155 3,84E-10 8,28E-10 c3.3E-12 <3,3E-12 <8,8E-11 <2,7E-11 <1,6E-11

SB125 7,87E-10 2,13E-10 <6.2E-13 <6,2E-13 <1,7E-11 <2,0E-11 <2,7E-11

SR90 1,51 E-7 3,60E-8 <6,9E-10 3,79E-9 5,56E-9 1 ,85E-8 1 ,78E-8

CE144 2,68E-8 9,57E-9 <8.5E-12 <8,52-12 <2,3E-10 <2,5E-10 <2,72E-9

TC99 <2,48E-8 <5,42E-9

AG11 OM 9,65E-8 c3,8E-10 c8,8E-10 <1.04E-8 <4,68E-9

AM241 3.08E-9 1,02E-9 <1 ,3E-11 <1.3E-11 <1,2E-10 <1,2E-10 <2,1E11

AM243 1,04E-9 1,19E-9 <9,2E-10 <9,3E-1O

NP237 8,03E-9 6,18E-9 <9,4E-10

NP239 3,11E-10 1,78E-9
CM244 7,53E-11 1,81E-10 <2,3E-13 <2,3E-13 <oOOE+o <2,3E-13 <3,2E-12

CM242 4,34E-1 1 1,09E-10 <4,7E-12

PU238 2,59E-8 6,02E-9 c3,6E-13 ,2E-13 <3,6E-12 <3,2E-11 <3,82-12 <9,6E-10 <2,4E11

PU239/40 8,18E-8 4,95E-9 <2,3E-12 <2,0E-12 <2,3E-11 <2,0E-10 <2,4E-11 <4,1E-11

PU241 2,99E-8 7,68E-9
U 5,042-6 3,85E-7 2,89E-7 5,76E-8 2,84E-8

pHmeas+0,5 6,32 6,53 8,48 8 8,71 10,1 9,45
Eh(mV)* 586 532 323 328 338 -132 71

..l ea _. 08. my tim si c str .f th stti tes . _ .
-EIhMea + 208 V I time since start of the static test 'failed



TABLE 20: Long-term effect of iron: Incremental release rates of radionuclides from spent fuel pellet (FIAP/d)

Sample: K4 7,5 g (=6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar
Solution: Sm NaCI solution

Starting volume: 200 ml Final volume: 156 ml
static test (addition of 9,2 g Fe-powder)

Wash Wash
(200 ml-NaCt 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 50 days' 112 days' 207 days' 438 days' 1619 days'

Nuclide 0%p,?] 13

RU106 1,89E-7 1,56E-7 c1,6E-10 c1,9OE-9 c7,4E-10
CS1 34 3,77E-4 1,65E-4 2,11 E-4 8,59E-5 4,96E-5
CS137 3,06E-4 1,37E-4 1 .96E-4 6,93E-5 5.48E-5 2,21 E-7
EU1 54 2,84E-7 3.29E-7 d7,1E-10 c8,69E-9
EU1 55 2,75E-7 4,38E-7 <t,45E-9 el,76E-8
SB125 4,30E-6 8,57E-7 c2,09E-9 c2,55E-8 c2,25E-9 <6,OE-10
SR90 1,1oE-5 1,93E-6 3,12E-8 1,06E-7 3,74E-8 t,06E-7
CE1 44 1,04E-6 2,74E-7 .c2,OE-10 c2,50E-9 c6,7E-1 1 <1,96E-9
TC99 c2,10E-6 <9,38E-9
AG1 1OM 9,IOE-5 c2,25E-7 c2,75E-6
AM241 1,47E-6 3,61 E-7 c3,89E-9 c1,55E-8
AM243 4,99E-7 4,21E-7 c2,08E-7 d3,4E-10
NP237 2,58E-6 1,46E-6 c6,17E-9
NP239 9,97E-8 4,21 E-7
CM244 1,67E-7 2,96E-7 c3,2E-10 <4.0E-13 c7,4E-10
CM242 9,61 E-8 1,79E-7 1,1 E-9
PU238 5,33E-7 9,14E-8 <4,6E-12 <3,2E-1 1 <8.2E-13 2,21 E-s
PU239/40 1,68E-6 7,51E-8 c2,9E-1t <2,OE-10 c5,2E-12 1,7E-1 1
PU241 6,15E-7 1j17E-7
U 1,25E-6 4,50E-8
Kr85 1,99E-4 4,17E-5
pHmeas+0,5 6,32 6,53 8,48 8 8,71 10,1 9,45
Eh(mV)* 586 532 323 328 338 -132 71
'*Ehmeas + 208 V - time since stan of the static test lallesu



TABLE 21: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel pellet corrosion tests (Bq/ml)
Sample: K9: 7,4 g (6,8 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar

Solution: Sm NaCI solution
Starting volume: 200 ml
Final volume: 155 ml

static test

Wash Wash
(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 63 days 11 days- 207 days' 441 days' 1624 days

Nuclide 0,45 pm -filtered 0.45 pm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm

RU106 5,51 E+2 6,18E+2 1,18E+2 9,02E+1 2,41EE+1 1,50E+2 1,9OE+2 4,58E+1
CS1 34 1,67E+8 1,36E+5 2,96E+5 2,93E+5 3,38E+5 3,74E+5 4,06E+5 7,33E+5 9,36E+5 9,36E+5
CS137 2,12E+6 1,86E+5 5,19E+5 5,18E+5 5,69E+5 6,33E+5 7,352+5 1,38E+6 5,58E+6 5,58E+6
EU154 1,08E+2 1,81 E+2 1,52E+2 9.88E+1 3,81E+1 8,73E+0 1,31 E+1 <81SE-1 c2,OE+o <1.,85E+o

EU155 6,03E+1 1,15E+2 8,85E+1 5,58E+1 2,54E+1 5,93E+0 C,19E+O c2,34E+o <2,22E+o

SB125 5,14E+2 1,04E+2 1,14E+2 8,59E+1 4,23E+1 4,81E+1 1,74E+2 1,552+2 2,20E+2 3,14E+2 3,33E+2
SR90 3,33E+4 2,48E+3 5,82E+3 1,06E+4 1,81 E+4 3,67E+4 1,22E+5 1,23E+5
CE144 2,09E+3 9,99E+2 3,37E+1 2,49E+1 4,23E-1 <1,95Ee0 c2,03E+o <4,OOE+o <7,55E+O
TC99 <1,48E+D 3,84E+1 3,32E+1
AG110M 5,74E+1 6,18E+1 1,39E+2 1,12E+2 3,78E+2 3,71E+2 2,58E+2
AM241 8.51E+1 2,22E+1 2,63E+1 1,12E+1 8,46E+0 8,05E+0 4,42E+O <1,46E+O <2,24E+o <2,17E+O
AM243 d,70E-1 <1,48E+O <1,14E+0 2,62E+0 5,72E+0
NP237 <3,70E-2 <3,70E-2 <4,21E-3 <4,23E-3 <7,34E4 <7,40E-4
NP239 4,70E1 cl,48E+o 4,21E-1
CM244 1,14E+2 2,68E+2 9,90E+1 2,62E+1 1,26E+1 3,57E-1
CM242 4,55E+O 6,83E+0 8,01E-1
PU238 1,39E+2 5,55E+1 2,74E+1 3,222+1 1,13E+2 1,20E+2 3,59E+1 1,13E+1 2,17E-1 6.87E-1
PU239/40 4,44E+1 6,66E+0 5,06E+0 4,73E+0 1,61 E+1 2,01E+1 5,04E+0 1,31E+O 5,63E-1 2,95E-1
PU241 3,58E+3 1,30E+3 6,39E+2 2,60E+3 1,13E+2 5,80E+1 6,362+1
U (g/mI) 1,20E+O 5,72E-1 5,89E-1 8,01E-1 8,40E-1 3,57E-1 4,38E-2
pHmeas+0,5 6,25 6,33 8,1 7,98 7,55 9,73 10,27
Eh(mV)** 571 503 322 350 344 -7 479
_*hma + 20 m_ sc star of the stati test.... .

^*Ehmeas + 208 mV ' time since Start of the Static test



TABLE 22: Released fractions (FAP)of radionuclide inventories in leachates from spent fuel pellet
Sample: K9: 7,4 g (o6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar

Solution: 5m NaCI solution
Starting volume: 200 ml
Final volume: 155 ml

.__________ _ _ _ _ _static test
Wash Wash

(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 53 days' 116 days 207 days' 441 days' 1624 days*

Nuclide 0,45 pm -filtered 0.45 pm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm
RU106 6,15E-6 7,15E-6 2,20E-6 1,68E-6 4,25E-7 2,87E-6 1,62E-5 9,52E-7
CS134 1,32E-2 1,19E-3 3,01E-3 2,98E-3 3,25E-3 3,59E-3 3,94E-3 1,83E-2 7,16E-3 2,52E-2 2,52E-2
CS137 1,06E-2 9,39E-4 2,65E-3 2,64E-3 2,74E-3 3,05E-3 3,35E-3 1,49E-2 5,93E-3 2,40E-2 2,40E-2
EU154 8,67E-6 1,49E-5 1,29E-5 8,41E-6 3,06E-6 7,03E-7 1,O1E-6 <2.46E-5 <1,76E-7 <1,63E-7
EU155 9,39E-6 1,86E-5 1,53E-5 9,65E-6 4,142-6 9,39E-7 <2,90E-5 <5,22E-7 <4,95E-7
SB125 1,07E-4 2,32E-5 2,84E-5 2,15E-5 9,99E-6 1,14E-5 4,08E-5 1,71E-4 5,10E-5 1,52E-4 1,61E-4
SR90 2,44E-4 1,83E-5 4,35E-5 7,47E-5 1,21 E-4 3,84E-4 2,31E-4 7,72E-4 7,79E-4
CE144 2,64E-S 1,66E-5 8,26E-7 6,11E-7 9,79E-9 <5,10E-8 <4,30E-5 <1,95E-6 <3,68E-6
TC99 <6,59E-5 1,33E-3 1,15E-3
AG11 OM 7,23E-4 8,94E-4 3,74E-3 3,00E-3 1,07E-5 1,11E-2 1,27E-2 8,85E-3
AM241 4,60E-5 1,12E-5 1,18E-5 5,19E-6 3,71E-6 3,21 E-6 6,05E-5 <5,26E-7 <4,99E-7 <4,83E-7
AM243 <4,48E-6 <1t,79E-5 <1,38E-5 3,00E-5 6,16E-5 8,40E-5
NP237 <6,22E-5 <6,22E-5 <7.09E-6 <6,72E-6 <9,57E-7 <9,65E-7
NP239 <4,48E-6 <1,79E-5 5,10E-6
CM244 7,83E-6 1,86E-5 7,01E-6 1,75E-6 7,99E-7 2,73E-5 2,14E8
CM242 4,83E6 1,17E-5 2,71E-6
PU238 1,28E-5 5,12E-6 2,53E-6 2,98E-6 9,91E-6 1,052-5 2,97E-6 2,08E-5 8,76E-7 1,60E-8 5,07E-8
PU239/40 2,61E-5 3,92E-6 2,97E-6 2,78E-6 8,93E-6 1,12E-5 2,64E-6 3,27E-5 6,43E-7 2,57E-7 1,34E-7
PU241 1,38E-5 5,08E-6 2,55E-6 3,83E-7 2,13E-7 2,34E-7
U 3,92E-5 1,76E-5 1,82E-5 2,33E-5 6,25E-5 2,29E-5 9,03E-6 1,11E-6
Kr85 2,04E-3 1,57E-1
pHmeas+0,5 6,25 6,33 8,1 7,98 7,55 9,73 10,27
Eh(mV)** 571 503 322 350 344 -7 479
*"Ehmeas + 208 mV ' time since start ot the static test



TABLE 23: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel pellet (mol/L)
Sample: K9: 7,4 g (=6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar

Solution: 5m NaCI solution
Starting volume: 200 ml
Final volume: 155 ml

static test
Wash Wash

(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 53 days 116 days* 207 days 441 days' 1624 days-

Nuclide 0,45 m -ltered 0.45 pm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm

RU106 6,86E-9 7,98E-9 2,46E-9 1,88E-9 5,02E-10 0,00E+0 3,60E-9 4,55E-9 1,27E-9
CS134 1,25E-5 1,13E-6 2,85E-6 2,83E-6 3,26E-6 3,60E6 4,19E-6 O,OOE+0 8,13E-6 3,08E-5 3,08E-5
CS137 1,01 E-5 8,90E-7 2,51E-6 2,50E-6 2,75E-6 3,06E-6 3.57E-6 O,OOE+I 8,73E-6 2,93E-5 2,93E-5
EU154 3,85E-10 6,62E-10 5,74E-10 3,74E-10 1,44E-10 3,30E-11 5,05E-11 <2,38E-12 <1,01 E-11 <9,33E-12
EU155 4,17E-10 8,28E-10 6,79E-10 4,29E-10 1,95E-10 4,68E-11 d9,42E-12 <2,99E-11 2,UE-11
SB125 6,22E-10 1,35E-10 1,66E-10 1,25E-10 6,17E-11 7,01E-11 2,67E-10 2,37E-10 3,56E-10 1,14E-9 1,21 E-9
SR90 1,072-7 8,03E-9 1,90E-8 0,00E+0 3,46E-8 5,95E-8 0,002+0 1,21E-7 4,37E-7 4,40E-7
CE144 2,16E-8 1,36E-8 6,77E-10 5,00E-10 8,49E-12 <4,70E-11 <4,90E-11 <2,06E-9 <3,89E-9
TC99 <2,48E-8 6,44E-7 5,57E-7

AGI1OM 2,44E-8 3,02E-8 1,26E-7 1,01E-7 3,84E-10 4,22E-7 4,15E-7 3,58E-7
AM241 3,07E-9 7,49E-10 7,84E-10 3,46E-10 2,62E-10 2,40E-10 1,32E-10 <4,20E-11 <4,29E-11 <4,16E-11
AM243 -d,98E-10 <1,19E-9 d9,18E-10 2,12E-9 4,62E-9
NP237 <6,18E-9 <6,18E-9 <7,04E-10 .c7,06E-10 <1,23E-10 c1,24E-10
NP239 <4,44E-10 cl,78E-9 5,06E-10 O,OOE+O
CM244 1,13E-10 2,68E-10 1,01E-10 2,67E-11 1,29E-11 3,69E-13
CM242 6,93E-11 1,68E-10 3,90E-1 1 O,OOE+O O,OOE+O
PU238 1,97E-8 7,92E-9 3,92E-9 4,61 E-9 1,62E-8 1,72E-8 5,15E-9 1,62E-9 3,20E-11 1,01E-10
PU239/40 4,04E-8 6,06E-9 4,60E-9 4,30E-9 1,46E-8 1,83E-8 4,58E-9 1,19E-9 5,12E-10 2,68E-10
PU241 2,13E-8 7,86E-9 3,94E-9 1,60E-8 7,1OE-10 4,26E-10 4,67E-10
U 5,04E-8 2,40E-6 2,47E-6 3,37E-6 3,53E-6 1,50E-6 1,84E-7
pHmeas+0,5 6,25 6,33 8,1 7,98 7,55 9,73 10,27
Eh(mV) 571 503 322 350 344 -7 479

^^Ehmeas + 208 mV * time snce start of the static test



TABLE24 :Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuelpellet corrosion tests (FAPid)
Sample: K9: 7,4 9 (=6,6 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar

Solution: 5m NaCI solution
Starting volume: 200 ml
Final volume: 155 ml

static test
Wash Wash

(200 ml-NaCI 5m) (200 ml NaCI 5m) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
31 days 42 days 53 days' 116 days' 207 days 441 days' 1624 days'

Nuclide 0,45 prm -filtered 0.45 pm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm 0.45 pm 1.8 nm
RU106 1,98E-7 1,70E-7 4,15E-8 2,71E-8
CS134 4,25E-4 2,83E-5 5,68E-5 6,41E-6 9,65E-6 1,48E-5 1 ,53E-5
CS1 37 3,43E-4 2,24E-5 4,99E-5 3,82E-6 8,43E-6 1,19E-5 1,53E-5
EU154 2,80E-7 3,55E-7 2,44E-7 <1 ,49E-10
EU1 55 3,03E-7 4,44E-7 2,89E-7 <4,41E-10
SB1 25 3,44E-6 5,53E-7 5,37E-7 3,44E-7 5,46E-8 8,60E-8
SR90 7,88E-6 4,36E-7 8,20E-7 5,33E-7 5,56E-7 5,04E-7 4,61 E-7
CE144 8,50E-7 3,95E-7 1,56E-8 <4,59E-10 <1,65E-9
TC99 <2,13E-6 1,12E-6
AG11OM 2,33E-5 2,13E-5 7,0sE-5 1,22E-4
AM241 1,49E-6 2,68E-7 2,22E-7
AM243 <1,44E-7 <4,26E-7 <2,60E-7 2,69E-7 3,67E-7
NP237 c2,OE-6 <1,48E-6 c1,34E-7 <3,73E-10 <8,09E-10
NP239 c1 ,44E-7 <4,26E-7 9,62E-8
CM244 2,53E-7 4,43E-7 1,32E-7
CM242 1,56E-7 2,79E-7 5,12E-8
PU238 4,12E-7 1,22E-7 4,78E-8 1,19E-7
PU239/40 8,42E-7 9,32E-8 5,61 E-8 9,71 E-8
PU241 4,44E-7 1,21 E-7 1,64E-9
U 1,26E-6 2,80E-7 7,32E-8 4,51 E-9
Kr85 1,12E-5 1,45E-4
pHmeas+0,5 6,25 6,33 8,1 * 7,98 7,55 9,73 10,27
Eh(mV)** 571 503 322 350 344 -7 479
^^Ehmeas + 208 mV ^ time since start of the static test



TABLE 25: Activity of leach solutions from spent fuel powder in the presence of iron powder (Bq/ml)
Sample: P 3: 2,6 g (=2,3 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Art 0,03%C02

Solution:Granite water (EGW) iSolution:Granite-bentonite water
1(GBW)

Starting volume: 200 ml iStarting volume: 208 ml
Final volume: 173 ml IFinal volume: 193 ml

no Fe-addition static test (addition of 2,6 g Fe-powder)
Iltrason. cleaning Wash (EGW) .

18,9 g (16,7 g HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 1 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr In 200 ml DIW 54 days 50 days 196 days' 545 days' 1 617 days. 750 days*

Nuclide _ _ _ _ _ _

RU106 6,92E+3 6,29E+: 3,14E+3 4,09E+3 2,59E+3 2,53E+3 9,07E+1 9,37E+1 1,89E+1 1,39E+1| 4,57E+1 4,46E+1 6,05E+O
CS134 4,03E+6 5,11E+6 2,11E+5 2, 1 E+5 2,28E+4 2,28E+4 3.26E+4 3,26E+4 2,64E+4 2,64E+40 6,19E+3 6,19E+3 6,51E+3
CS137 6,03E+6 7,66E+6 9,91 E+5 9,91E+5 1,07E+5 1,07E+5 1,75E+5 1,752+5 1 ,86E+5 1,86E+51 4,54E+4 4,54E+4 5,33E+4
EU154 2,75E+2 2,85E+2 3,44E+1 2,75E+ 4,46E+1 4,802-t c3.73E-1 <3.80E-1 <7,96E-1 <8,53E-1| <1,12E+o <1.68E+0 <6,74E-1
EU155 1.502+2 1,35E+2 1,372+1 <1c,30E+O 1,53E+1 <6,30E-1 d,03E-1 <6,77E-1 <.08E+o <1,08E+01 <2,25E+o <2,77E+0 <1,94E+o
SB125 9,25E+2 8,14E+2 6,65E+2 6,79E+2 2,79E+2 1,29E+2 <1,10.E+ <1,15E+| <2,16E+O <2,10E+01 <2,36E+0 <2,89E+0 <1,85E+O
SR90 8,88E+4 1.33E+5 2,73E+4 2,16E+4 1,15E+4 6,29E+3 1,90E+4 1,66E+4 3,22E+4 2,53E+41 1,05E+5 1,15E+5 1,60E+5
CE144 1,11E+3 9.99E+2 1,25E+1 <6,17E+O 1,36E+1 c2,31E+O <2,21E+O <2,14E+o <3.10E+0 <3,07E+00 <7,41E+0 <8,18E+0 <5,34E+o
TC99 <1,48E+0 6,30E+0 5,17E-1 <7,23E-2 <7,23E-2 1,01E+0 2,53E-li 3,06E-1 3,06E-1 3,02E-1
AM241 3,26E+1 2,59E+1 1,102+1 <1.13E+1 1,33E+1 <1,67E-2 2,00E-1 6,67E-2 <1,25E+o <1,25E+ol <3,37E+o <3,01E+0 <2,04E+o
AM243 <3,70E-1 <3,70E-1 1,85E+O I
NP237 <1,31E-3 <1,31E- 6,07E3 <8,67E-4 <8,67E-4 <8,672-4 <1,48E-3 <1,48-31 O,OOE+O 0.002+0 4,38E-4
NP239 <3.70E-1 c3,70E-I
CM244 2,07E+2 2,22E+2 5,65E+1 3,33E-2 2,33E-1 1,23E-2
CM242 5,92E+0 5,55E+0 6,67E-2 <4,26E-3 2,27E-2 <4,27E-3 I
PU238 1,33E+2 1,25E+2 2,36E+1 2,30E-1 2,47E+1 <3,33E-2 3,OOE-1 <3.33E-2 <3,30E-1 c3,30E-11 9,1OE-2 4,51E-1 5,16E-2
PU239/40 2.11E+1 2,00E+1 3.81 E+0 3,70E-2 4,93E+0 <3,33E-2 5,67E-2 <3,33E-2 4,55E-2 6,822-21 2,99E-1 2.17E-1 1,53E-2
PU241 3,89E+3 3,74E+3 5,56E+2 6,98E+ 6,80E+2 <3,33E-2 <3,33E-2 <3,33E-2 <2,40E-3 <2,40E-3| O,OOE+O 3,39E+0 5,65E+1
U (pg/mi) 1,50E+1 3,00E-1 1,48E-1 2,202-1 1,13E-2 4,80E-3 <4,00E-5 1,76E-2 1,02E-31 1,46E-2 1,03E-2 7.80E-3

pHmeas pH 7,8 pH 8,8 pH 10 pH 9,95 pH 9,51 pH 9,1
Eh(mV)^* 169 mV 408 mV 287 mV -540 mV 101 mV -440 mV

* * L _ . ^ ^ ^ _ ., * . _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ ..................... . .. . ....... ... ... ..~I ____________________________________________________________
--Enmeas + 208 mv - time since start or ine static test ^^failed
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TABLE 26: Release fractions(FIAP) of radionuclide inventories in leach solutions from spent fuel powder
Sample: P 3: 2,6 g (=2,3 g HM) Temperature: 25 0C Atmosphere: Ad 0,03%C02

Solution:Granite water (EGW) i:Granite-bentonite water (GBW)
Starting volume: 200 ml 'Starting volume: 208 ml
Final volume: 173 ml IFinal volume: 193 ml

no Fe-addition static test (addition of 2,6 g Fe-powder)

Ultrason. cleaning Wash (EGW)
18,9 9 (16,7 g HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 1 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr in 200 ml DIW 54 days 50 days* 196 days' 545 days' | 617 days* 750 days'

Nuclide , _ _I i F
RU106 3,03E-5 3,41E-5 1,09E-3 1,43E-3 1,21E-3 1,18E-3 3,95E-5 4,08E-5 1,34E-5 9,83E-6t 4,30E-5 4,19E-5 7,05E-6
CS134 1 ,25E-2 1 ,76E-2 9,21E-3 9,21 E-3 1.65E-3 1,65E-3 2,54E-3 2,54E-3 2,50E-3 2,50E-31 7,41 E-4 7,41 E-4 8,35E-4
CS137 1,19E-2 1,52E-2 1,46E-2 1,46E-2 1,64E-3 1,64E-3 2,53E-3 2,53E-3 2,53E-3 2,53E-31 7,45E-4 7,45E-4 8,22E-4
EU154 8,65E-6 9,20E- 1,03E-5 8,20E-7 1,37E.5 <1,79E-7 <1,07E-7 <1,09E-7 c2,26E-7 <2,43E-71 <3,87E-7 <5,80E-7 <2,24E-7
EU155 9,16E-6 8,61E-6 9,80E-6 <9,30E-7 1,16E-5 <4,78E.7 <4,99E-7 <4,80E-7 <7,95E-7 <7,95E-71 <2,03E-6 <2,50E-6 <1,73E-6
SB125 7.53E-5 7,16E-5 9,33E-4 9,52E-4 4,35E-4 2,01E-4 <1,60E-6 <1,68E-6 <3,58E-6 <3.48E-61 <4.87E-6 <5,96E-6 <3,94E-6
SR90 2,56E-4 3,87E-4 6,15E-4 4,87E-4 2,62E-4 1,43E-4 4,04E-4 3,53E-4 6,47E-4 5,08E-41 2,54E-3 2,78E-3 3,64E-3
CE144 5,50E-6 6,51E-6 9,94E-6 <4,91E-6 1,57E.5 <2,67E-6 <2.39E-6 <2,32E-6 <6,42E-6 <6,36E-61 <2,10E-5 <2.32E-5 <2,04E-5
TC99 <2,59E-5 7,91E-4 6,49E-5 <8,49E-6 <8.49E-6 1,10E-4 2,75E-51 3,99E-5 3,99E-5 3,67E-5
AM241 6,92E-6 5,15E-6 9,76E-6 <tOOE-6 1,13E-5 <1,42E-8 1,59E-7 5,29E-8 <8,48E-7 <8,48E-71 <2,71E-6 <2,42E-6 <1,47E-6
AM243 <1,76E-6 <1,76E- 6,31E-5 I O,OOE+O
NP23.7 <6,21E-6 <6,21E2 2,88E-5 <4,11E-6 <3,84E-6 <3,84E-6 <6,07E-6 <6,07E-61 2,01E-6

NP239 <1,76E-6 <1,76E-6
CM244 5.60E-6 6,07E-6 1,27E-5 7,50E-9 4,91E-8 2,59E-9
CM242 2,46E-6 3,74E-6 8,82E-5 <5,63E-6 2,81E-5 <5,28E-6
PU238 4,81E-6 4,54E-6 6,29E-6 6,13E-8 6,61E-6 <8,91E-9 7,50E-8 <8,33E-9 <7,68E-8 <7,68E-81 2,55E-8 1,26E-7 1,35E-8
PU239/40 4,87E-6 4,612-6 6,32E-6 6,13E-8 8,17E-6 <5,52E-8 8,79E-8 <5,16E-8 6,52E-8 9,78E-81 5,15E-7 3,74E-7 2,45E-8
PU241 5,86E-6 5,72E-6 7,12E-6 8,94E-8 8,89E-6 <4,4E-10 <4,1E-10 <4,tE-10 <2,8E-11 <2,8E-111 4,82E-8 7,64E-7
U 1,92E-4 2,76E-5 1,36E-5 2,02E-5 1,04E-6 4,13E-7 <3,44E-9 1,40E-6 8,12E-81 1,40E-6 9,84E-7 6,94E-7
Kr85 1,38E-3 1,42E-3
pHmeas pH 7,8 pH 8,8 pH 10 pH 9,95 I pH 9,51 pH 9,1
Eh(mV)*' __._. 169 mV 408 mV 287 mV -540 mV I 101 mV -440 mV

^^Ehmeas 208 mV ' time since start of the static test -failed



TABLE 27: Concentrations of radionuclides in leach solutions from spent fuel powder(mol/L)

Sample: P 3: 2,6 g (=2,3 9 HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar/ 0,03%C02

Solution:Granite water (EGW) iGranite-bentonite water (GBW)
Starting volume: 200 ml IStarting volume: 208 ml
Final volume: 173 ml Final volume: 193 ml

no Fe-addition static test (addition of 2,6 g Fe-powder)
Ultrason. cleaning Wash (EGW)
18,9 g (16,7 9 HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling | 4. Sampling 5. Sampling

|pwdr In 200 ml DW 54 days 50 days- 196 days' 545 days' 617 days. 750 days'

Nuclide f _i
RU106 1,3E-08 1,5E-08 4,33E-7 5,64E- 4,77E-7 4,66E-7 1,67E-8 1,73E 8 6,12E-9 4,50E-9 1,64E-8 1,60E-8
CS134 4,6E-06 6,5E-0 3,10E-6 3.10E- 5,54E-7 5,54E-7 9,13E-7 9,13E-7 9,74E-7 9,74E-71 2,40E-7 2,40E-7 2,90E-7
CS137 4.4E-06 5,6E-06 4,93E-6 4,93E- 5,51E-7 5,51E-7 9,09E-7 9,09E-7 9,85E-7 9,85E-71 2,41E-7 2,41E-7 2,86E-7
EU154 1,5E-10 1,6E-1 1,6E-1o 1,3E-11 2,2E-10 2,82-12 1,8E-12 1,8E-12 4,1E-12 4,4E-121 5,9E-12 8,8E-12 <1,04E-8
EU155 1,6E-10 1,5E-1 1,5E-10 1.5E-11 1,8E-10 7,5E-12 8,4E-12 8,1E-12 1,4E-11 1,4E-11 3,1E-11 3,8E-11 <868E-9

SB125 1,7E-10 1,6E-1 1,9E-9 2,0E- 9,OE-10 4,2E-10 3,52-12 3,7E-12 8,6E-12 8,32-121 9,7E-12 1,2E-11 c1,37E-9
SR90 4,42-08 6,6E-08 9,56E-8 7,56E- 4,07E-8 2,22E-8 6,72E-8 5,87E-8 1.16E-7 9,13E-8 | 3,80E-7 4,16E-7 3,88E-6
CE144 1,8E-09 2,1E-09 2,89E-9 <1,43E- 4,58E-9 <7,82-10 <7,4E-10 <7,2E-10 <2,16E-9 <2.14E-91 <5,89E-9 <6,50E-9 <7,05E-8
TC99 <3,80E-9 1,06E-7 8,67E-9 <1,21E-9 c1,21E-9 1,69E-8 4,24E-91 5,13E-9 5,13E-9 1.01E-6
AM241 1,8E-10 1,3E-1 2,3E-10 2,4E-11 2,7E-10 3,4E-13 4,0E-12 1,3E-12 2,3E-11 2,3E-11| 6,2E-11 5,5E-11 <2,81E-9
AM243 <4,62-11 <4.6E-t1 O,.OOE+O 0,002+ 1,49E-9
NP237 <2,2E-10 <2,2E-10 <1,OE-9 <1,4E-10 <1,4E-10 <1,4E-10 <2,5E-10 <2.5E-10i 3,71E-7
NP239 <8,8E-11 <8,8E-11
CM244 3,1E-11 3,4E-1I 6,5E-11 3,8E-14 2,7E-13 1,4E-14
CM242 1,4E-11 2,1E-11 4,5E-10 2,9E-11 1,5E-10 2,9E-11 
PU238 2,9E-09 2,7E-09 3,45E-9 3,42-11 3,6E-9 4,9E-12 4,4E-11 4,92-12 4,9E-11 4,9E-1I 1,3E-11 6,7E-11 4,11 E-8
PU239/40 2,9E-09 2,8E-09 3,47E-9 3,4E-11 4,5E-9 3,0E-11 5,2E-11 3,OE-11 4,1E-11 6,2E-111 2,7E-10 2,0E-10 4,37E-8
PU241 3,5E-09 3,5E-09 3,91E-9 4,9E-11 4,9E-9 2,4E-13 2,4E-13 2,4E-13 1,8E-14 1,82-141 O,OE+O 2,5E-11 4,12E-8
U 9,7E-06 1,26E-6 6,2E- 9,2E-7 4,7E-8 2,0E-8 1,7E-10 7,4E-8 4,3E-91 6,1E-8 4,3E-8 1,34E-7

pHmeas pH 7,8 pH 8,8 pH 10 pH 9,95 | pH 9,51 pH 9,1
Eh(mV)* _ 169 mV 408 mV 287 mV -540 mV 101 mV -440 mV
"*Ehmeas + 208 mV * time since start of the static test "~failed
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TABLE 28: Incremental rates of radionuclides release from spent fuel powder (FIAPId)
Sample: P 3: 2,6 g (=2,3 g HM) Temperature: 25 C Atmosphere: Ar/ 0,03%C02

Solution:Granite water (EGW) iGranite-bentonite water (GBW)
Starting volume: 200 ml 'Starting volume: 208 ml
Final volume: 173 ml fFinal volume: 193 ml

no Fe-addition static test (addition of 2,6 g Fe-powder)
Ultrason. cleaning Wash (EGW) .
18,9 g (16,7 g HM) 1. Sampling 2. Sampling 3. Sampling 1 4. Sampling 5. Sampling
pwdr in 200 ml DM/ 54 days 50 days' 196 days* 545 days I 617 days 750 days

Nuclide SAROtM@ AM _ amw= 0
RU106 2,03E-5 2,41 E-5 5,73E-7
CS134 1.70E-4 3,29E-5 6,67E-6 3,43E-7 9,88E-6 1,08E-6
CS137 2,71 E-4 3,27E-5 6,67E-6 4,51 E-7 9,93E-6 9,59E-7
EU154 1,90E-7 2,75E-7 c5,16E-9
EU155 1,82E-7 2,32E-7 <2.71E-8
SB125 1,73E-5 8,70E-6 <5, 8E-9 96,4sE-8
SR90 1,14E-5 5,23E-6 1.07E-6 7,70E-7 I 3,39E-5 9,52E-6
CE144 1,84E-7 3,15E-7 <1,21E-8 <2,80E-7 <6,32E-9
TC99 1.58E-5 2,94E-7 5,32E-7
AM241 1,81E-7 2,26E-7 I <3,61 E-8
AM243 1,26E-6
NP237 <1,15E-7 5,76E-7 <7,10E-9 1,50E-8
NP239
CM244 2,55E-7
CM242 1,76E-6
PU238 1,17E-7 1,32E-7 3,4E-10
PU239/40 1,17E-7 1,63E-7 I 6,87E-9
PU241 1,32E-7 1,782-7 5 5,70E-9
U 5,11 E-7 4,05E-7 2,93E-9 1,86E-8

1,73E-8 1,87E-5 1,06E-5
pHmeas pH 7,8 pH 8,8 pH 10 pH 9,95 I pH 9,51 pH 9,1
Eh(mV)** . 169 mV 408 mV 287 mV -540 mV I 101 mV -440 mV
"Ehmeas + 208 mV ' time since start of the static test *-failed



APPENDIX 3: Conditions and
procedures of
experiments conducted
by Enresa

253



Appendix 3 summarizes the experimental procedures corresponding to the work
packages:

11-1 Precipitation of spent U0 2 fuel and SIMFUEL

11-3 Coprecipitation U-Pu

SIMFUEL COPRECIPITATION TEST (WP-11.3):

Simfuel solution preparation

SIMFUEL solution was prepared by dissolving a SIMFUEL pellet in strong acid solution
under oxidising conditions. The obtained SIMFUEL solution was dried and later redissolved
in 6 N HCI. The chloride-SIMFUEL solution composition was analysed by ICP-MS; weight
ratio is shown in TABLE 1

TABLE 1: Weight ratio Metal/Uranium (WU) in acid SIMFUEL solutions

Element A/U Element JWU
Sr 2.03 E-03 Pd 2.54 E-03
Y 6.80 E-04 Ba 3.62 E-03
Zr 5.19 E-03 La 2.16 E-03
Mo 5.03 E-03 Ce 8.78 E-03
Ru 6.24 E-04 Nd 9.06 E-03
Rh 7.03 E-04 U 1.00

Solid phases were precipitated from SIMFUEL solutions in NaCI solution by the experimental
method described as follows. The coprecipitation experiments in granite-bentonite solution
did not include any modification.

An aliquot of Chloride-SIMFUEL solution was added to carbonate free 5 m NaCI solution.
The pH of this solution was adjusted to the selected pH value by addition of 0.1 N NaOH + 5
m NaCI carbonate free solution. Thereafter, the pH was maintained constant along the
experiments and it was continuously measured by Ross electrode. Due to the precipitation
reaction an acidification of the solution is produced. In order to maintain the pH constant
along the experiments, it was adjusted to the selected value once per day, using a Metrohm
titroprocessor Mod. 686, until no further NaOH addition was necessary to maintain the pH
value.

Corrections for liquid junction potential were accomplished by calibration with solutions of
known HCI activity with reference to the pH Pitzer's convention. Measured pH value was
corrected by using the following equation:

pH.= pHmem+ 0.25

254



TABLE 2: Overview of initial experimental conditions for the SIMFUEL
coprecipitation test in 5 m NaCI solution

Expermental code [Ups (molkg) pH,
PSIM-9 1.47 E-03 7.4
PSIM-10 1.32 E-03
PSIM-13 1.33 E-03
PSIM-14 1.25E-03 8.3
PSIM-15 9.37 E-04
PSIM-3 7.50 E-04
PSIM-6 8.39 E-04 9.3
PSIM-7 6.63 E-04
PSIM-8 1.10 E-03
PSIM-11 1.55 E-3 12
PSIM-12 1.55 E-3

All experiments were performed at 250C in sealed glass vessels. To avoid possible
carbonate contamination, the gas volume of the glass vessel, in contact with the
solution, was daily replaced with new N2 gas by bubbling N through the reactor
vessel during at least one hour.

Samples of aqueous suspension were taken before and after pH adjustment and
along the experiments. Aliquots were filtered through 0.22 1lm pore size membranes
and by ultrafiltration (nominal pore size 18 A) in order to study the possible effect of
colloids formation.

The initial experimental conditions for the SIMFUEL initial uranium concentration
values were corrected by considering the dilution factor produced by the NaOH
addition required for reaching the selected pH value. SIMFUEL coprecipitation
experimental set performed in 5 m NaCI solutions is summarised TABLE 2.

TABLE 3 Overview of the initial experimental conditions for the SIMFUEL
coprecipitation running test in GBW

Expelimental code U (initial) moikg pH..
GPSIM1 3.4 E-03 9.6
GPSIM2 3.5 E-03 9.4
GPSIM4 3.3 E-03 8.8
GPSIM5 3.3 E03 8.65
GPSIM6 3.0 E-03 8.4
GPSIM7 3.5 E-03 7.85
GPSIM8 3.5 E-03 7.3

TABLE 3 shows the initial experimental conditions for the SIMFUEL coprecipitation
experiments performed in GBW.
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UIPU COPRECIPITATION EXPERIMENTS (WP-11.3)

Pu- Chloride solution (3E6Bq) U-238 Chlorde solution +U-233 (3E6 Bq)

-NaCI solution-340./ 1

U/PNalaCsolubon, aliquot 0,1 ml - -
itmac i t0 _ i i::: i' ' -(1 6E3Bqu-

pH measurement.1

E p p-t Eprimon' ie

[:;pH m~~asurxrnont -ation;0l22

The experimental procedure (summarised in FIGURE 1) is similar to the one described in
detail for SIMFUEL coprecipitation experiments

The following previous steps were performed:
Isotopic analysis of the U-233 solution
Pu purification for Am and other impurities removal and isotopic analyses
Isotopic analysis of the Pu solution after the purification process
Development of analytical methods for Pu and U analysis

256



is3m U ai~uot *

HN0 38M

Extraction by resin: 

Washing Colimn HN0 8M Am-241 removal

11shing Column HCI 9M .-- purities. removal

'p 4 Wn.|: Pu elutlon HCI.5 ,SM:--.

PC so]uln;:..-

*Isotopic analysis of the Initial Pu solution: "Pu 120E-4 (WIL), "Pu 1,60E0 (gIL),
24OPu 1,30E-1 (grL) and "'Pu 3.85E-3 (glL4

FIGURE 2 The Pu purifcation method used for Am and other impurities removal

The Pu purification method used for Am and other impurities removal is summarised in
FIGURE 2. Initial experimental conditions are shown in TABLE 4.

TABLE 4 Overview of the initial experimental conditions for the U/Pu coprecipitation
test in 5m NaCI solutions

Expermental code PHn MI,. (movkg H20) [PuJ (mollkg H20)
Upu-2 5.6 2.72E-3 2.78E-5
Upu-3 7.5 4.98E-3 3.81 E-5
Upu-4 7.3 2.17E-3 2.17E-5
Upu-5 9.1 3.69E-3 3.025E-5
UPU-6 9.2 5.78E-3 5.49E-5

257



Appendix 4 : Detailed conditions of
experiments performed
at VTT (WP 1.4)
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Materials
Unirradiated sintered polycrystalline U02 pellets and U02 powder were used in the
experiments. The pellets had an average mass of 4.8 grams and a geometrical surface
of 3.3 .1 0i 2 . A predissolution in synthetic groundwater was carried out for the pellets
under anoxic conditions, in an attempt to remove a more soluble oxidized layer that
might have been present on the surface due to the earlier manipulation of the pellets in
air.

U0 2 powder (prepared by ABB Atom, Sweden) has a particle size of 0.7 Am, which
results in a high specific surface area of 5.4 m2/g (BET-method). The composition ratio
0/U is 2.10 (gravimetric method). The powder has been treated with a mixture of
nitrogen and air in order to stabilize it against spontaneous oxidation.
Metallic iron was added as iron chips (Baker Chemicals, reducing power as Fe
100.3 %).

SYNTHETIC GROUNDWATERS
Four types of synthetic groundwaters were used in the experiments. TABLE 1 gives the
compositions. The saline and fresh (Allard) groundwaters were reference groundwaters
within the site investigations for spent fuel disposal in Finland. The granite/bentonite
groundwater (by Ciemat, Spain) simulated the effects of bentonite on spanish
groundwater. The near-field groundwater simulated the effects of bentonite on saline
groundwater.
The saline groundwater represents the groundwater found at a depth of 600 m in
granitic bedrock. The composition was based on groundwater studies within the site
investigations for spent fuel disposal in the Olkiluoto area. The saline Na-Ca-Cl water
has a low alkalinity. The ionic strength is 0.5 M. The composition of the synthetic water
was planned separately for air-saturated and anoxic (N2 atmosphere) conditions with
the help of EQ3/6 modelling and stability tests [97VUO]
The Allard groundwater is the reference groundwater for fresh groundwater conditions
at great dephts in granitic bedrock. The composition was modified due to the stability
problems of the original Allard groundwater both under air-saturated conditions and in
N2 atmosphere [98VUO/SNE]. The Ca, Mg, Si and carbonate contents were lowered in
order to prevent the precipitation of calcite and silicate phases, and the loss of
carbonate from solution.
The granite/bentonite groundwater by Ciemat [96MARIMEL] simulates the effects of
bentonite on spanish granitic groundwater. This saline synthetic groundwater has a
high NO3- content (110 mg/I) compared with all the other groundwaters (TABLE 1).
The near-field groundwater simulates the effects of bentonite on saline groundwater
(TDS= 67 gl). It is very saline Na-Ca-Cl water with a low alkalinity. The ionic strength is
1.6 M. The composition was based on measured laboratory data on bentonite/saline
groundwater interaction [98MUUNUO].

REDOX CONDITIONS
The redox conditions included:

1) oxidizing, air-saturated conditions (po2 = 0.2 atm, Pco2 = 0.0003 atm)

2) anaerobic conditions (N2 atmosphere, 02 < 1 ppm, CO2 0.1 ppm)

3) reducing conditions (N2 atmosphere, low Eh, CO2 0.1 ppm)
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The oxic experiments were carried out in polyethylene bottles. The bottles were kept
loosely closed during dissolution periods in order to allow equilibrium with air in the
aqueous phase.

The anoxic conditions of deep groundwater were simulated in an anaerobic glove box
(Mecaplex, Braun) filled with nitrogen (adsorbers for 02 and C0 2 Cu catalyst and
molecular sieve, respectively). The pellets were immersed in deaerated (with N2)
synthetic groundwater in polyethylene bottles inside the glove box. The oxygen
concentration in the atmosphere of the box normally stays below 1 ppm (0.1.. .0.5 ppm).
The carbon dioxide content is low, = 0.1 ppm [97VUO/OLL]. The experimental vessels
were kept tightly closed during the experiments.

An important parameter to be considered is the Eh of the aqueous phase. Under
anaerobic (N2) conditions, it may vary from slightly oxidizing to reducing depending on
the composition of the gas phase (trace 02, H2 ) and the composition of the aqueous
phase. The complex formation of uranium with carbonate probably affects the relative
stabilities of the oxidation states. This makes U(VI) stable in a more reducing redox
regime than in the absence of carbonate, increasing solubility [91 SKI]. Earlier U0 2
dissolution studies in synthetic groundwater (Allard) in N2 atmosphere in the absence of
reducing species have shown that dissolved uranium was mainly (> 90 %) at
the U(VI) state [96OLUOLI]. Obviously, the trace oxygen content in the atmosphere of
the box is enough to cause slightly oxidizing conditions for uranium. The steady-state
concentrations of uranium were nevertheless low (2 1 0 M).

The earlier tests in Allard and saline groundwater Nuorinen et al. 1997/ have shown
that lower Eh values can be achieved by the addition of reducing species, Fe2+, S2,
typically present in natural groundwaters, or metallic Fe to synthetic deaerated
groundwater. The Eh values in the presence of these redox species ranged from
-300 ... -200 mV (1 ppm Fe2+, 1-5 ppm S2- ). The Eh value for deaerated synthetic
groundwater in the absence of redox species fluctuates. Values from -20 ... +175 mV
have been measured for synthetic groundwater after short periods (< 1 month) in the
glove box. During longer periods in the box a trend towards lower Eh was observed.

The stability of the water chemistry (pH, Eh, S2 , Fe2+) in the experiments, as well as in
parallel groundwater samples without U02 pellets, was followed during long dissolution
periods (up to 300 days). FIGURE 1 gives the measured Eh and pH values as a
function of time in a parallel sample of saline groundwater with 3 ppm S2 during a
follow-up period of 600 days. A platinum electrode (Yokogawa) was used as the redox
electrode in combination with a Ag/AgCI reference electrode (Yokogawa). The
reference electrode is filled with a gelled electrolyte solution. The sulphide content was
decreased rapidly after the addition to synthetic groundwater, probably by reacting with
trace oxygen left in the solution after deaeration with N2, but remains rather stable
afterwards, see TABLE 4, which gives the average values and deviations of all the S(-
11) determinations carried out during the dissolution experiments in different aqueous
phases. The determination was made using a standard spectrophotometric method
(SFS 3038). The stability of redox conditions in synthetic groundwaters with S(-ll) was
shown also by the Eh and pH measurements. The scatter in the measured Eh was
small, whereas in synthetic groundwaters with Fe(+ll) as reducing species, there is
more scatter in the measured Eh values.

ANALYTICAL METHODS
The uranium contents in the aqueous phase were analysed by ICP-MS. In Allard
groundwater, the detection limit with the conventional nebulization method is low,
8.4-10-11 M. The sensitivity of this method is lowered by the salinity of synthetic
groundwater. The sensitivity can be improved using a high efficiency sample
nebulization device (Mistral). The detection limit of uranium in saline groundwater
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(1= 0.5 M) is 2.1 010 M with Mistral. There were, moreover, practical difficulties to use
Mistral for saline groundwater samples, especially in the case of near-field groundwater
(1.5 M), because of bloc ,g of tubes.

For this reason a method for uranium separation, similar to the one used for U(VI)
separation when analysing U oxidation states [960LL], was tested, and used in the
case of saline and near-field groundwater samples in the precipitation experiments. An
anaerobic sample was first allowed to aerate in order to oxidize the U(IV) in the
sample. A known amount of mU was added to the sample for yield determination. After
this the sample was acidified to form chloride complexes of uranium. Hussonnois et al.
[89HUS/GUI] have concluded that U(VI) is fixed at 100 % on the anionic resin with
4.5 M HCI medium. Subsequently, the U(VI) was recovered by elution with 0.1 M HCI.
Finally, the concentration of uranium was determined with CP-MS. The detection limit
in 0.1 M HCI is at the same level as in Allard groundwater with low ionic strength.

The oxidation state of uranium in the anoxic dissolution experiments was determined
using a method based on the separation of the tetravalent and hexavalent states by
anion-exchange chromatography in HCI medium 98HUS/GUI, 960LL]. Afterwards, the
uranium contents of each of the fractions were measured with ICP-MS. A platinum
electrode Yokogawa) was used as redox electrode in combination with a Ag/AgCl
reference electrode (Yokogawa).

The determination of the ferrous iron was made by a ferrozine method [79DIM3.

-200 - 10.0
-220 9.9
-240 Eh 9.8
-280 A . . .. - 9.7

E -280 .At 9.6
-300 A-9.5 

et -320 o pH - 9A
-340 - 9.3
-360 . * e -- < - 92

-380 G 9.1
.400 . , -9.0

0 200 400 600

days

FIGURE 1. The measured Eh and pH values in a parallel sample of saline
groundwater with 3 ppm S(-ll) during a follow-up period of 600 days under
anaerobic conditions.
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TABLE 1 The compositions of the synthetic groundwaters.

Saline Saline Fresh Modified Modified Granite/ Near-field Near-field
granitic granitic granitic Allard Allard bentonite groundwater groundwater

groundwater groundwater groundwater groundwater groundwater groundwater (N2)
(air) (N 2) (air) (air) (N2 ) (air) (air) (log pau -4)

(og pco = -7) /Vuorinen (log pco2 = *4)
/Vuorinen et al. /Vuorinen et /Allard et al. and Snelnan /Vuorinen and /Martinez et al. /Muurinen et al. /Muurinen et al.

1997,1998/ al. 1997, 1998/ 1981 1998/ Snellman 1998/ 1996/ 1996/ 1996/

mg/l mmol/l mgA mmolA mgA mmoi4 mg/l mmoiA mg mmolA mgA/ mmolA mg/ mmolA mg/I mmot

Na+ 4 800 209 4 800 209 52 2.3 52 2.3 52 2.3 3 750 163 22 700 987 22 700 987
Ca2+ 4 000 100 4 000 100 18 0.45 10 0.25 5.1 0.13 135 3.37 10000 250 10000 250

Mg 2+ 56 2.3 55 2.3 4.3 0.18 2.8 0.12 0.7 0.03 600 24.7 700 29 700 29

Sr2 + 35 0.40 35 0.40 - - - - - -

K+ 21 0.54 21 0.54 3.9 0.10 3.9 0.10 3.9 0.10 20 0.5 200 5.1 200 5.1

HCO3 10 0.16 - - 123 2.01 91 1.5 65 1.07 27 0.44 8.5 0.14 4.8 0.08

SiO2 2.5 0.04 - 8 0.13 2.9 0.05 1.7 0.028 8.3 0.14

Br 105 1.31 105 1.31 - - . 15 0.19

F 1.2 0.063 1.2 0.063 . - -

I- 0.9 0.007 0.9 0.007 - -

SO42 4.2 0.044 4.2 0.044 9.6 0.10 9.6 0.10 9.6 0.10 1500 15.6 1 200 12.5 1 200 12.5

B3+ 0.9 0.08 0.9 0.08 - - - - - - -

cr 14600 412 14600 412 58 1.6 47 1.3 52 1.5 6550 185 53 900 1 520 53 900 1 520

N03- - - - - - - - - - 110 1.77

Ionic strength 0.5 0.5 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.25 1.6 1.6

pHdonelc 7.2 8.3 8.2 8.4 8.8 7.3 6.9 7.5



TABLE2 The experimental conditions of the oxic, air-saturated dissolution
tests (for synthetic groundwaters, see TABLE. 1).

Solid Synthetic groundwater pH ,d SV m-I*$ Duration
[days]

U02 powder Allard 8.4 (8.4) 1000 350

modified Allard 8.3 - 8.4 (8.3)

saline 7.0-7.1 (6.8)

graniteibentonite by Ciemat 7.5 (7.5)

near-field 6.6- 6.8 (6.6) . 204

U02 pellets saline 7.0 -7.1 0.66 702
(7.0-7.1)

.. .. .. -1.98

19.8

* pH, (pH2): pH, and pH2 measured at the beginning and
experiments, respectively

** S/V is based on geometric surface area

at the end of the
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TABLE 3. The experimental conditions of the anoxic (N2)
experiments with U02 pellets in synthetic saline groundwater.

dissolution

Redox species addition Eh [mVI* pH S/V [m-1]*** Duration
measured** [days]

none 8.0-8.1(8.3) 0.66 300

I ppm S(-II) -210 8.7 (8.8)
0.01 ppm Fe(+II)

I ppm Fe (+II) -210 8.2 (8.0)

3 ppm S (-II) -250 9.2 (9.2)

5 ppm S (-II) -280 9.5 (9.5)

none 8.0-8.1 (8.0) 19.8

I ppm S(-II) -210 8.7 (8.7)
0.01 ppm Fe(+ll)

metallic Fe 9.3 (8.8)
(5 grams iron chips/
50 ml of solution)

I ppm S(-ll) 9.4 (8.9)
0.01 ppm Fe(+II)
metallic Fe (5 grams iron
chips/S0 ml of solution)

TABLE 4 The experimental conditions of the anoxic
experiments with U02 pellets in modified Allard groundwater.

(N2) dissolution

Redox species Eh [mVJ* pH S/V [m l]*** Duration [days]
addition measured**

none - 8.8 (9.0) 0.66 400

1 ppm S(-ll -250 9.0 (9.2)

3 ppm S (-II) -290 9.2 (9.3)

5 ppm S (-11) -310 9.4 (9.5)

I ppm Fe(+lI) -220 8.7 (9.0)

none 8.8 (9.0) 19.8 300

3 ppm S(-II) -200 9.2 (9.2) 200

metallic Fe 9.5 (9.5) 200
5 grams iron chips/
50 ml of solution

Eh measured at the beginning of the experiments

pH, (pH2) measured at the beginning and at the end of the experiments, respectively

S/V is based on geometric surface area

*

**
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TABLE 5. The stability of water chemistry in the U0 2 dissolution experiments
under anoxic conditions.

Redox species Saline Saline Allard (modif.) Allard (modif.)
addition S(-II), Fe(+II) Eh [mV] S(-II), Fe(+II Eh [mV

tppm] ' pH [ppm] pH

I ppm S(-II) 0.46± 0.04 -216 5 0.59 * 0.02 .235 16
(+0.01 ppm 8.69 ± 0.07 9.08t 0.06
Fe(+II):saline)

3 ppm S(-l) 1.99 0.14 -265± 17 2.01± 0.11 -275 8
9.22 ± 0.06 9.35 ± 0.06

5 ppm S(-il) 3.69±t 011 -281 16 3.39 0.12 -297 10
9.56± 0.07 9.45 0.04

1 ppm Fe(+]l) 0.87 -138 * 68 0.16 ± 0.04 -318 ± 114
8.05t0.08 8.79±0.08

TABLE 6. The experimental conditions of the precipitation experiments.

Synthetic groundwater pH Eh
(see Appendix 4, Tab.1) measured

modified Allard 8.8 -0.25...-0.30

modified Allard, 3 ppm S(- 9.2 -0.27....0.34
U1)

modified Allard, met. Fe 9.0 -OA5

saine 8.3 -0.30

saline, 3 ppm S(-I) 9.2 -0.31

saline, met. Fe 8.4 8.8 -0.47

near-field 7.5 -0.31

near-field. 3 ppm S(-II) 7.5 -0.33

near-field, met Fe 7.6.. 8.0 -0.48

APP 4-8: ORIGINAL X-RAY PATTERN
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App. 4. X-ray diffraction patterns obtained from U02 powder samples (on filters) after a contact time of 200 days in Allard (1, red), in modified Allard
(2, green), in salipe (3, violet) and in Spanish granite/bentonite (4, blue) groundwaters. The main peaks comingfrom U02 are marked with X



144

-Mit

1ii

C;

0I

268



houh

x

N

X

0)
N X

2.7 2.1
d-spcng (A)

App. 6. X-ray doaction patterns obtainedfrom the Umaterial retained on the membrane filter after the filtration of the aqueous phase at the end of the U02 dissolution
experiments OV4' 19.8 m ) In anaerobic (1, green) and reducing (2, violet) saline groundwater. The main peaks coming from U02 - U40, are marked with X The peaks
comingfrom the residual NaCI on thefilter caused by the evaporation of saline solution are marked with N.
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App. 7. X-r diffiaction pattern obtainedfrom the U solid material, U02- U307, after an ageing time of 40 days in the oversaturation experiment in Allard
(modify) groundwater under anoxic conditions.
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App. . X-ray diffraction patterns obtainedfrom the U solid phases after an ageing time of 30 days in the oversaturation experiments in anoxic saline (1, green). saline
(met. Fe)(2. red) and very saline near-field (3, blue) groundwaters. The main peaks comingfrom U02-U409 are marked with Xand the main peaks comingfrom an impure U(f
oxide (possibly Sr- or CaUO3) are marked with C The peaks comingfrom the residual NaCI on the solid sample caused by the evaporation of saline solution are marked with N



Appendix 5: Detailed conditions and
results of experiments
performed at CEA
(WP 111)
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TABLEs with original measurement results, calculated results, materials compositions and
further descriptions for integral test (CEA, WP 111.3)

ANNEX I SAMPLE ANALYSIS PROCEDURE

Liquid Samples

Alpha Spectrometry

The analyses were performed using an Enertec 7184 single-channel alpha spectrometer
equipped with an Enertec IPE-450-100-BB Ch Alpha low-noise passivated implanted-junction
silicon detector, coupled with an Enertec 7183 microprocessor-driven multichannel analyzer.
Samples were prepared by depositing 0.5 ml of solution on a 30 mm diameter stainless steel
disk and evaporating t. The thickness of the resulting deposits resulted in self-absorption
and significant uncertainty on the measured results. In order to minimize the statistical
measurement error, the analysis time was adjusted according to the source activity. A
counting time of 100 000 seconds was used for our samples. This technique was used to
determine the following isotopes: 239+24OpPu, Pu+24 Am and 2 "Cm

Gamma Spectrometry

To determine the isotopes: 6Co, 1'6Ru+lWRh, '25Sb, 134Cs, '37Cs, C44Ce, '54Eu and 24 Am a
gamma spectrometer was used with a N type pure Ge diode detector, an Ortec 572 amplifier
and an Enertec 7183 multichannel analyzer. The test solution volume was always 50 ml; if
the sample volume was not sufficient, it was dilluted. A counting time of about 3600 seconds
ensured reliable statistical results.

Determination of 90Sr

The dissolved 9OSr was determined by radiochemical separation and fi counting. The fission
products other than cesium and strontium were precipitated as hydroxides by adding NH40H.
After filtering the solution, nonradioactive yttrium was added to precipitate the yttrium
contained in the sample. Strontium was separated by liquid-liquid extraction in the organic
phase by thenoyl-trifluoroacetone (TTA), then stripped in the aqueous phase with 3M nitric
acid. The solution was then evaporated on a cupel constituting the source, and the strontium
was determined by counting using an NU-20 multiple detector, considering the ingrowth of
'Y. The contamination by other P-emitting fission products was estimated at less than 1%.

lCP-AES and ICP/MS

The ICP/AES Jobin Yvon JY 66P spectrometer was used to determine Mo, Tc, Zr, U, Nd Mg,
Na, Ca, K, Si, Al. To determine NSr, 99Tc, 237Np, Z2mU, 137Cs, 6Ru+106Rh, 241Am, 244Cm and
24OPu in the spent and 88Sr, '*Y, 9Zr, 95Mo, 101Ru, 103Rh, Pd, 131Ba, 139La, 14OCe, 146Nd and
mU in SIMFUEL solutions, the ICP-MS VG Elemental PlasmaQuad 1I+ mass spectrometer

was used together with an SX300 quadrupole filter and a Meinhardt nebulizer. If possible,
isobaric interferences were mitigated by subtracting the contributions of each isotope based
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on the isotopic abundance as determined by radionuclide inventory calculations. Semi-
quantitative analyses yielded the approximate concentrations of the desired elements
(± 30%) in order to prepare a suitable calibration range for quantitative analysis and to match
the dilution factor of each sample. Quantitative analyses were carried out on the first and last
weekly samples collected for each type of fuel; quantitative analyses were also performed on
all the other solutions for one experiment with clay and one experiment with granite. Matrix
effects were corrected by adding an internal standard, consisting of an element not found in
the solution. For the SIMFUEL leachates we used " 51n for spent fuel '66Ho.

Eh

The redox potential of the supernatant was measured at the end of each SIMFUEL leaching
experiment, using a Ag/AgCl reference electrode in 3M KCI (+190 mVsHE). The measurement
was carried out immediately after removal of the leaching pot cover and as close as possible
to the fuel in order to minimize the effect of rapid solution reoxidation by oxygen diffusion.
Solid Samples
For lack of a suitable fry characterization capability, only pure a-contaminated materials were
examined. As the environmental materials had been rinsed in acid, examination in that
condition was unnecessary.
Only leached SIMFUEL specimens were analyzed by SEM and characterized by X-ray
microanalysis using en EDS probe. After drying, a sample holder from each environment
(granite and clay) was opened in a fume chamber to remove some SIMFUEL particles
(agglomerated within the clay in that sample). The specimens were attached to a sample
holder with double-sided adhesive tape, covered with a carbon deposit and placed in the
SEM chamber.
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ANNEX 2, RECOVERING THE ACTIVITY FIXED ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL
MATERIALS

The activity released by the fuel during leaching were found distributed into three fractions:
activity in solution, in the form of dissolved or colloidal species,
activity sorbed on the leaching system components (sample holder and leaching pot),
activity fixed on the environmental materials.

The first two fractions were easily recovered in the weekly solution samples and by final
rinsing of the system components. Recovering the third fraction, however, was more difficult
depending on the nature of the environmental materials. While acid rinsing was sufficient to
desorb most of the activity fixed on the surface, it was not possible to recover the activity
trapped in the foliated structure of the clay, which first had to be eliminated: we opted for
alkaline melting.

Preliminary tests were carried out to assess the effectiveness of rinsing the environmental
materials, separating the clay from the sand and alkaline melting of the clay. In these tests
we used a spent fuel leachate obtained during another study, for which the chemical
composition had been determined. Two leaching pots were prepared, one containing granite
and the other a sand/clay mixture; each contained an empty sample holder. The leachant
was added to each pot in quantities sufficient to ensure thorough wetting of the
environmental materials. The pots were then heated to 900C and maintained for two months.

At the end of the test period, the pots were allowed to cool to room temperature before
sampling and analyzing the supematant. Each sample holder and leaching pot was rinsed for
24 hours with 1 M nitric acid; the environmental materials were also rinsed for 24 hours with
1 M nitric acid. The sand/clay mixture was placed in suspension by stirring and the clay was
separated from the sand by settling. The clay was then transferred to a fume chamber and
allowed to dry before pulverization. It was next transferred to a glove box to prepare a
mixture 2 g of K2C3 with 0.2 g of clay. The mixture was transferred to a platinum crucible
and heated to 9800C for 30 minutes in an electric oven in another glove box. The melted
mixture was mixed with 20 ml of 68% Prolabo"Normapuro nitric acid, then diluted to one liter
in Milli-Q double-distilled water..

The test findings were as follows:

About 80% of the initial activity was recovered with granite.

The glove boxes in which the clay samples were prepared and the oven itself resulted in
strontium and actinide contamination on the same order of magnitude as the
concentrations of these elements in the sample.

Since the actinide concentrations were near the detection limit of our equipment (a
spectrometer, ICP-MS), the measurement errors were very significant.

The results of alkaline melting with potassium carbonate were not sufficiently reproducible,
and the specimen was not always fully etched.

We therefore modified the experimental protocol for the environmental materials in the
integral experiments by installing a clean oven in the fume chamber for alkaline melting, and
by using Prolabo lithium tetraborate (Li2B407) as a more aggressive melting agent.
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TABLE 1. Chemical composition of Boom clayey groundwater
Species Chemical composition of reference at 16°C Theoretical chemical composition target

(mol.L'1) (mol.U'I)

Na' 1,gx1 02 to 1,9x10-2 1,6x10-2

K+ 1,3x 104 to 1,4x 10 4 2,7x10'4

Ca2+ 1,OxIO'4 to 1,3xl04 1,4x10 4

Mg2 7,0xO'5 to 1,6x104 ,0x104

Fe 2,2x10'5 to 8,2x10'5

Al3+ 2,4x10'5 to 3,3x10'5

HC03 1,2x10 2 to 1,4x10 2 1,5x 0 2

C)' 7,6x104 to 9,8x104 l,0x10-3

F 1,9x104 to 2,3x104 1,9x10 4

So4
2. 2,8x10'5 to 6,3xl0 5 1,lx10-4

pH 8,7 to 9,7 8,7 to 9,7

Eh -300 to -250 mVEA -350 to -300 mVENH

TABLE 2. Chemical composition of clayey water synthesized for Simfuel and spent
fuel leaching experiments

Species Chemical composition (mol.L')

Chemical Simfuel Simfuel Spent Fuel Spent Fuel
composition tank B tank B tank D tank D
theoretical pots 3and 4 pots 3and 4 pots 3and 4 pots 3and 4

aiming as synthesized end of leaching as synthesized end of leaching

Mg2+ 1,0x104 1,0x10-4 0,9x104 1 ,0x0-4 I,0x 10'4

K+ 2,7x1O4 3,1x104 3,0x 104 2,8x10 4 3,0,X04

Ca2+ _ 9,8x10'5 6,1x10-5 9,9x10'5 5,9x10 5

Na+ 1,6xI0-2 1,7x1 02 1,6xl0 2 I,6xI0'2 1,6x10'2

so42- 1,1x10 4 1,4x10Y4 0,9x104 1,lx104 1,0x10
Cl' 1,0x0-3 0,9x103 1,0x10-3 1,x103 1,0X103

F 1,7x104 < 0,5x104 1,6x 104 1,9x 10 4 1,7x 10-4

HCOj 1,5x10 2 < 0,02x10'2 1,4x10-2 1,7x10'2 1,5x10 2

pH 8,7 9,7 7,77 8,63 8,81 8,76

Rb 1,5x1O2 1,6x10 2 1,5x 102 I,5x10 2 1,5x1o 2

Rb calculee avec: *[Ca"J= 0 et ** FJ 0,5 10'4
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TABLE 3. Chemical composition of granitic groundwater
Species Chemical composition of reference at 90°C Theoretical chemical composition target

(mol.L) (mol.L')
Sia.l 1,l10 3O- I,1OXI-3

I4 SiO4 4,14x104 4,14xlO4

CWW' 4,70x0 4 4,70xl04

HCO 4,20x04 4,20xlO4

Na+ 4,14xi' 4,14x10 3

K+ 5,10x10' 5 5,10x10 5

CaZ+ 6,00x10-5 6,00x105

Aj3+ 4,20x10 5 4,20xl0-5

Cl' 2,90x10 3 2,90x10'3

F 3,00x10 4 3,00x0 4

Mg, Sr, Li, B, Rb, < 1,0x10-5

Cs, Cd, Br. Mn. Fe,
Ni

pH 8,7 to 9,7 8,7 to 9,7

Eh -350 to -300 mVENH -350 to -300 mVENH

log0 (PCO2) -3,61 _

TABLE 4. Chemical composition of granitic water synthesized for Simfuel and spent
fuel leaching experiments

Species Chemical composition (mol.L-1)

Chemical Simfuel Simfuel Spent Fuel Spent Fuel
composition tank A tank A tank C tank C
theoretical pots land 2 pots land 2 pots land 2 pots land 2

. aiming as synthesized end of leaching as synthesized end of leaching

K+ 5,10x10 5 S,70x10-5 6,80x40 5 5,90x10' 6,70x10 5

CS2+ 6,00x105 6,90x10r5 8,50x10 5 6,60x10' 5 6,40x10' 5

Na+ 4,14x10 3 4,15x10 4,32x10 3 4,10x103 4,24x10' 3

Al3+ 4,20xl0 5 I'lOxi0 0,50xi0- l,60x0-5 0,40x0'5

Si 1,lx10 3 llOx103 1,00xI0- l,lOx10-3 l,00xi03

cr 2,90x10 3 2,80x10'3 2,90x10-3 2,90x10-3 3,00x10'3

F 3,00x10 4 3,00xlO 3,10x0 4 2,20x0 4 3,30xlO4

HC0 3 4,20x10 4 6,50xlO4 15,00x104 <0,3xlO 5,20xlO4

pH 8,7 A 9,7 7,64 8,13 7,56 7,77

Rb I1,40x0 4 1,80x0 4 3,60x104 1,20x10 4 1,20xlOe
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TABLE 5. Grinding and screening results for Gravelines 3f2 fuel (60GWd/tHM)
.Experimental conditions (g ± 0,lg) (%)

Initial fuel weight fragments 26,3
Number of grinding and sreening cycles 5
Fraction < 50 pm 13,3 50,7

Fraction 50 to 250 m 11 41,9
Fraction > 250 pm 0,6 2,3
Unrecovered fraction 1,3 5,1

TABLE 6. Spent fuel leaching test solution analysis samples and methods
Samples Treatments Analyses

Sampling 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11 filtrationt ) pH, c/y spectro., counting, ICP-AES

Sampling 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12 filtration") ICP-MS

Filter rinse 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11 (HN0 3 I M) a/y spectro., P counting, ICP-AES

Filter rinse 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12 (HN0 3 IM) ICP-MS

Final Supernatent Leachate filtration a/y spectro., P counting, ICP-AES

ultrafiltration(") wy spectro., ,B counting, ICP-AES

filtrationt ICP-MS

ultrafiltration() ICP-MS

Vessel Rinse (HN03 IM) aly spectro., counting, ICP-AES

ICP-MS

Fuel Sample Holder Rinse (Milli-Q water) filtration) a/y spectro., 13 counting, ICP-AES

filtrationM ICP-MS

Envirornental Materials Rinse (HN03 M) filtration) a/y spectro., counting, ICP-AES

filtrationt'N ICP-MS

Alkaline melting (for clay material only) cely spectro., 13 counting, ICP-AES

ICP-MS
": 0.451m filter, ' : 10000 Da
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TABLE 6. Simfuel leaching test solution analysis samples and methods
Samples Treatments Analyses

Sampling I to 12 filtration"' pH. ICP-MS

Filter Rinse I to 12 (HNO% M) ICP-MS

Final Supernatent Leachate Eb

filtration*' ICP-MS

ultrafiltrationd' ICP-MS

Vessel Rinse (HNO3 M) ICP-MS

Fuel Sample Holder Rinse (Milli-Q water) filtration(, ICP-MS

Environmental Materials Rinse (HNO3 IM) filtration) ICP-MS

Alkaline melting (for clay material only) . _ ICP-MS
7: 0.45pm filter, l: 10000 Da
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TABLE 7. Gravelines 3+2 preleaching
cumulative fractions of inventory released into aqueous solutions.

leachates:

Contacttdm (d) 1 5 8 7 14 13 22 21 49

Cumulativecontacttime(d) 1 6 14 21 35 48 70 91 140

'Sr 2,7E-04 4.E-04 6,5E-04 72E-04 8,7E-04 9,4E-04 1,IE-03 1.2E-03 1,3E-03

error 4.0E.05 4.6E-05 6.1E-05 6.4E105 6.8E-05 7.0E-05 7.4E-05 7.6E05 7.9E-05

25Sb <7,1E-04 <8,7E.04 <9,2E-04 <IIE-03 <1,2E-03 <13E-03 <1,5E-03 <,7E-03 <1,7E-03

mr JIIE4 l11-E0 LlE-4 .IE-04 .1E-04 2E- 1,2E0 L3w 1JE-04

13455 4,2E-03 5,1E-03 5,4E-03 5,6-03 5.9E03 6,OE-03 6,2E-03 6,4E-03 6,6E-03

Ecmr ZIE4 2.2E-04 224 2-04 ZE.0$ 2.2E.04 Z2E-04 2.21-0 2E4

1'3Cs 5.3E-03 63E-03 6,7E-03 7,OE-03 7.3E-03 7,5E-03 7,7E-03 7,9E-03 8,3E-03

error 3.7E10 3.9E-04 3.9E-04 3,9E4 3.9E-04 3,9E4 3.9E.04 3.9E04 3.9E44

2"PU+240pu 5,9E-06 6,8E-06 1,IE-05 1.6E05 1,9E-05 2.3E05 2,8E-05 2,9-05 4,1E-05

teo, 1.81-04 1.S1-06 2.2E-06 2.9E-06 3,0E-06 3.4E-06 3,77E- 3.7E-046 5.4E-046

23pU.24Am 6,8E-06 8,5E-06 1,6E-05 2,4-05 2,9E-05 3,5E05 3,8E-05 3,9E-05 5,7E-05

error 6,e.07 7,IE07 1.O046 1,4E-046 1.5E06 1,7E046 1. 7E046 1.7E06 2.5E-06

2
"Cm 1,IE-05 2.1-05 4.2E-05 6,6E-05 92E-05 9,8E-05 .OE-04 1,IE04 1,3E-04

eror 8E07 .1.E06 1.9E-06 1,4E-06 1.5E-06 L.7E.06 1.7E046 1.7E-06 2,5E-06

U 4,7E-05 1,3E-04 2,1E04 2,9E-04 2,1E+07 4,7E04 4.9E-04 5,4E-04 5,9E-04

error 1.410 2.9E16 3,9E-06 49E.46 6,5-4 6.SE-06 6.9E.0 7E-06 Z2E-46

Nd 2,6E-05 6.1E-05 1.2E-04 1,7E-04 5,8E03 2,7E-04 <3,0E-04 <3,2E-04 <3,6E-04

error Z9E-06 5.14 eE 89E-4 1.-OS 1.5E-05 1.5E05 d di di

Tc <5,3E-04 <1,0-03 <I,IE03 <1,3E-03 <15E-03 <1,8E-03 <2,1E-03 <2,3E-03 <2,4E-03

Mo 1,9-04 <2,5E-44 <3,2E-04 <3,7-04 <4.5E-04 <6.3E04 <9,6E04 <I.IE-03 <IIE03

Zr 1,5-05 2.8E05 5,5E-05 6,4E-5 1.5E-05 9,6E-05 <IIE04 <1,2E-04 <1,4E-04

error t.5E46 20E-046 3,5.E06 3,E-06 4.414 4,6E.4 d dl d

dl: detecdon limit
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TABLE 8. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
cumulative fraction of inventory released in aqueous phase of weekly samples.

Clay/Granitic Groundwater
SallvinmnA 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 FuiaI

(de5s) 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

CmAltive 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
me (days)

SaIig 10.9 9.5 S3 10,4 9,2 10 11,7 10,4 10,3 10.2 12.6 11.1
o1M (mL)

'Sr 3,2.05 3.2E-05 295-05 2.S-05 280 ,7E-W05 27E-05 2SE-05 2,8S05 2,9E05 2.9-05 3.05 3.25-05

Err 5.2-06 4.IE06 1e46 2,6E-06 ZE06 2OE-6 1.E4-046 - /,E-06 1.7E46 t,7E46 J,7E-W6 1,E4

14CS 2.25-4 2,35-04 2,2.0 04 2. 215-04 22E.04 2.2-04 2,4E-04 2504 2,55-04 2,6E5.4 2.6E-04 2,5-44

ErWr 3ME5 1,305 OE-05 3E-06 Z6E06 7.2E-06 6.3E46 6.7E46 66E-6 65E46 63E-6 5.E4-06 5,5E-6

37cs 2.2E04 2,35.0 2B.04 21E-04 2.1E-04 2504 2,2E-04 2.4E-04 2..5-04 2,5E-04 2,65-04 265-04 W50

Iror 1.&E1-5 1,5E-05 1,2E45 tO-05 47E-06 AE4-06 7,7E-06 7,7E-0 7.6E06 Z4E45 7.2E- 6.7E46 63E-

U9OPU 4J15S 3.45-06 2,2508 3,3E508 4,6E4- 4.55- 4,3E508 4,4E-08 4.3508 5.2E0 6,3E508 6,15E- 5,75-08

Irno ZIE- 1,3E3 6.7E-09 1.)E4J 1,5E40 1,3E0 1.OE-6 9.0E-49 IE- IE-06 1.41-08 1,E- 9.0-09

n'p+
24 1

Am 2,3E- 1.7E0 8,9E-09 9,7E09 I.IE. 1.IE 1,IE4S 1,25.0 1.2E-0S ,3 8 1.450 1.5E0 1.7E48

Ens, 7.E.9 4E-09 1,JE-09 1,8E-09 1.9-9 1,9E09 1,9E-9 1.9E49 1.9E09 1,9E49 2,OE-9 ZIE-09 ,2E.09

,"Cm <3.7E-09 <.OE-09 <2.0E-09 4IE-09 43E09 4,4E-09 4,5-09 47E09 429EO9 <3.OE-09 <3,209 <3,4E-09 <3 -9

Mo 1,0E-03 1,25-03 1,3E-03 1.2E-03 1,1E-03 1,2E503 1,25-03 1,2E03

Er 2,1E04 2,1E-4 0E4 1.6E-04 1.24 1IE-4 1.IE-4 9.E4-05

2U 5.05.07 5.2507 5,1E-07 4,7E07 6,5E07 S4E07 7,3E-07 5.95-07

Isr, 5.5ES 4.7E- 3.3E40 3J0-4 4.31- 5.6E-0 3.7E- 2,4E48

1,2E-03

49E45

6,0E-07

2,41-0

125-03 1,3E-03

9.0E45 9.OE.05

6,1-07 6,15-07

2,43- 2,3E48

1,3E-03 1,35-03

9.0E-05 9,1E-05

.6,2E-07 IOE06

23E-0 5,61-0

Granite/Granitic Groundwater
S ingne 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 F'inal

ime (days) 7 5 7 9 .7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Cumuative 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
nm (days)

Sling 9.7 10,7 1OI 11,7 9.7 6,2 9,6 6,5 10.7 II. 12,5 13,5
oM (L)

'Sr 3,3B05 28E-05 2,25-05 23505 2,4E45 2,3E-05 2,2-05 2.3E05 2.4E05 2.4E-05 2,4B-5 2,8-05 3,4E05

Ins, 5.2M-06 37E-06 2,2C46 2,106 t9E-06 .E06 .5-06 1.6E-06 1.6 1,5C46 1,545 1.E-6 2,7E06

"Cs 2,0B04 2.35-04 25-04 2,8-04 3,0E04 29E-04 2,6E-04 2,9B-04 3.1E-04 3,2f-04 3,4E04 3,344 3,2-04

Errer .E4-0 ,365 1.342-0451.2J-0 1.2-5 9.- 7.5-6 .045 451-06 41-06 4406 7.51-0 6,3E-6

'7C5 2.0504 2,3.04 2.5-04 2.8504 3,15E- 2,9-04 2,75-04 2,9E-4 3,1E-04 3,25-4 3,5504 3,4B04 3,35-04

Er 1.6E45 1,145 1,5E-4 1.4,5 1.4E45 1.1-5 71-06 9.3E6 9.3E-06 9.E4- 1.0145 716 etOE-6

"'Pu S,3E48 6.2E4S 3.4E4S 3.6B-S 3,SE4S 3.9E- 4,05-08 4,2E08 4,35-08 45SE4 4,75.08 6,1E48 7,9EO0

Ers, 4J.2E- 2,5E4- I.OE43 1,I143 1.1E4t 1.1E48 1,IE4S 1.1143 t.lE43 1,E43 1IE43 1,4E48 2.0E43

"'+Am 1,5E4 1.4-08 1,3-08 1,3-08 1,3E0 1S 50 1.8£408 1.8508 1.9B08 1I-08 1I08 2,25-08 2,75-08

ns, 4.6E49 371-09 2,0E49 2,3E49 2.O1-9 2,3E09 2.-09 2,6E.09 4E-09 2,1E-09 1,9E49 2,5E-9 3.4E-09

WCm 3,25.8 32-08 3.05-08 2,7E8 22-08 Z6508 3.0-08 3,2-08 3,35-08 3,15-08 29508 3,35.08 3,9508

Errer l0E- 41E-09 6,3149 45-09 3E-09 3.7E49 4,3E48 4.3E49 4.3E49 3648 3.2&09 3.7E49 4.4E4

o 3.35.03 3.45.03 3.503 3.65-03 3,75-03 3,7E-03 3.55.03 3.95-03 4.2E03 4,35-03 4,35-03 4,45-03 4,5503

Err 6,9-4 6.0E44 5.1E-4 4,5E-4 4.0-4 3.5E4 3,0.E4 3.3E-4 31E4 4E-4 3.21-4 3.1E-4 2,9E4

1.2E.06 3,15-06 3.05-06 8AB-07 &OE-07 7,3E.07 7,55-07 7.85-07 7,75.07 7.75-07 7.75-07 7.6E-07 1.-M06

Ene, 1,3E07 1.OE-07 7.3E48 4.O48 4.2E48 3.SE48 3.48 1SE43 3.,- 3.7E4S 3,7E4 3.7E4S 9,2E4

To be continued on next page...
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TABLE 8 (continuation). Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel Integral leaching experiments:
cumulative fraction of inventory released in aqueous phase of weekly
samples.

Clay/Clayey Groundwater
Sampling D° I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final

inz (days) 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative 5 12 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
am (days)

Sampling 9 Sl 8,9 9,6 9,8 13 11.3 8,9 9,8 12.9 10.7 12.2
volume (L)

"Sr 5,1505 3,9-05 23-05 2.4E-05 2,4E45 25E-05 2,5-05 2,6E-05 2.7E-05 2,8E-05 2,95 2.9E05 2,9E05

Em 8,2E-46 s.eE-06 Z2E-6 ,E46 21E46 Z0E-06 1.9E8-0461.9- 9-06 1. 9-6 1.9E46 1,9E06 1.9E-06

"Cs 1.5E-04 1AE4-04 1,2E04 1,3E04 1,3E04 1.3-04 14E04 1.5E-04 1,5E04 1,6E04 1.7E-04 1,6E04 1,6E-04

EMr LOE-05 82-06 60E-06 5.4-06 4.8E-06 4.5E-6 4.2E-06 4.E-06 4,0E46 4.0E.06 4.OE-06 3.7t-06 3JE-06

1'7Cs 1,5E.04 14E-04 1,3E04 1,3E.04 1.3E-04 1,4E4 IAE404 1.5E-04 1.55-04 ,6E04 1,7E-04 1.7E04 1.6E-04

Em, 1.2-05 9,4E-6 7.-06 6.3E-06 5.6E-6 3.2E-06 4.9E.06 4.SE-06 4,6E.06 4.6E806 4.7E-06 4.1E8-06 4.0-06

""pU 4,1E-48 3,2,08 2.0E-08 2.-0 2.3E-8 2,9E-0S 3.5ES0 3.5ES 3.3E4-0 3.5E-08 3.7ES-0 4.3E-08 5.0-08

EM, 2.1E- /,3E-08 6.0E-09 6.Es09 61E-09 7.E-9 9.1E-09 7.9E-09 6.7E-09 6.8E.09 6.9E-09 8.4E-09 1.0E.0

"Pu+-"'Am 1.9E4S 1.55-0 9.9E-09 1.0-8 1IE-8 1.IE-08 1,2E08 1,2E-08 1,E-08 1,2E08 1.4E-08 1,4E-08 1,4E-08

EM, 5.8E49 3.JE-09 ,9E-09 1.8t-09 1,E-09 1.7f-09 J.6E-09 J.5E-9 J,4E-09 1J-09 1.7E-09 1.6E-09 1,6E.09

Cm 3.7E-09 6.9E-09 l.0-08 8,2-09 5.55-09 6.2E-09 7,0-09 8,2E-09 9,5E-09 9E-09 8.6E-09 89E-09 9,4E-09

Ettor 1,2E-09 1,9E-9 7E-09 1.7-09 80OE.10 7E-10 9.5E-10 1IE-09 1.3E-09 .1E-09 J.9E-10 9.1E-10 9.2E.10

Mo 2,7E43 3,3-03 38E-03 4.5E03 54E-03 57E-03 6.0E-03 6,4E-03 6.6E-03 6,9E-03 7.3E03 7.6E-03 7.8E-03

Em, .7E44 5,9E-4 6J1E-4 67.E4- 7,4E.06 6.7E-4 6 E-4 5,9E.OJ 5.7E-4 5.5E-4 5.4E04 5.2E-04 5,0E-04

'"U 3,7E06 3.2E-06 2.546 1,7E-06 1.6-06 1,65-06 1.7E06 1.9E-06 2OE-06 2,E-06 2.IE-06 1,9E-06 7,2E-06

Er, 4IE07 2.9E-07 l.JE07 9.7E- 9.5E8-0 9.38-0 9.5E-8 9.8-E0 LOE-47 .E-07 9.78.08 9.4E-0 6.0E-07

Granite/Clayey Groundwater
Sampling 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final

Tin (days) 7 5 7 9 7 7 Not done 14 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative 7 12 19 28 35 42 56 63 70 77 84 91
Ure (days)

Sampling 31,9 10.8 11.3 9,3 10,6 8.9 14,6 9.9 10,4 13.5 12,S
volurne (Sl)

"Sr 5,6-06 6.7E06 7,7E06 8.8E-06 9.6E-06 1,0E45 Nd 1,1-05 1E1-05 1,3E05 1.5E505 1.6-05 1,6E50S

Ero 8.9E-07 89E-07 8E-07 89-07 88EE07 86E-07 7.8E-07 7,6E-07 8647 9.8-07 9,5E07 92f-07

"Cs 6,9E-05 9,5E-05 1.2E-04 1.3E-04 1.4E-04 1,6E.04 Nd 1.7E-04 2,03-04 2JE-04 Z215-04 23E-04 Z4E-04

Emr *.9E06 5.6E-06 6.4E-06 6,0E06 5.6E-06 5.8E46 6,0E-6 6.3E-06 6,E-06 6.2E46 fJE-06 a3E-0S

"Cs 6,8E-05 95E-5 1-S .2E-04 1,4E44 1,4E04 1,65-04 Nd .85-04 20E-04 2,1E44 2,3E04 2.4E-04 24E-04

Env, 5.5-06 6.5E-06 7.4E-06 7,0E.06 6.4E06 6.7E06 7.OE-06 7.4-6 7.3E-06 7.3E-06 6.9E-6 d4E406

"""Pu 4,1E48 3,5E48 2.4E-08 2,5E-08 2,71-08 29-08 Nd 3,05E08 3,3E-08 3,4E-08 3.6-08 6.9E-08 1,1E-07

Eo ZIE-08 1.4E.08 7.1E09 7.2E.09 7.2E-09 7.5E49 7J,3E-09 7,4E9 7.5E8-09 7.5E-09 2.1t-08 3.6E-0

Pu+u'Am 8,E-09 9,8E-09 1,1-08 1,4E4S 1,6-08 1.SE5-08 Nd 1,8E5- 2,05-8 ZIE-08 2.2E48 3.5E-08 5.OE-08

Errr 254-09 5E09 2.5E-09 2.E-09 31E-09 3.0E.09 Z7E-09 26E-9 2.6E-09 2.7E-09 5,7E-09 9C.0E09

'Cm 3,7-09 4,ZE-09 4.4-09 7.6E-09 1,E-08 1.3E-08 Nd 1.5E-08 1,7E48 1,SE-08 1.8-08 3,2E-08 48E-08

Error 12E49 .1E09 9.5E310 17-9 2,5E-09 2.6E49 Z7E-09 Z9E-09 2.6E-09 24809 5.8E-09 9.4f409

Mo 3.9E-03 4,8E43 5.6E-03 6.0E43 6.3E-03 6.SE-03 Nd 6.9E-03 7.5543 7,9E43 8.3E43 9.0E-03 9.7E-03

Errr A2E-04 '.38E4 84E-4 78E- 7.2E40 7.1E-04 6.6E44 654 6,JE4J-4 6 63.-0 78E-04 CE-04

2U 1.8E-06 1,SE-06 1.7E06 1.4E-06 .5E-06 1,6E-06 nd l.4E406 1,4-06 1.4E06 1.4E-06 ,3E-06 5. 1 E-0

Em, 2.0E-07 1.6E.07 1.2E-07 82E-2 82E8-8 A2E-8 6.9E4S 687E-8 66E-08 6.6E- 6,6E-0 42E-07
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TABLE 9. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
fission products and actinide concentrations (molWl) in weekly samples in the
different media

Clay/Granitic Groundwater
Sampling n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Ii 12 Final

Tume(days) 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
dme (days)

Sr 8.3E-09

Envor 1,29.09

134CS 5.25-10

Cs 1.25-07

Effw 6.9E-09

2,4E-09

4.4E-09

6.6E-10

3.1E10

6,8E 08

- IE-09

1,4E.09

2.6E.09

3.9E-10

2.05-30

4.4E-08

2,6E09

27U

U

23
,Pu

PU

WCM

2.8E-08 I.650

2.E85. 1.65.0

lnur I .81.09 . 61.0

<1.85.11 3.6E.12

<3.81-11I 7.6E-12

&m' 1.9E-11 3.1-12

<4, 1 E,14 .4.2515

43,611.14 <7.3E-iS

8,1E-10

1,5E-09

2.7E-10

1.65-10

3,4E-08

ZIE-09

3.3E-08

3,3E08

3.3-09

6,7E-12

1.4E-1I

6.9E-12

<8.2E15

<7.3E15

5,1E-09

5.25-09

5.21-10

73E-10

1,3E49

ZOE 10

1,4E-10

3.0£08

1.OE10

3,6E-12

7,6E-12

3,SE.12

4.2E-15

d73-15

4.4E09

4,5E09

*,3E-10

5,7E310

1,0E-09

1.51-10

1.2E-10

2.65-08

1.E9

IOE-11

2,1E-11

lE-II

4.2-15

<73E-15

6.3E-10

1,tE-09

17E-10

3.8E-II

8.3E-09

5.0E-10

2.7-09 3.1E08

2,8E49 3,2E48

2,3E-10 3.2E49

3.6E-12

7.6E-12

3.E-12

d2E-15

<7,3E 15

1,2511

1.3E.11

<.2E,15

<7.35.15

MO 1.15-06

Emir 1.1E.07

1.0E06

IOE-07

5.15-07

5.110

4.1E-07

41,E4J

2,OE-07

70e1.

2,0E-07

2.0E0

2,0E-07

2.0E4U

Granite/Granitic Groundwater
Samplingn 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I1 12 Final

rime (days) 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)

ISr 4,7-09 1,6E-09 1,E-09 5,5E 10 6,8E-10 4.0E.10 1.4E-09

Sr 8,45-09 2.9E-09 20E-09 9.8E-10 1,2E09 7.2E-10 X6E-09

Inw 1,38.0 4,4E.10 3.0.o 1IJ5-10 1-O I.1,.10 3.9E-10

134CS 4.7E-10 4.1E-10 3.5E-10 110 2.OE-10 1.9E-10 7.4E-II

Cs 1.05-07 9.OE4-0 7.85-S 3.5E4 4.5E- 4,248 1.6E-08

Enw 6.2E09 5.4E49 4,71309 2.1E.9 o.75-0 20 9E.10

7su 6.0-8 2.0E08 5.4E49 7,0E49 4.4E-09 2.0E-09 51E-08

U 6.1E48 2.0E4S 5.4E-09 7,1E-09 4.4E09 2.0E-09 5.2E-08

EnW 109 2.OE49 5.4E.10 7.IE-10 4.4E-10 2.0E10 5.2E-09

23'Pu 3.65-1I <3.6E-12 3.6E-12 3.6E-12 c3.6E 12 3,6E-12 1.5E-1I

Pu 7.6E-11 dl,6E-12 7,6E-12 7.6E-12 <7.6E-12 7.6E-12 3,0E-11

£nw 3,6E-11 1.E-12 3.812312 3.812 3,3E-12 3.0E.12 1.5E-II
2

"Cm 3.6E-13 2.1E-13 4,7F-14 .I-13 1.l1E13 2,3E14 I.IE-13

Cm 3.2513 1.8E.13 4.15.14 9.7E-14 9.71-14 - 2,1E-14 9.7E-14

Inw 9.5E-14 55E-14 1.2E14 7.E914 ZVE-146 2-15 2E-14

Mo 3,7E-06 2,6E06 1,7E-06 DE-06 1.4E-06 1,0-06 7.2E-07

Er, 1E7 26f41 1.7M7 IOE47 1.4E-07 1,OE47 7.2E-0

To be continued on next page...
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TABLE 9 (continuation). Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel Integral leaching experiments:
fission products and actinide concentrations (mol-1) in weekly samples In
the different media

ClaylClayey Groundwater
Sampling n I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I1 12 FUa

rime (days) 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative S 12 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)

90Sr 7.3-09 1,3-09 I.OE409 7,1E-10 6,3E-10 6,3E-10 4.8E-10

Sr 1,3E4S 2.3-09 1.SE09 1.3E49 I.IE-09 I.109 8,6E10

Emrrr 2.0E-09 3.5E-10 2JE-10 1.9E-10 1.7E-10 .7E-10 ).3E-10

134CS 3.5E-10 1.9E-10 1.3E5-10 I.OE-IO 8.SE3-II S.3E-11 3.7E I I

Cs 7.6-08 4.1E08 3.0E-08 2.3E-08 1.9E-08 I.SE08 S.E-09

Ermr 40.6E-0 2E-09 L.E09 1.41E9 1,2E49 IIE.09 4,&Z.10

23'U 1.7E.07 2.1E-08 1.2E4-8 21E-08 3.3-08 8,1E-10 3,6E-07

U 1.SE-07 2,1E08 1,2E08 2,1E-08 3,3E-08 822-10 3.7E07

Eryor 1.8E-0 2.1E-09 1.2E-09 2.1E-09 3.3E-09 o,2E-l1 3,7E-4

39Pu <I,SE-II <3,6E.12 <362-12 6.7E-12 3,6E-12 3,62-12 7,3E-12

Pu <3,SE-11 <7,6E-12 <7.6E-12 1AE-ll 7.6E-12 7,6E-12 1.5E-11

Ero, 1.9E-11 3.JE12 3.8E-12 6,9E.12 3.8E.12 3,E-12 7,6E.12
2
,Cm <4.1E14 9.6E-14 1.5E-14 2,3E-14 4.E-14 1.5E-14 1,6E-14

Cm <3.6-14 8,5214 1.3E-14 2.1-14 3,5E-14 1.3E-14 1,5E14

Errr LIE-14 2.5E-I 4,OE-15 6.2E-15 .1E-14 4,E15 4,4E-15

Mo 3.1E06 3,2E-06 3.SE-06 2.9-06 2,5E-06 22E-06 1,7E-06

Err 3.E-07 3.2E.07 3.8E07 2.9E-07 2.5E-07 2.2E-07 ).7E-07

Granite/Clayey Groundwater
Sampling a 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Fimal

Tme (days) 5 7 9 7 7 7 14 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative 5 12 21 28 35 42 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)

'Sr 7.9E-10 7,5E-10 7,1E 10 ad 5,3E 10 7,4E-l0 6,3E-10

Sr 1,4E-09 1,3E 09 1,3E49 9,5E-10 1,3E-09 .IE-09

En,,, 2.1.10 2.01-10 1.91-JO 1.4O 201E-10 7E10

'34Cs 1.6E-10 2,1E-l0 1,7E-10 Ad 1,8E-10 1.7E-10 1.2E-10

Cs 3,6E4- 4.5E48 3,7E8 4,0E-08 3,8E-08 2,6E-08

Ern,, 2,1E-09 V7E-0 2.2E-09 2,4E109 2JE-09 1,6t49
23

Su 9.3E-8 3.2E-08 3,1E-08 nd 1,3E-08 6.E-09 ISE-10 2.5E-07

U 9.42-O8 3,3E48 3.1E08 1,4E-08 6,1-09 1.SE-I0 2,6E-07

EffoF 9.J409 33E-09 3E-09 I.JE-09 6,1E-10 t.JE-11 2.6E-0

23PU lSE-II 3,6E-12 3.6E-12 ad 3.6E-12 3,6E-12 3.0E-II

Pu 3,8E-11 7.6E-12 7.6E-12 7,6E-12 7,6E.12 6,3E-II

1rmr 1,9-11 3JE-12 3,8E-12 lE-12 3E-12 3.2E-il
244

Cm 4,E-14 3.1E-14 8,6E-14 nd 9,6E 14 7,0E-14 3.3E-13

Cm 3,62-14 2,SE-14 7,6E-14 8,5E-14 6,2E-14 2.9E-13

Erwr tlE-t4 84E-15 23E.14 26E-14 1,9E-14 J.7E-14

Mo 4.4E-06 4.32-06 3AE-06 nd 2,7E06 2.5E-06 2,8E06

Efrer 4.41-07 4,3E47 3.4E.07 2.7E-07 2.5E-07 2,8E47
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TABLE 10. SIMFUEL integral leac7ing experiments
Distribution (6) of elements in solution, in colloid (2 nm < 0 < 0,45 pm) or dissolved
form

r" ClmnfteG* aylCg Gran q
Groandwata, j Gremdwater Groundtwr GroundwtW

Dissolved
fIm

Dissolved
farm

colloid Dissolved
form

colloid Dissolved
form

colloid

Sr 15 85 15 85 16 84 12 88
Mh{ . 16 84 16 84 Is 82 13 87
Hadi 13 J 7 13 J 7 Is 85 4 l 89

Mo 39 61 15 85 16 84 12 88
HMA 43 57 16 i 17 83 13 87

Jaz - 35 65 13 87 14 85 11 89

Ba 19 81 31 69 16 84 3 97
21 79 35 65 17 83 3 97

Mad s 17 83 28 n 14 86 3 97

U 11 S9 14 86 19 81 12 88
MWI 2 98 15 85 21 79 13 87
MaRWmM 20 8D 12 SS 17 83 11 89
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TABLE 11. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments
Cumulative fraction of inventory released in the aqueous phase of weekly samples.

Clay/Granitic Groundwater
Sampling n° 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I1 12 Final
7Tme(days) , 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative time(days) 5 12 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
Sampling volume (mL) 8.6 8,6 94 10,2 10,8 11,3 10,5 10,8 11,3 11,1 11,6 11.8

Sr 8,9E-2 IIE-1 1,4E-1 1,4E-1 1,6E-l I.SE-1 1,9E-1 2,E-1 2,2E-1 2.4E-1 2,5E-1 2.7E-1 2,7E-I
Env, 5.3E-3 5.9E-3 64E.3 5,7E-3 5,9E-3 5.E-3 5.5E-3 6.0E-3 5.52-3 5.5E-3 5,5E-3 5,5E-3 5.2E-3

Mo 1,4E-3 1,4E-3 1,6E-3 2,0E-3 2,OE-3 2,1E-3 2.2E-3 2,3E-3 2,4E-3 2.4E-3 2,4E-3 2,4E-3 2,3E-3
En',, J.5E-5 7.3E-5 7.E-5 8.4E-5 Z7E-5 6,2E-5 6.1E-5 5.7E-5 5.6E-5 4,9E5 4.5E-S 4,32-5 *.IEJ

Ba 8,2E-3 9,1E-3 1IE-2 I.IE-2 IAE-2 15E-2 1,7E-2 1.9E-2 2,1E-2 2,3E-2 2,4E-2 2,7E-2 3,5E-2
En'or .9-4 4.7E-4 5.3E-4 4.5E-4 5.1E-4 50E-4 5,3E-4 5.5E-4 5.6E-4 6.0E-J S.7E-4 6EJ-4 9.7E-4

GranitelGranitic Groundwater
Samplingn° 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 Final
Time (days) 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative time (days) 7 14 19 26 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
Sampling volume (mL) 10,1 10,5 9,8 10.3 9,6 13,3 12,4 10.7 10,7 11.8 11,8 11.3
Sr 9,4E-3 9,8E-3 1,IE-2 2,1E-2 2SE-2 2.3E-2 2,1E-2 2,9E-2 2,5E-2 3,1E-2 2.8E-2 2,8E-2 3,0E-2

Erro 5.6E4 4.9E-4 4.7E4 9.5E-4 1.OE-3 7,4E4 5.4E4 8.5E-4 5,5E-4 7.7E4 5.6E-4 53E-4 5.5E4

Mo 6,0E-3 6.8E-3 7,3E-3 7.6E-3 7.8E-3 8.0E-3 8,8E-3 9.1E-3 9.5E-3 9.6E-3 I.OE-2 I.OE-2 1,OE-2
Er, 3.6E-4 3.5E4 .E-4 2E-4 2,5-4 2.3-4 2.3E-4 2.2E-4 2.1E-4 0E4 2.0E 4 2.0-4 1.8E4

Ba 5,4E-3 7,4E-3 6,7E-3 SIE-3 9,OE-3 9,5E-3 1,2E-2 1.IE-2 1,4E-2 1,4E-2 1,7E-2 15E-2 I.SE-2
Erro, 3.2E-4 3.8E4 28E-4 )E-4 3,1E-4 0E-4 37E-4 2.94 3,9E-4 3.3E-4 4.3E4 2.9E4 37E4

Clay/Clayey Groundwater
Sampling n I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final
Time (days) 7 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative time (days) 7 14 21 26 33 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
Sampling volume (mL) 9,7 8,3 9,7 4,8 8,2 6,1 9.7 10,6 10 9,8 10,8 11.4

Sr 6,1E-2 6,9E-2 7.0E-2 7.5E-2 7,5E-2 7.9E-2 8,0E-2 8,5E-2 9,OE-2 9,3E-2 9.6E-2 9,9E-2 IOE-I
En',r .7E-3 3.3E-3 31E-3 2.9E-3 2,6-3 7JE-3 24E3 2.3E-3 2.3E-3 2.2E-3 .,1E-3 20E-3 70E-3

Mo 2,9E-3 3,9E-3 3,0E-3 3.5E-3 3,0E-3 3,1E-3 3.0E-3 2,9E-3 3,1E-3 3,1E-3 3,2E-3 3,2E-3 3,3E-3
Emr 1.7f-4 2.0E4 124 J.3E-4 9,5E-5 9.0E-5 7.8E E-22.5 7E5-3 6,E-5 6.JE-5 6.6E-5 6,5E-S

Ba 4,2E-3 6,OE-3 7,1E-3 7,8E-3 8,5E-3 9,7E-3 1,IE-2 1,2E-2 1,3E-2 1,5E-2 1,6E-2 1.7E-2 2,2E-2
Errr Z5E-4 12E4 3,3E4 3.2J-4 3.54 3,324 3.8E-4 3.E4 3.9E-4 4.224 4.12-4 .42E4 6.3E4

Granite/Clayey Groundwater
Samplingn° 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final
Time (days) 7 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative time (days) 7 14 21 26 33 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
Sampling volume (mL) 9,9 10,7 9,9 11,2 10,7 7,9 10,2 10.4 9,1 10,1 10.5 10,5
Sr 7,6E-3 6,4E-3 6.5E-3 6.3E-3 6.7E-3 6,9E-3 6,8E-3 7,0E-3 7.3E-3 7,5E-3 7,7E-3 8,0E-3 9.5E-3

Errmr 4.6E4 3,324 2.6E-4 2.2E-4 2.1E-4 1,9E4 1,7E-4 7E-4 1.7E-4 1,7E-4 1.6E4 1.6E-4 2,1E4

Mo 1,3E-2 1,4E-2 1.4E-2 1,6E-2 1,7E-2 1,8E-2 1,9E-2 2.0E-2 2.1E-2 2,IE-2 2,2E-2 2,3E-2 2,4E-2
Errr 7.-4 7.0-4 6.0E4 5.84 5.6J-4 3,5E4 5.2E-4 5.0E4 4.8E4 4.8E4 4.5E-4 4,5E4 4.4E-4

Ba 1,2E-3 2.3E-3 2,6E-3 3,3E-3 4,4E-3 4,3E-3 5,2E-3 5.2E-3 6,4E-3 7,8E-3 7,7E-3 7,SE-3 1.8E-2
Error 7.5E-5 1.224 1.2E4 1,4E4 1.8E4 1.44E 1.7EJ I.E4 1.9E-4 2.E4 20E-4 l.lE4 7.5E4
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TABLE 12. Simfuel leach rates published in the Ifterature
Simfuel Paticle Mode Lthing T (C) Leachant pH P02 Carboates Ofe Leaching Reference
Compo Size duration (moWL;) Rate

sit (days) (mgmO2;j
(at%)

3 pellet sequential -270 25 Allard 8,2 Under 2,010 valeur Bruno et
air eL

3 pelet static -167 25 GroundWater 7,5 0,97 atm 2,75 103 moyenne

6 pellet sequential -270 25 Allard S,2 Under 2,0103 0.008
air

6 pellet static -167 25 GroundWater 7,5 0,97 an 2,75 103

3 pellet flow 25 Allard 8,2 Under 2,0103 0,80
air

3 pellet flow 25 Allard 8,2 Under 2,0 IT 135
air

6 pellet flow 25 Allard 8,2 Under 2,0 If3 0,61
air

3 pel flow 25 GrotndWater 7,5 0,97 atm 2.75 103 0,84

6 pellet flow 25 GroundWater 7,5 0,97 atm 2,75 10-3 1,58

6 pellet flow 25 GroundWater 7,5 0,97 atm 2,75 iT3 1,25

6 pellet sequential 300 30 Allard 8,2 < I ppm 2,0 I03 0,08* Olfila

6 pellet sequential 300 30 Allard 8,2 c I ppm 2,0103 FeCI2 0,04*

6 Grains quasi 77 90 Granitic GW 8,1 AslH-C 1,6 10 Clay/Sand 0.04 Our work
50- static 02 mixture + Fe

250 pm

6 Grains quasi 77 90 GraniticGW 8.1 Ar/H2 C l,6103 Granite+Fe 0,01 nwan
50- static 02 apparent

250pm

6 Grains quasi 77 90 ChyeyGW 8,8 AdIC 1,4102 Clay/Sand 0,01 leaching
50- static 02 mixture +e rates

250 pm

6 Grains quasi 77 90 ClayeyGW 8,8 AtH21C 1,4102 Granite+Fe 0,0001**
50- static 

250 im
*e&-ttinedfrom a graphic ading ** w low coreti (i0,45)
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TABLE 13. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel (60 GWd/tHM) activity and mass inventories
calculated by CESAR code after 2797 days of cooling (01/01/1997).

Actinides Fission Products

Element Isotope I a Specific I 0 Specific I Specific Mass Element Isotope l Specific I Specific Mass

Acdvity Activiy (,)i Activity (/t)
(Bq/g,) (8qg) I (g/L,) 

, . . .

Ra

Tn
lh

Th
Th

Pa

Pa

U

U
U

U

U
U

U

Np

Np

Np

Pu

PU

Pu

Pu
Pu

Pu

Pu
Am

Am

Am

Cm

Cm

Cm

Cm

Cm

Cm

Cm

Bk

Cf
Cf

Cf

Cf

244

228

229

230

232

231

233

232

233

234

235

236

237

238

237

238

239

236

238

239

240
241

242
244

241

242m

243

242

243

244

245

246

247

248
249

249

250

251

252

2,663E+03
2,665E+03
3,452E-02

4,850E+00
8.204E-06
1,709E+00

OOOE+00
3,084E+03
1,420E+00
4,801E+04
3.970E+02
1,472E+04
0,000E+00
1,126E+04
2,345E+04
0,OOOE+00
0,000E+00
8,924E+03
3,365E+08
1.372E+07
2,741E+07
1.258E+05
1,930E+05
3,10SE-02

8,566E+07
2,182E+03
2,750E+06
4,3296+05
2,245E+06
4,5S5E+08
9,773E+04
3.294E+04
2,109E-01
1.639E+00
2,469E-02
5.317E+I0
1,622E+02
1,712E+00
7,793E+01I

- T 7 -

2,34E+04

1,26E+05

2. SE+03

2,75E+06

4,509E-07

8,787E-05

4.386E-06

6,494E-03

2.022E-03

9,702E-04

3,053E-05

3,895E-03

3.978E-03

2,106E+02

4,965E+03

6,303E+03

4,171E-0

9,093E+05

8.990E+02

2.277E-07

3,204E-04

4,539E04

5,314E+02

6,045E+03
3,252E+03

1.347E+03

1.367E+03

4,736E-02

6.758E+02

1,277E+00

3,738E+02

3,533E-03

1,320E+00

1,532E+02

1,545E+01

2,886E+00

6,143E-02
1,ISOE-02

6.413E-07
3,509E-04
4,009E-05

2,917E4-5

3,929E-06

5,13E+09 

Se
Kr
Rb
Sr
Sr
Sr
Sr
Y
Y
Zr

Zr

Nb
Mo
Mo

Mo
Mo
Mo
Tc
Ru
Ru
Rh
Pd
Ag
Cd
Cd
In
Sn
Sn
Sn
Sn
Sb
Sb
Sb
Te
Te

Te
C
Cs
Cs

Cs

Ce
Pr

Pm
Pm
Sm
Eu
Eu
Eu
Tb

79

85

87
186

;88

!89
j90

!9o
91
93

95

95

95

96
97

98

100

99

103

106

106

107

lOrn

113

I 13m

115

121

121m

123

126

124

125

126

123
127

127m

129

134

135

137

144

144

147

148m

151

152

154

155

160

2.157E+04

3,477E+08

1,364E+00

0,000E+00
3,800E+09

3,801 E+09

1,566E-04

1, 14E+05
4,115E-03

9,132E-03

9,124E+05

0.00E+00

1,513E+08

1,513E+08
8,826E+03 |

2521E+06

1,596E-09

1,697E+06

4,459E-07
9,884E+05

2,853E+05

1.65 +O 1
4,486E+04

O,OOE+00

6.486E+07

4,486E+04

1,035E07

1.003E+01
2,457E-01

2,122E+03

9,940E+08

3,042E+04

6,017E+09

4,460E+07
4.4606+07

9,188E+08

O,OOOE+00

1,993E+07

7,S85E+05

3,466E+08

3,066E+08

1,366E-04

8,372E+00
2,395E+01
4,307E+02
8,802E-01

6,012E+02
O,OOOE+00
7,530E+02
1,888E-01
1726E- 13
1,273E+03
5,177E-12
6.312E-12
1,34OE+03
1,260E+02
1,469E+03
1,554E+03
1,759E+03
1,455E+03
0,000E+0O
1.233E+00
1,145E-06

4,643E+02
1,434E-02
1,268E-01
1,973E-01

1,938E+00
2,791E-05
6,409E-01
5,431E-08

4,273E+01
0,000E+00
1.698E+00
1,451E-05
9,624E-03
1,027E-10
2,933E-08

3,249E+02
2,076E+0
7,141E+02

1,877E+03
3,787E-0 1
1,595E-05

2,678E+01
OOOOE+00
2,047E+01
1,208E-0 1

3,551E+01
1,7S2E+01
3,270E- 13

4,59E+05

3,96E+01

!
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TABLE 14. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel (60 GWd/4HM) activity and mass inventories
calculated by CESAR for exploitation of preleaching test results (cf. grey cells data)

Date 01/01/96 -0196 01101/97

Cooling time 2431 : -261-4 2797

Inventory calculated exted calculated

Radionuclide Activity inventory (Bq.gu'

.Sr 3,89x10' .3,clO . 3,80xl0

'25% 8,33xlO' 7. 4101 6,49xl0W

34Cs 1,39x109 9,94x10'

137CS 6,16x109 6,02x109

2N+24,pU41x110 4,1x10

23 +24Am 4,17x10 flj ,-,; 4,22x10

2^4Cm 4,76x108 61O 4,59xle

Element Mass inventory (ug.gu')
Mo 6248 6245 6248

Tc 1455 1455 1455

Zr 6576 -65B5 6594

U 920806 920810

Nd 7506 75- f . - 7507

TABLE 15. Mass inventory of Simfuel (6 at%)
Elements of Simulated Specific chemical composition (g/l100gu)

addition elements As fabricated Measured

mean value a
Ba Ba 0,24 * 0,02 0,225 0,015
Cc Ce, Pu 1,46 ± 0,02 1,660 0,080
La La, Am, Cm 0,25± 0,02 0,270 0,020
Mo Mo 0,47 0,02 0,460 0,070
Sr Sr 0,10 ± 0,02 0,965 0,015
Y Y 0,06t0,02 0,280 0,020

Zr Zr 0,48 0,02 N.D. ND.
Rh Rh 0,06:t 0,02 0,530 0,060
Pd Pd 0,24 ± 0,02 0,095 0,005

Ru Ru, Tc 0,44 ± 0,02 0,064 0,009
Nd Nd, Pr, Pm, Sm 0,83 ± 0,02 0,540 0,040
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TABLE 16. Gravelines 3+2 preleaching: leachates analysis results
Contactdme(days) 1 5 8 7 14 13 22 21 49

Cumulative contact 1 6 14 21 35 48 70 91 140
time (days)

Leachant Volume 93,8 89,0 91,3 85,5 68,0 101,3 97.8 100,9 90,1
(mL)

Remaining Lachate 7,3 6,4 14,9 7,8 12,3 8,0 14,4 13,1 0,0
Volume (mL)

Acn'viry (Ba/mL)

'0Sr 1,07E+05 6,20E+04 1,1OE+05 4,69E+04 8,75E+04 3,62E+04 6,60E+04 3,55E+04 6,30E+04

'2Sb <5,42E+03 <1,76E+03 <5.12E+02 1,42E+03 1,I IE+03 1,26E+03 i55E+03 1,17E+03 c 8.90E+02

"4CS 5,17E+05 1,56E+05 5,12E+04 4,02E+04 4.80E+.04 2,01E+04 2.52E+04 1,93E+04 3,92E+04

137CS 3.36E+06 9,30E+05 3,09E+05 2,57E+05 3,07E+05 1,30E+05 1,58E+05 1,22E+05 2,57E+05

"PU
41+2,Pu 2.50E+01 6,OOE+00 1,70E+01 3,00E+01 1,70E+01 2,00E+01 2,00E+01 6,00E+00 5,70E+01

2Cm 535E+02 5,65E+02 1.08+03 1,51E+03 1.90E+03 5,48E+02 2,14E+02 2,1SE+02 1,48E+03

3PU +UIAAm 2,92E+02 1,OOE+02 3,21E+02 4,60E+02 3,22E+02 3,03E+02 1,48E-+02 4,60E+01 8,34E+02

Elementary Concentrations (mg1L)

U 4,51 8,42 8,3 10.57 17,85 6,41 2,77 4,51 5,12

Nd 0,02 0,03 0,05 0,05 0,09 0,03 < 002 0,02 0.03

Tc c 0,08 < 0,08 0.02 0,03 0,05 0,05 0,05 0,03 < 0,02

Mo 0,12 <0,05 <0,05 <0.05 0.07 0,12 0,21 0.1 <0,05

Zr 0,01 0,01 0,02 0.01 0,02 0,01 < 0.01 < 0,01 < 0,01

TABLE 17. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
filtered and ultrafiltered supematant solution analysis results

Medium ClaylGranitie Granite/Graniic Clay/Clayey Granite/Clayey
Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater

Supernatant filtered ultrafitered filtered ultrafitered filtered ultrafitered filtered ultrafitered
Treatment

Acvi&t (BqhnL)
'0 Sr 295 257,5 336 339 224 271,5 296 288
0°Co <0.8 <0,9 <1,3 <1.2 <0,8 <0,9 <1,6 <1.1

Ru < 35,5 < 34,5 <24 < 48,5 < 36 < 35,5 < 124 < 125
125Sb < 16 < 16 35 43 18 25 < 30 < 30
13Cs 240 242 473 484 235 245 764 790
WcS 1850 1870 3620 3670 1780 1810 5890 5990
'"Ce < 15 < 15 < 21 < 21 < 15 < 15 < 27 < 27
1"4Eu <4 <4 <6 <6 <4 <4 <8 <8
24t.4m <30 <30 <42 <42 <30 <29 <53 <53
""MN < 0,006 0,012 0.024 0,018 0,012 0,006 0,05 0,006
3mpU+"UAm 0,031 0,02 0,07 0,024 0,018 0.024 0,21 0,12
2"Cm 0,006 <0,006 0,08 0,006 0,012 <0,006 0.24 0,018

Elementarj Concentraton (mglL)
Mo < 0,02 < 0,02 0,07 0.07 0,17 0,17 0.27 0,28
Tc 02 c 002 < 0,02 < 002 < 0.02 < 0,02 < 002 <0,02 <0,02
Zr 0,02 < 0.01 < 0,01 <,01 < 0,01 < 0.01 < 0,01 < 0,01
U <0,0 <0,08 <0,08 <0,08 <0,08 0,09 0,0 0,08
Nd < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02

Isotope ConceWiion (0ogL)
'Sr 154 163 182 179 100 119 555 754
fTc < I <3 3c6 5l < I 40. cl 29<8
""Np cl cl cl cl cl <I clc
2AU 3,7 3,9 6,1 5,9 42,9 40,2 303 29,8
24 <I I < II cl cl <cl < zI 
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TABLE 18. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
weekly samples analysis results.

Clay/Granitic Groundwater
SanplhIg n'
rmie (days)
Cumaivc
time (days)
Sampnng
Volume (mL)

"CO
"Ru

'Its
tMC

24A,#m
2NMft

7
7

10

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 na
5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91

9,5 8,3 10,4 9,2 10 11,7 10.4 10,3 10,2 12,6 11,1

ActAi*j(Bgh .L)
2155 f6525 1150 91:0 675 2,73L 380,5 60,75 $M 341 , 267,5 281,25 295
<3,0 - 8: <2,5 <2,3 <2,0 . <2,0 <2,0 <18 <1,5 - <12 <08
< 175 415S- < 136 G<t22 <IOS1 cl9 <93 91 < 89 <85 <81 -7 <'C58- <36
<81 72 < 63 <51<42 08- < 38 93 <16

3350 I M67 1990 -- 13' 1270 'k3 Wj o 10 8s86 . 750 M 240
23300 -1 750 14200 11645 909 7050 6 6410 <395280 <3565c 1850

< 148 < 132 <115 1 <92 <87t <81 0 <79 < 6 O <30

<003 'G18 0 006 .002 0155 0,011 o 0,006 .1 0,017 0,1115< 0,006

0,17 0,91 0012 006 002 '0185 0,017 0,017 0,02. 0,023 0,027 0,031

<0,030 <0,018 <0006 <0,006 <0,006 <0, 0 0,006 0 0,906 0,006 , 0106 0,006
Ekaueu~ni7 Cc~nbe (IL)

0,11 040 0,1 D 005 -p,0 0,04 003 0 02 2 <0,02 < 0,02

<002 <0,02 <0,02 <2 <002 ;22,- <0,02 0 c02 < O02.< <0,00202< 0,02~~~~~~0 05 - <0 1 aB < 0,01 _ < <0,01 < 1<00 .9000:0,02
c 0,08 < <,08 '0.-(< <0,08 <<0,0800 <08 < 0,08 < <0,08 <0,08
<0,02 i-4Q2 <0,02 <02 <0,02 t <0,02 4<0,02 <002 <,02 <0,02 0.02' <0,02

SAL hoeppe~50 Coaceaeraton (,'gIL) i' v596 ~ eh 4_ i w 24)
596 4 56 264 251' 252 -=6. 240 2

t,. ~ 6 5 '< <I 3,72 <5 7,8-',502 1 1 1,046 < - 0,648 7:46

gz < 1 S ~~~~3,72 S 7,78 145j 1.224 1 16 0,648 70B

Mo
Tc

U
Nd

&
"Tc

MU

GranlteJGranitc Groundwater
Sambpl n°
Th (days)
Cumulafive
tim (days)
SamPIN
Volune (mL)

o
'"Rn
HSb

U7CS

04Eu
341Am

23Pu+
4

a'Am

Mo
Tc
Zr
U
Nd

"Sr
mUc

23U

7
7

2 3 4 5 6 7
5 7 9 7 7 7

12 19 28 35 42 49

8 9 10 11 12 Fia!
7 7 7 7 7 7
56 63 70 77 84 91

9,7 10,7 10,1 11,7 9,7 6,2 9,6 6,5 10,7 11,8 12,5 13,5

2185 .r:'i475- 765 - 647; 530 .30 256 1211 321 "'15 4 187 .= 672
< 8, <2H- <72 .KA- < 2,5 . < t ( 2,5 A 2,5 < 4. < 2 ,3

168,0 -W6 <13 t-k'^J49' < 144.0 WIN: v < 96,5 .- C ,3< 19.0 <- 10g < 6t C4.0

2990 i--00 2610 - 2270 1650 1030 .170 1310 1260 1210 41t5- 473

20900 91100 18700 17500 16300 1r150 7400 gm 840Q7. 9400 9065 8730 .617i 3620
<72 <-.;70 <68 t.i <63. 3 < 43 <4 48 <47 3. <21

< 20 0 <19 9 < is < a 5 12 -- 13' <14 <I4 < <13 -0. <6
<141 "t'4137 <133 ic <124 C <84 <89 94 <92 <90<66 <42

0,06 0,033 <0,006 0,0006: .0,006 - 0,006 '00 < O,OD6 -,006 0,006 i0,' 9151Fi 0,024
0,11 b,085 0.06 0,V47 0,034 _ 0,057 F 0515 0,046 F0 0,023 0,0461 0,07

0,260 0,205 0,150 - 0,034 O,O O0080 - OO 0,080 ,, 0,017 0,0485 0,080
_ky Cow (dL)

Q36 04-= O,25 j ,Q17 l 0ee 2 14 I ,Q10 al 0,07
<Eo4S~u3-'- <Qmi'$i¢ <QQgorousl, <Qwt2 ap-.- , Q2-iR a

004 -- 0,03. <QO01 2;_.; f' <Q,0 a <0,0 -*MCQ <QO1 a cW-- < l -,0 <QO2 l < Q01
0,8 00 <00 <0S0B" <d(0 -M <0, 8B : <OB0 -'ipU - <QOB CO <0 ao

--- 9'610t-' 2 - B-4F< c 02 02
<0 0 < Z< , 2 % . < 2~ 4 < <L <002 k L < 2 ..~< 0,02

~~~'6 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l 610J, 72 ~ 8 47.6 19,8 . 2 ,5 22 364,0

,19,0 1 9 41 < < 1 - 7 4 10 <1 <1 1

* i--to143 4.8 .3;y1,3 . .7 ,0-<t<11Z

To be cmranud on nenpage..
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TABLE 18 (continuation). Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel Integral leaching experiments:
weekly samples analysis results.

Clay/Clayey Groundwater
Sampling n0

Time (days)
Cumulative
time (days)
Sampling
Volume (ml-)

'06Ru

137CS
"'

110 2Pu
23 Pu+u"Am
,"CM

MO

U
Nd

"sr
'"Te

Np
2MU
zON

I 5
. 5

2 3 4
7 9 7
12 21 28

5 6 7 8
7 7 7 7

35 42 49 -56

9 81 8.9 9.6 9.8 13 11.3 8.9

Aczvtiy(BqhnL)
3425 -~ 5 605 5`4Z75 4805 I 406.5& 332.5 315,28
<3.0 <2 5 < 2.0 -<2.0 < 2.0 <2.0 <2. ,. z

<14 .5 < 128: <1I125 <104 < 95.5 <89z <83.0 Mi--<SO
< 68 ~Y-5: <49 46 < 42 40 <37 36.

2220 I75 19 1025.5 861 -.76 663 EK-1613,5,:
156C00 -12110 5620 740 6200 5.485 4770 -:~4410

<58 c52 <~~46 <42, <37 _ 36. <34 <33~
< 17 K-<i < 13 <12. <11 > II. <10 < 0

< 123 < 17 <91 ~<84 <77 *~73. <69 - 651
<0.L03 :10018, < D.006 11c0 -<0006 C< C9, 0.01 I .08

0.14 0,087 0.034 0.0315 0.029 0 26 0.023 ~.0,01 7
< 0.03 0.0 0.070 00406: W I0 1 -K, 0.1 . 1 - 0023

0.3~ 0.305 ~ Elamentary Coneenbudton (mgIL)
W a3O5 0,31 0.34. 037~ ;0.325 0.Q28 0..`~`26

<0.04 <0.3 < 0.02 - 0.2' <0.02 <00~ <02 <002 ,
0.06 <0 4 < 0.01 7 <0.01 < 0.0 01 1 0.01 :"< 0.01

0.77 0. 3 < 08 <0.08s - < 005 0 < 0.L08 _ <0 8
<<0.02 0.2 <0.0, 002 <0.02 < .02. <0.02 <0.M02

Isotope Coneentretin (pS/L)
410 -356 302 248 192 -1W17 4 

593. i 41.2 231 5.0 3. 28ZS 3 49
- < I < < < 1 1 <

9 10 I11 12 Final
7 7 7 7 7 '

63 70 77 84 91

9.8 12.9 10.7 122

298 .297.75, 297.5 260.75 224
< 2.0 < 2.0 < 2.0 < 1.4 < 08

< 76.5- <476 < 7. 56 < 36,0
< 34- i<34, <34 :<'26 18
564 Aw54 528 381.5 235

4050 -3970, 3890 2835 1780
<32 ":<c32 <31 <23 < 15
<9 <9 <9 <7 < 4

< 61 <61 <61 < 46 <30
0.006 0,006 0.006 0.OO 0.012
00 I .0 7 Q0023 0.02 5- 0018 1
0.029 - 00 0.011 W 015I 0.012

0.24 0.225 0.21 0.19 Q.17

< 0.02: :<0.02 < 0.02 < 0.02 <0.02
00 1 <0 0 1 1 < .01I <0.01 < 0.01I

< 0.0 <0. S < 0.8Q 008 <0.08
<0 0 002; <0.02 - 002 <0.02

'I~:144

- 6.

.; <11.

147 i 138

7.8 . --40 ~
<1 !.;-cl< 

130 199
< 1 < 1
<1I <1I
< 1 85.8
< 1 <1I

grnRtIyClayey Groundwater
Sampling n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 A~nal
ime (days) 5 7 9 7 7 7 14 7 7 7 7 7

Cumulative 5 12 21 28 35 42 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)
Sampling 11.9 10.8 11.3 9.3 10.6 &9 Not 146 9.9 10.4 13.5 12.8
Volume (ML) done

0Sr 371.5 - 361, 350.5 -341.75 333 - 1 -270. 249 2975 348.5 322.25 296
loco <25. <23 <20 -cZ0 < .0 <23- <28 <3.0 -< 8 <5 < .1 < 1.6

"'Ru <104.0 <110 <115,0. <1~~09 <1 2 0 103 . 105 < 105.5 <102 < 99.0 <81 < 62.0

wSb 241 < 152 63 <58 7cfl <47 <48 < 48 < 48 < 47 <39 <30
lucs 1040 -1180' 1320 125 1090 1A107.5 11425: 1160 1130 1100 932 764

's7220 8380 9540 . 8620 7700 -7880 8240 842 8205 7990 69 0 590
<43 <46 <49 <47 <44 <45 <4 4 4 ~ 3 2

<2 <3 < 13 <13 < 12 <12 <13 <13 < 13 < 12 <10 <
,Am ~ < 85 <491 <96 <91 < 86 <788 <8 <688 < 87 < 70 <3

2N,24 <0.03 0.1 .0 0.006 .006 - 0.066 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.028 001 3Pu+24 Am 0.06 0.05 5 0.57 - 1063' Q.069 - 650056- 0.0 1 0.051 0.051 0.1305 0.1
24 m < 0.03 0.0265 0.023 0043! 0.063 0.650068 0.07 0.0605 0.051 0.1455 0.240

Elementay Concentration (mg/L)
M o 0.~~ ~~43 A. 2 0 4 0.37 5. 033 0. .2 8 026 0.25 0.24 .256 0.27

<0 04 <003: < 0.0O2 .-c .02 ' < 0 2 -<02 2 U Z.0 < 0.0O2 <0.0 < 0.02 < 0.0 - < 0
r < 0. 2, <002 < 0.01 :11001 < 01 , 0 0 <<0.01 0.0 <0 01 <0.0 <0 01 0.0

U 0.13 ~ c . < 0. 8 <0 0 < 0.08`% d o - <'.08 < 08 <008 < 0.08 S<.0 0 0
Nd <0.02 <.c 02. <.0 0 0<0<.0 0.02. < 002 <0.02 <0Q02 <0.02 <0.02

isotope Cancenawktlon
Usr -145 125 105 84 :66. 47 7; 23--Z 29 17 4.9 11110

m UC 2i5'2 . 1 2. 7 .7 7 . 7 .I. - 3 1.4 % 1 - < 1 6 0
~~" P u 2 .4 1 .6 < 1 < 1 - < 1 < 1 < 1 c i ~~~~~~~~~~~~~< 1 < < 1 < 1

7XU IT 7, 74 4 1d1 6
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TABLE 18. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel integral leaching experiments:
filter rinsing solution analysis results

Clay/Granitic Groundwater
Sanphngx 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12rnim(days) 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7cau dnvehim 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84(days)

ASy(BL)
"Sr 84 -- 4AX : 4.8~- :-.-3D~illD 3.4 L' 2,23 1.05 270,---S6: 0.875 J. 3 0:0 2: 0,77 -72"Co <1.0 (0,75 < 0,5 < S- 0,8 <0 <08 - N0,9 <1,0 0O <10 X
'Rn < 34,5 1c ,0 <6,8 7,1 < 7,5 *.,. <7,0 -<675 < 6,5 -. ,75 < 7,0 . . 7

1'Sb <16,0 9 < < 2,9 <4 < < 3,0 <1,7 1"'CS 268 L`U 5,3 5,2 43 -4,9 5,5 '= 2.03 0.30,"CB is6o 29 36 gR2~ 26~. 28 31 195 
'Ce < 15.0 'c <2,8 < <2.8 <20 Y< <2, 4 0 1,80

0% < 40 . - <0 , <o <0O,7 -,8 <088 0A <08 0 <07 651.4m <29.0 - 17 < 9 ,4 <5,9 ', < 5,8 < 5,3 <5,2 <5,0 415
0 02 u 0.007 0 002S 001 <00 0.0 07 0.007 7
0.8O2 iAi. 0.02 0, 0033 0 0019 0, 027 0a2,3 0,02 306"'Cm 2,38.: <J19 <0,@< .007 0 0,007 '<0,0OP7 001 ,05 0,02 0,0Z79 0,013 i-.089

Ek- CM- (mg-fvL)
Mo <~~~~~0,05 <00-<,2~< 2 < 0,02 ~-<,02 < 0,02 <01 <0,02 <0.2.<002,-.c,0

< af02 <OA0

< 0502 -- c < 0,02 *,03 <002 -. 01 < 002 >0.02 . < 0,02 ,0. < 0,02 g<0,2
Zr <001 -<0.01 0 01 1 0 <001 < 0,01 'W-,c& < 0,01 + -'<0 <0,0 . 01 <0.01

TC <008 -0S <0,os <08 -0,0.08 <0,08 < E < 0,06Nd < 002 -O~ <002 < 0 ,2 <0,02 <E~lE2YS < 0, 02 3M <0,02 +< <0 2
- C MWOR (Opt)"Sr 1,62 2.~~~~~~716 .I' 3,24 - ~9 1,54 k 2 3,32 2,4 ,6 , ,8 1,21

Granite/Grauific Groundwater
Sel1iuigne I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Tm (dlYS) 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7t;aFied 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84(dys)

"Sr 26 - 18. . IN14.25' 10,5 390 7,5 0 4-~3,25 ' 61 3,f 16 - -. 0"C. <08 <5 <0,9 < 0,9 I <5 I <,9 <I1. S 1 95

#<SO <50 < 8,0 - 7,50 -7- <£6, < 50 <0 <C13,0 ~1. <70 -<4.00
"'ChaS n- 1 25 3 '|S 5 i.. 24 - ,0 174 1 50 .1200

Cs 126 . 435 4- 406 -. 176 12 -9 .719 6 1260 704. 349 4 .-
"'C <4. S <O < 22 -.. c. < 21 <S < 50 Z C<130 -<, <7,0 <0

2,06 is ,13 4751 002 X 03 , 9 0 0

,OLD 004 <
4

2A ,1 OJ 0,3 <,2 02 9 0W 1,3., O,3 01 4

E-a~ Cmwndon 

ke C -- O <0,0 <0 ,0 << I0 ,02 PA' <0102 7 0. 4 <0 7.0
r-01 -0,014 <00 sI ..<9,OY <0,01 * 0I 0- - 'o <I i i 1 0,01 <I

U <0,06 - .<0,0~ <0,08 A P <0,0 0,01 <035 I <0,08 .- <D. _0,18 <00 |

Nd <0,02 ;~~~-<04,0 - 20,2~2 <0,0 %Od <002 <0,12 0 <0,O2~O
"to Io,1 2 < 2,2~ 1<718 A ,7 i's-~~ ,4 :,0 ,c - < 4.0 <~~<1 -, I
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TABLE 19 (continuation). Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel Integral leaching experiments:
filter rinsing solution analysis results

ClaylClayey Groundwater
Sa mpf a, I 2 3 4 5 6 7 s 9 1o I 12
Tr dayS) 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Ce-unatiy tin 7 12 19 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84
(days)

Acdvhy fDVL)

Sr 128.5 :-65.45 24 1,68 0.955 - 0,65 0.335 - 147 2.6 3,3s 4 ,1 4,5
co < 0.9 - <0,90 <0,9 -0.o5 <1.0 --0,90 <0,s <0.80 < os O,90 < .0 < 1.10

<24,0 -. cJ5,D0 <6.0 - - <63 6.75- <7,3 e7.00 <6,8 -<,13 <995 <1088
-..Sb <1.L <65 <252,0 .<230 < 2,6 3,05 < 3.5 ct 3,95

mcs 123 V6,. 4,4 ---3,51 25 . 2.4 d3,7 5 _ _ 12 -15,50
CS S 57 28 i 205 13 e1. 12 20 28 - -5,5 83 ..

LM(e < 10,0 .<6 4 <,8 ,6 <2 .4 <2. 25 <2.5 <2.5 ,2 < 3.8 <4,45
I"Eu < 30 <1.9, <0, _c_<0,7 < 0. 7 < 0,7 <!08. < 08 < 0.9 -C1,0 k 1.t0

IAsm -<21,0 o13 < 55 - <5,3 5,0 <4, <49 <53 s6,4 <7.5 <8,60
1*41rpa 0,02 0<O,02 0,02 ,0oo95 0011 0.013 :00::0,013 0013 0.042 0.07 0,098

f 1P.4HlA 0.65 .-. 34 0.02 -0010,02 9 00 0,02 0,02 00,02 002 0,033 0,046 0,059
"'Cm 3.2 *,60 0,007 0.-- 001 0022 0,033 -0,27 0.02 007 0,11 0,15

Ematw' COnwurad (mg&)
M4O <0.05 _ 0,04. < 0,02 -<002 c 0,02 -<0.02 < 0.02 - c%002 < 002 < 0.02 < 0,02 :s0,02
TC <0,0,0 <002 <0,02 0.02 <0,02 0.<00 0 <02 <0.02 <002 . 02 - ,O2 <0,02

zr CO,01 E..0 <0.01 -,001C <0.01 O_<kOO0.01 < 01 C0ol <.01 <0,01 < 0,01
u c008 oos .8 <0 to . oos0.-8A c O s: o~os - o~o .. <0 <008<0,08 .eOP < 0.08 <.0 c0,08 c0,08
Nd <0,02 1<0,02E <0,02 00 <,02 --.<02 <0,2 < 0,02 <0,02 <0,02 <0,02

h-oW Ca-cetration (pglL)
"Sr 1,47 ,4 1,50 1,52 - ,S7 163 191 0.75 -1.6 2.50 1 ,79 1,08
U c <1 I <i < 1 <1- <1 2 , 10- 1.52 1,<9

SNP -- .< _ C I C~~~~~~~~~~lL-C I --. 1-eI; -- <1CI0 C 1 Ct

U ... -- j,.<ci;: .... z X .;<;i: sI _ .-<i s -C : I 2,06 .1,37 IS:1. 1,9
r<-i < I ~~~~~~~~~~~~ .=-<;~~~~~7:1 I .- I I < I- i1 I- .--; 1
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GranitelClayey Groundwater
SansliWn. I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
rm z(days) 7 5 7 9 7 7 14 7 7 7 7

Cunmlative 7 12 19 28 35 42 56 63 70 77 84
(days)

Aavt (B94nQ
'Sr 114 88.5 63 38,75 14,5 - 20.13 nd 31.38 37 265 16 05,50

'Co <0.9 -0,95 < 1.0 :0,75 c0,5 .:<0,d3 nd <08 < 1,0 < 0,90 <08 .70
""Ru <33.0 0,25 c27,5 <21,25 <15.0 17,25 nd <2175 <24.0 <c19.75, <15,5 <11.25

1'Sb cl15,0:1. <1400 <13,0 <10,0 <7,0 <.25 nd c10.15: <12,0 g c9,50 <7,0 <4,0

NC, 215 192.0 169 10.0 43 64 ad0 m 106.00 127 '. - 50 11.50

1510 L i. -L- k 1202 7574 i: ji~i 313 '> m451l nd S6S : 868 . 347 
Wce < 14.0 <13,0 <1.0 .<,l<,0 <,0 100 <1, -<,0 <.0<o0

UlED <4.0" ~~~~~~<3~D <3.SZ-<2.V <2, 7~ 22. l_<.,0 0 <2 .<27.0 <10
< 40 33 0M<,5@<1 0gi < 3 i3 . < t0 

< 27,0 <24.0 < c <13.0 , m- <19,0 <21,0 d<17,0- <130,0 c9A
0,04 0.027 0,013 O.0 0-7 07 f0I- m z'0,024 0OO2 > 001 '0,0~

0.26 -~ ~ 0.17 013 0.08 ~00 l ',7 00 .,7 0,06 
l~~r-m 0,4 .2 0.49 0,3 016o-2 dm 3 0,29 A0,18 0,07 04

MO < 0.05 <0,0 0.02 <002 <0,02 ad00Z m <, 00'<0,02 <0,OX 4)

Zr ~<01 <0.0 , IV <0,01 ~ lw <~ <01 O rb001 < 0,01
U <0,08 <0,16f L t 0,24 - 6. <00 i. -:a<0A S, <0 0 <0,08 

Nd <0,02 - 0 <0,ri` <0,02 :,0 <0.0) <0,02 0,;02'

,rotwe C---raf- (plL)

& , 11,12 -- 5 1936 Jl-45- < ID 528 .,534 1.792 i 4292, c<I

IC 14 1 < < IL C1.-i a C I ,4ol ' < I o Lu <1V

MU , 1 ; i-i47 5.74 d Z63 6 c 1 c

26% is-:-&sctJ~f <1] L-*.<1l-- <j " cz' - < ml <1

0a -_
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TABLE 20. Gravelines 3+2 spent fuel tests: solution analysis results for material
rinse, alkaline melting, pot rinse and sample-holder rinse

Clay/Granitic Groundwater Granite/Granitic Groundwater
Material Alkaline Pot Rinse Sample-

Rinse Melting I I holder Rinse
Material Alkaline I Pot Rinse I Sample-

Rinse Meltingt" 1 holder Rinse
Activity (Bq/mL)

'Sr 15200 9,5 1095 8 67001 131,5 45
loCo <3,0 <0.3 < 1,4 <0,S <3 <0.6 <0.8
'°8Et < 126,5 < 4,85 51,5 < 13 <IlI < 17,5 < 16
12W Sb <57 < 2,3 < 24 < 6,5 <52 34 26
lu4cs 3020 11 496 31 2480 57 42
17Cs 23000 89 3790 231 18800 1 431 310
"'Mce 69 < 2,3 < 23 < 6 <48 < 8 < 7
'54Eu 602 <0.7 52 <1,6 96 <4 <2,3
241,dzm < 110 <4.7 <44 < 12 95| < 15 < 13
2Ns+20pt,,:Z 4.7 2.5 14 0,006 3.6 0.5 <0,006
238Nu+241Am 215 2.6 82 0,011 54 I I 

9 .4 f 0.88
2 "4Cm 912 0,16 79 L 0,017 99 _ _ 15j 2,8

Elenentary Concentration (mgIL)

Mo <0,2 <0,1 0,05 002 <0,15 0.06 <0,02
Tc < 0,02 < 0,03 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0 , 02 < 0,02
Zr < 0,10 0,012 0,02 < 0,01 < 0.1 0.01 < 0,01
U <0,25 <0,08 0.51 <0,08 <0.25 j 0.45 < 0,08
Nd 1,35 < 0.03 o. < 0,02 1.35 ! < 0,02 < 0.02

Isotope Concentration (/L)

78sr 5220 19,58 '748 14,58 2740 i 131,2 36.8
"Tc < 10 <1o <1i <I <10 <10 <I
2J7Np < 10 <l°I ''l '' ''°j0 <10 <I
2stu 2940 27,4 452 0,994 8880 458 21.8
_ _ PU < _ < 10 <0 < < 10 _< 10 < 
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f Clay/Clayey Groundwater GralitelClayey Groundwater
MawW Ia Alkaine IPot Rinse Sample-

Rinse Melingit) holder Rinse
Material Alkaline Pot Rinse Sample-

Rinse M tdingi holder Rinse
I . _

Acfivily(B~4,aL)

'Sr 11250 35 58 385 7300 96,5 33,5
OCo <25 <0,4 <0,8 c0,7 <2,3 <0,S < 
'wRu < 101 <2,4 < 16 < 13 < 113,5 <20 < 14
wSb <47 < I 14 20 <53 50 61
D'Cs 2060 I 42 26 2580 66 31

MCs 15600 9 308 194 19500 496 232
344ce <45 <I <7 <6 <50 <9 <6
"4Eu 363 <0,3 <2 < 15 130 < 3 < 1,7
U'Anm <90 <2,1 < 13 <11 <98 < 17 < 12
2112p01% 4,9 0,09 0,25 0,01 13 0,14 0,023
Mpn+A"Arm 83 0,26 2,9 0,09 138 3.1 0,14

2"Cm 524 0,05 3,0 J 0.14 133 t 7,4 0,017
Elementary Concentranon (mg/L)

Mo <0,02 <0,1 0,06 0,05 0,05 7,9 0,02
Tc < 002 < 0,03 < 0,02 < 0,02 < 0,021 < 0,02 < 0,02
Zr <0,01 0,014 <0,01 <0,01 <0,01 I 0,02 <0,01
U <0,25 <0,08 0,14 <0,08 <0,25 0,8 <0,08
Nd <0,1 <0,03 <0,02 <0,02 <0,1 . 0,02 <0,02

Isotope Concentration (fgIL)

"Sr 6140 7,16 45,8 21,6 2320 147,6 19,06
WTc <10 <10 <10 <I| <10 < 10 <I
mNP <10 <10 < 10 <I| <10 <10 <I
Mnu 2500 < 10 155 31,6 9540 S10 7,08

"'PU <10 <10. <10 <I < 10 <10 <1

"l: onlyfor clay
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TABLE 21 SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments:
supernatant solution analysis results

filtered and ultra filtered

MediUIm C12y/Granitic Granite/Granitic Clay/clay Granite/Clay
Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater Groundwater

Supernatant filtered altrafiltered fild | ultnfiltered filtered I ultrafiltered filtered 1 ultfiltered
Treatment _ _ I _

Sr 1612 238 139 1 20 5927 96 70 8,5

Y <2 <2 <2 <2 <21 <2 <2 <2

Zr <2 <2 <21 <2 2 <2 <2( <2

Mo 23,4 9,2 153 23 53 1 8.2 572, 68

Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2! <2 <2 <2

Rh <2 <2 <21 <2 <21 <2 <2! <2

Pd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 1 <2 <2 <2

Ba 936 176 298 ! 93 
61 6 97 772( 24

La <2 < <2 <2, <2 <21 <2 <2! <2

Ce 2,2 <2 3<4 <2 <2 < <2 <2 <2

Nd 2.7 1 <2 2,61 <2 <21 <2 <2 <2

U 32 28 2728 370 581 10,9 152 18

299



TABLE 22. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments:weekly sample analysis resufts.
Clay/Granitic Groundwater I

Samplingn 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final

Tine (days) 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumlative 5 12 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
tine (days)

Sampling 8,6 8.6 9,4 10,2 10,8 11.3 10.5 10,8 113 11.1 11,6 11,8
vohume (ML)

IsOope Conention (M&/L)

'Sr 2384 2636 2828 2440 2464 2372 2132 2336 2056 2012 1988 1880 1612
By <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

"OZZ <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Mo 174 147 141 165 136 110 105 91 86 62 46 37 23
0'Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

'3Rh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'Pd 2,2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'1Ba 512 480 532 444 500 476 496 504 504 544 496 528 936

"'L <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'Ce <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 2,2
"'Nd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 2,7
MU 25 <2 <2 7,7 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 32

Granite/Granitic Groundwater
Samplingn° 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final

T-e (days) 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative 7 14 19 26 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)

Sampling 10,1 10,5 9,8 10,3 9,6 13,3 12,4 10,7 10,7 11,8 11,8 11,3
volume (nL)

Isotope CoCentmtion (I'a)

'Sr 252 214 198 420 448 301 177 343 161 287 150 118 139
NY <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
10r <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Mo 744 692 604 520 436 384 376 316 299 252 244 238 153
'°'Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

mnRh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'"Pd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

luBa 337 390 268 301 298 272 343 234 363 277 386 190 298

"'La - <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

"'Ce <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 3,4

"*Nd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 2,6
aU <2 <2 <2 <2 46 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 2728

To be continued on next page...
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TABLE 22 (continuation). SIMFUEL Integral leaching experiments:
weekly sample analysis results.

ClaylClayey Groundwater
Sampling n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Final
Time (days) 7 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative 7 14 21 26 33 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)
Sampng 9.7 8.3 9,7 4,8 8,2 6,1 9,7 10,6 10 9,8 10,8 11,4
volume (mL)

Isotope Concentration (g/_)
"St 1652 352S 1312 1196 1072 1016 912 868 816 748 680 612 592
99Y <2 <2 c2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Zr <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Mo 357 408 235 244 162 145 113 90 95 72 71 59 53
"0'Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'°'Rh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'05Pd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'Ba 264 326 334 314 330 349 372 362 373 396 379 404 616.
39La <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'Cc <2 <2 <2 c2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'"Nd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Nu <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 58

GranitelClayey Groundwater
Sampling a' I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 Final
rime (days) 7 7 1 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative 7 14 21 26 33 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91
time (days)
Sampling 9,9 10,7 9.9 11,2 10,7 7,9 10,2 10,4 9,1 10,1 10,5 10,5
volume (mL)

Isotope Concentration (g/L)
'Sr 204 132 105 81 74 63 49 44 44 42 39 37 70
"Y <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 c2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Zr <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Mo 1544 1404 1152 1088 1008 964 868 820 744 712 636 616 572
'°'Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'Rh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'oPd <2 <2 c2 <2 <2 <2 <2. <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Ba 8 127 120 142 176 131 169 134 180 232 184 150 772
t'La <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'4Cc <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'46Nd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 c2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
MU <2 5,2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 152
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TABLE 23. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: filter rinsing solution analysis
results

Clay/Granitic Groundwater
Samplingn° I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Time (days) 5 7 9 7 . 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumlative dme (days) 5 12 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84
Samplingvolume(mL) 8,6 8,6 9,4 10,2 10,8 113 10.5 10.8 11,3 11,1 11,6 11,8

isotopre Conteration (if /
USr 80,4 27,4 11,3 12,8 8,8 14,1 8,0 20,8 15,6 16,1 18,0 32,4
my 6,7 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 c2 <2 <2 2.9 <2 3.6
"OZr <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 5,4 <2 2,2
"Mo 6 7 4 6 3 5 5 5 6 2 5 6
"'°Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'mRh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
taPd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
3Ba 155,6 22,3 19,6 14,0 11,7 22,9 29,2 32,8 49,2 72,8 43,2 115,2
"'La 17,4 <2 <2 < 2 <2 < 2 < 2 2,6 < 2 4,8 4,8 6,8
1'
4 Ce 34,9 < 2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 5.0 2,2 8,7 10,2 14,5
"*Nd 20,8 <2 <2 <2 <2 < 2 <2 4,9 2,4 4,8 4,6 8,8
MU 58.4 183 <2 84,8 <2 <2 7,5 68,8 <2 <2 <2 <2

Granite/Granitic Groundwater
Sanpling 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Time (days) 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative ime (days) 7 14 19 26 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84
Samplingvolume(mL) 10,1 10,5 9,8 10,3 9.6 13,3 12,4 10,7 10,7 11,8 11,8 11,3

50tope Concentri (pgU)
uSr 47,2 17,9 11,1 37,6 24,2 24,6 13,5 43,2 10,5 130,0 9,6 83
"Y 4,6 <2 <2 2,6 <2 <2 <2 4,7 <2 13,0 <2 <2
"Zr <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Mo 18,3 21,2 15,7 12,1 10,4 14,7 10,4 10,4 7,0 10,3 13,4 12,1
10'Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
Rh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

"'°Pd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"3Ba 85,2 40,4 28,4 57,6 41.2 26,0 298,4 89,2 26,0 148,8 35,2 59.6
"'OLa 4,9 <2 <2 2,4 <2 <2 <2 5,3 <2 20.0 <2 <2
"'Cc 10,4 2,8 <2 4,9 3,3 2,5 <2 11,0 <2 41,2 <2 3,1
"'Nd 6,3 2,6 <2 2,6 3,1 <2 <2 6,4 <2 23,7 <2 <2
Mu <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 133,2 <2 32,1 <2 <2

To be continued on next page...
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TABLE 23 (continuation). SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments:
filter rinsing solution analysis results

Clay/Clayey Groundwater
Samplingn' 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 It 12
Time (days) 7 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulauive time (days) 7 14 21 26 33 42 49 56 63 70 77 84
Sampling volume (mL) 9,7 8,3 9,7 4.8 8,2 6,1 9,7 10,6 10 9,8 10,8 11,4

Isotope Concentration (pgfiL)
"Sr 106,4 9,2 6,6 8,8 17,9 6,5 9.0 6,5 5.8 8.4 10,4 6.0
89Y 2,5 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
wZr <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'Mo 23 4,8 4,8 6,0 6,3 5,2 3,8 4,3 988 7,3 7,0 4,8
'°IRu <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 2,2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

t'Rh <2 <2 *<2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'0"Pd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'Ba 42.8 7,08 11,3 13,8 13,1 7,4 28,4 20,9 10.5 11,4 17.0 27,9
'9La 5.0 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'CC 9,3 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2

'*Nd 6.0 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"'U <2 <2 <2 7,2 <2 <2 <2 5.8 <2 <2 <2 <2

Granite/Clayey Groundwater
Samplingn' 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Time (days) 7 7 7 5 7 9 7 7 7 7 7 7
Cumulative me (days) 7 14 21 26 33 42 49 56 63 70 77 84
Samplingvolume(mL) 9.9 107 9,9 11,2 10,7 7.9 10.2 10,4 9,1 10,1 10,5 10.5

Isotope Concentration (gL)

"Sr 11,2 11,3 5,8 7,2 9,9 5,3 5,3 7,6 5.5 11.2 3,8 3.2
89Y <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
1'2r <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"Mo 31,2 38,0 24,2 36,9 16,6 21,6 17.0 159 17.7 14,5 27.2 20,0
'°'Ru <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
03Rh <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'"Pd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
35Ba 6,7 13,3 7,1 7,8 12,1 6,5 8,6 7,5 6.8 31,8 20,9 35,7
"'9La <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
"°Ce <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
'"Nd <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
2'U <2 <2 <2 <2 58.8 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
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TABLE 24. SIMFUEL integral leaching experiments: solution analysis results for
material rinse, alkaline melting, pot rinse and sample-holder rinse

Clay/Granitic Groundwater Granite/Granitic Groundwater
Material Alkaline Pot Rinse Sample- Material AlUaline Pot Rinse Sample-

Rinse Mdtingi' holder Rinse Rinse Meldting!) holder Rinse
USr - 7600 6.68 132,6 19,1 1960 17.6 4,4

880 4,08 13.8 c I 4140 61 < I
I°2r 42,9 19,86 6,36 1 134 18,0 < I
"Mo <25 14,3 12,22 1,602 1so 125 39,4
'°tRu <25 c I < I < <50 < I < I
103Rb <25 < I < I < I <50 < I < I
H$Pd <25 < I < I < I < 0 < I < I
mBa 14500 14,44 189,2 17,5 2800 12,4 11.7
noua 2635 3,26 27,2 < 1 1910 31 < I
'4Ce ) 5400 6,68 55,8 < I 5080 78,2 < I

146Nd 2845 2.88 29.2 < 1 3040 41,4 < 
2MU 20S5 6,36 86 < I 19400 1026 18.3

Clay/Clayey Groundwater GranitelClayey Groundwater
Material Alkaine Pot Rinse Sample- Material Alkaine Pot Rinse Sample-

Rinse Melting", I holder Rinse Rinse Me Ing"j holder Rinse
"Sr 8660 4,6 340 4535 3200 42 3900
"Y 820 4,2 59 2785 9050 91,2 2755
"zr <50 20,6 7 3530 < 250 30.4 18150
"Mo <50 3.9 59,8 2575 515 454 3385
0toRu <50 < I < I 262.5 < 250 < 266
103 Rh < 50 < I < I 148,5 < 250 < I 158
Pd <50 < I c I 950 < 250 < I 520

tNa I8500 22,2 1152 18800 2170 62,8 15900
2230 3,2 161,6 11500 3580 48,8 12350

40Ce 4510 6,1 324 79050 10050 121,2 84950
"'Nd 2460 2,8 167.8 43300 6150 64,2 46700
MU 1030 2,8 122,2 92500 51000 918 72500
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Appendix 6: Original test data obtained by
ITU
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ELEMENT CONCENTRATION IN SOLUTION MEASURED BY ICP-MS IN THE
DIFFERENT SAMPLES (TABLES 16).
Tab. 1: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a MOX fuel
with a bum-up of 12 GWd&U. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.

I day 8 days 45 days 135 days 315 days

Se 0.65 3.68 8.93

Rb 189.82 504.48 1432.42 1317.30 888.90

Sr 15.66 23.10 62.79 61.90 57.81

Y 0.49 2.61 0.97 0.78

Zr 8.76 29.63

Mo 30.18 162.57 29.86

Tc 0.24 0.49

Ru 0.81 0.64 1.35

Rh
Pd 1.01 25.26 4.05

Pd 1.38

Ag 7.10 7.84 104.31 20.73

Cd 122.50 191.21 28.18 20.23 9.35

Sn 1.82 653 6.09

Sb 3.71 15.63 9.00

Sn 1.08 3.98 7.70 8.38 1.92

I 6.57 40.93 35.62 1589.12 96.62

Te 1.61 3.24 15.29 2.23

Cs 12335 30690 84543 83188 32207

Ba 446.37 1601.58 5010.13 6319.76 3136.14

La 6.95 2.09 5.85 4.89

Ce 0.18 3.52 13.87 5.94

Pr 0.10 0.69 5.85 1.37

Nd 2.39 1.42 41.87

PM 0.15 1.16 2.92 3.91

Sm 2.61 8.27 9.33 17AI 24A3

Eu 0.23 0.54 1.81 7.90 2.60

Gd 0.77 3.38

Np 0.93 0.51

U 188.45 188.35 252.82 102.75 75.44

Pu 1.53 25.56 26.63 47.80

Am 0.13 13.82 4.20

Cm 2.01
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Tab. 2: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a MOX fuel
with a bum-up of 20 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.

I day 8 days 45 days 135 days 315 days

Se 4.17

Rb 903.66 916.58 1053.66 284.84 140.60

Sr 97.27 99.13 59.26 20.97

Y 4.22 10.32 2.08 13.81 14.63

Zr 2263.70

Mo 5682.04 46.54 55.23

Tc 4.22

Ru 2.88 0.56

Pd 7.66 1.33

Pd 2.80 0.65

Ag 14.12 45.36 33.65

Cd 1586.69 1829.56 1457.57 1215.35 251.50

Sn 40.73 18.49 1.85

Sb 13.83 2.33

Sn 1.21 1.56

I 104.27 117.93 91.33 1769.42 145.00

Te 15.89 6.62 0.53

Cs 72389.27 102156.9 110284.9 25530.99 3792.70

Ba 7319.69 16556.52 16681.41 7329.65 1329A9

La 25.34 - 109.15 30.18 175.54 82.51

Ce 129.99 422.46 359.45 710.17 316.40

Pr 30.03 54.84 30.70 115.38 76.47

Nd 67.64 181.56 81.41 338.81 196.97

Pm 8.91 24.98 16.13 51.78 26A8

Sm 41.89 77.57 102.22 237.74 142.69

Eu 9A3 6.63 15.98 9.93

Gd 0.74 12.83 6.56 20.19 12.28

Np 2.08 0.47 1.05

U 320.11 172.91 307.53 80.40 -198.30

Pu 143.64 930.80 918.10 560.13 158.90

Am 43.68 147.27 96.27 224.20 248.51

Cm 1.13 1.00 0.26 6.83 4.68
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Tab. 3: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a MOX fuel
with a bum-up of 25 GWdAU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.

Iday 8 days 45 days 135 days 315 days

Se 3.64 2.85

Rb 230.89 866.88 975.37 351.22 254.92

Sr 43.35 73.85 91.36 30.88 33.37

Y 0.71 0.55 2.58 0.30

Zr 12.30 7.45

Mo 142.58 22.53 27.41

Tc 1.03

Ru 7.19

Rh 0.47

Pd 1.22 10.71 10.86

Pd 10.27

Ag 2.60 7.73 34.05 15.35

Cd 150.82 1019.28 370.80 245.59 174.07

Sn 25.83

Sb 1.11 8.28 14.70 0.82

Sn 1.74 6.35 9.01 1.93

I 146.03 294.13 185.23 3978.64 208.48

Te 3.30 0.70 0.43

Cs 29239 97448 104206 35688 12127

Ba 1940 7757 10016 5321 1924

La 4.01 1.10 8.78 20.95 1.64

Ce 4.03 19.90 115.66 96.41 11.69

Pr 5.52 13.43 8.90 1.16

Nd 7.96 5.08 60.21 20.89 2.75

Pm 0.47 0.55 3.62 6.81 0.26

Sm 46.12 23.38 7.66

Eu 6.39 5.38 6.06 1.77

Gd 1.63 0.82 0.35

Np 0.21

U 261.27 66.16 227.03 71.00 .26.93

PU 14.62 12.67 658.67 141.74 22.10

Am 3.84 6.98 59.85 22.22 5.53

Cm 0.78 1.26 0.06
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Tab. 4: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a U02 fuel
with a bum-up of 30 GWd/tU. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.

I day 8 days 45 days 135 days 315 days

Se 0.47

Rb 30.07 14.44 56.32 28.99 27.02

Sr 10.08 3.06 32.24 9.82 24.32

Y 0.15 0.07 0.03 0.07

Zr 12.95 2.55 2.08 0.61

Mo 31.32 9.67 4.43 2.45

Tc 1.88 0.35 1.84

Ru 2.15 0.20 0.72 0.08

Rh 1.14 0.01 0.05

Pd 0.37 0.40 0.19

Pd 0.84 0.14 0.73 0.25

Ag 36 26 115 7 16

Cd 7.09 2.35 5.47 1.29 1.58

Sn 1.58 0.70 0.65 6.37 2.53

Sb 6.26 5.07 8.50 7.03 4.09

Sn 0.04 0.13 0.42 0.15

I 1.70 0.59 1.60 101.07 7.38

Te 0.32 0.06 0.30 0.62

Cs 1410 791 2918 1423 785

Ba 131 52 289 87 592

La 0.21 0.08 0.14 0.82

Ce 2.02 0.88 1.62 3.49 1.44

Pr 0.49 0.25 0.54 2.04 0.21

Nd 1.56 0.72 2.22 4.34 0.95

Pm 0.20 0.10 0.10 0.51 0.11

Sm 0.63 0.35 0.23 3.79 0.25

Eu 0.07 0.03 0.39 0.31

Gd 0.06 0.03 0.67 0.10

Np 0.94 0.50 1.72 0.13

U 403.52 120.18 287.78 31.34 .32.70

Pu 2.09 0.96 2.41 4.51 4.00

Am 0.38 0.30 0.21 3.73 1.27

Cm 0.02 0.01 0.52 0.07
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Tab. 5: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a U0 2 fuel
with a bum-up of 50 GWd/U. Concentrations are given in ng/mL of the element.

1 day 8 days 45 days 135 days 315 days

Se 0.45 3.97

Rb 84.08 74.66 89.96 77.95 81.8

Sr 12.59 6.15 26.17 27.69 39.92

Y 0.32 0.16 0.15 0.39

Zr 38.09 4.80 2.03 2.35

Mo 66.02 16.60 23.61

Tc 2.76 0.48 0.72

Ru 3.57 1.12 0.72 0.27

Rh 0.76 0.11 0.28 0.51

Pd 1.90 4.33 0.23

Pd 0.68 0.17 0.32 0.23

Ag 8.96 5.77 2.60 12.46 10.3

Cd 14.32 0.68 0.79 3.89 0.62

Sn 3.09 6.06 3.44

Sb 31.44 15.84 28.23 19.17 5.68

Sn 0.45 1.88

1 3.02 6.37 18.65 521.84 14.47

Te 0.60 0.59 0.33 0.66

Cs 6145.60 5817.58 6831.08 6707.36 3253.50

Ba 245.17 136.04 302.07 381.02 637

La 0.56 0.13 1.55

Ce 1.89 1.25 1.60 2.87 2.54

Pr 1.07 0.40 0.64 0.68

Nd 2.95 1.00 2.36 10.94 2.46

Pm 0.46 0.27 0.10 0.31

Sm 1.83 1.77 7.48 0.33

Eu 0.09 0.16 0.59

Gd 0.19 0.20

Np 1.48 0.46 0.67 0.59

U 801.36 142.34 515.05 88.18 103.38

Pu 3.03 1.34 1.53 7.12 7.36

Am 0.22 0.08 0.03 0.31

Cm 0.01 0.04 0.13 0.16
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Tab. 6: Composition of the samples obtained from the experiment with a U0 2 fuel
with a bum-up of 50 GWd/tU and two series of defects. Concentrations are given in
ng/mL of the element.

1 day 8 days 45 days 135 days 315 days

Se 0.02 0.06

Rb 16.36 28.75 35.42 272.42 159.9

Sr 14.69 4.17 44.24 47.34 67.07

Y 0.11 0.22 0.86 0.27

Zr 8.06 5.40 3.31 0.51

Mo 29.70 24.55 17.38 48.26 18.5

Tc 2.85 2.47 5.29 2.82

Ru 0.45 0.19 0.81

Rh 0.34 0.12 1.13

Pd 1.10 0.12 4.35 5.83 0.32

Pd 1.31 0.08 2.80 0.22

Ag 6.84 8.56 26.19 7.19 19.2

Cd 19.12 2.63 4.30 2.62 3.74

Sn 1A8 2.36 1.91

Sb 9.96 5.18 13.26 9.68 0.94

Sn 0.03 3.80

1 0.56 0.80 136.02 10.97

Te 0.07 0.25 0.41 2.33 1.51

Cs 675 1867 2286 18362 7940

Ba 61.91 58.37 345.99 1134.20 1429

La 1.78 1.96

Ce 0.36 1.10 3.47 3.61

Pr 0.15 0.34 1.56 0.41

Nd 0.47 1.52 5.53 2.76 1.76

Pm 0.05 0.13 0.61 0.36

Sm 0.16 0.35 2.23 5.03 2.95

Eu 0.02 0.07 0.34 0.62 1.36

Gd 0.17

Np 0.36 0.58 2.65 1.68 0.69

U 173.04 443.22 1866.80 845.30 149.88

Pu 0.59 0.85 0.96 0.45 1.58

Am 0.03 0.04 0.26

Cm 0.01 0.51
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Potentiostatic measurements on U02 (FIGURES 1-4)
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Fig. 1: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U0 2 in air
saturated 95% saturated NaCI solution (T = 220C, C(02) = 7.4 ppm, initial pH 7. 1,
tpol = 10 min, Aei = 0.478 cm2, d. = 1.5 mm).
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Fig. 2: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U0 2 in Nrpurged
synthetic groundwater (T= 230C, P(O2) < 1 mbar, initial pH 8.4, tpol = 10 min,
Aw = 0.478 crr, dw = 1 mm).
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Fig. 3: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U0 2 in Nrpurged
synthetic groundwater (T=600C, p(02)<1mbar, initial pH7.4, tpol=20min,
A.i = 0.478 cnf, dw, = 0.9 mm).
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Fig. 4: Potentiostatic polarisation curves obtained from unirradiated U02 in N2-purged
synthetic groundwater (T = 60°C, p(0 2) < 1 mbar, initial pH 7.7, tpol =60 min,
As, = 0.478 cImf, d = 1 mm).

OPEN CIRCUIT POTENTIALS (FIGURES 5-15)
UNIRRADIATED U0 2

E 2W FFig. 5: Open circuit potential of
0. / 1 unirradiated U02 at 60°C in N2-purged
._ _ _ .. _. ., . . synthetic groundwater
0.0o .1 1 . .0 100 . n"Ecorr = 364 mVsHE, C(02 ) = 0.05 ppm,

t*melh initial pH 7.7)
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Fig. 6: Open circuit potential of unirradiated U0 2 and related temperature, pH and Eh
data at 22°C in 95% saturated NaCI solution ('"Eco, = 226 mVsHE)
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Tab. 7: ORIGEN calculation of U0 2 fuel composition (bum-up 31.5 GWd/t)
Ful p JO,. 82 (31.5 Gwdtu 132 (31 G dtU

crae calculated calcrated calcuated
Mas content of content of content i content o

nurbe Iemen E IsorxE i e E Elerrent e9m90
1 E2 93 rpt a r-I', Qf'_ adQ

80 Se _ 1282 Se 4.42E-05
82 Se Kr 31.39 0.67 Rb 3.47E-04
83 Kr 38.79 sr 7.47E-04
84 Kr 105.6 Y 4.42E-04
85 Kr Rb 1278 107.9 Zr 350E-03
86 Kr 180.1 Mo 3.20E-03
87 Rb 235.5 Tc 7.98E-04
88 Sr 329.3 Ru 2.02E-3
89 Y _ 442.2 Rb 4.39E04
90 Sr Zr _ 417.7 122.8 Po 1.25E-03
91 Zr _ 571.8 = 6.60E-05
92 Zr I _ 620.4 Cd _ S 27-.05

93 Zr 681.4 Sn 4.92E-05
94 Zr 7I 8 58 8.39E-06
95 Mo 735.1 I 21SE-04
96 Zr Mo 767.6 27.38 Te 4.36-4

97 MO 781.1 Cs 2. 5-03
98 Mo 784.2 ea 1.72E03
99 7c 1 7983 La 1.15S-03
100 Mo Pu 8 9s.5 47.15 Ce 2.26E-03
101 Ru 744.1 Pr 1.07E-03
102 Ru I _ 728.8 _ d 3.83E-3
103 Rb 438.8 Pm 9.86E-06
104 Pu POI _ 501.2 208.8 Sm 8.05E-04
105 Pd 240.5 Eu 128E-04
106 Pd 438.2 Gd 9.98E8-5
107 Pd 195.8 4.13E-04
108 Pd 1_3.3 U 7.63E43
109 65.95Pu 7.6380
110 Pd Cd 39.9 37.54 Arn 4.02E-04
111 I 19.9 C 13.35EOS

113 Cd j 1 2
114 Cd I 11.16 
115 fi C 1.14

117 S8 1 3594
118 Sn 1 3.31
119 SA t 3.47 
120 S 3.43 1
121 6 8 3A.4
122 Sn 1 4.74 M
123 58 4.19

125 5b To 0.74 9.74 R.
126 Sn To 20 0.9
1f27- 1- 44.82_ Rh
128 To Xe 8307- 2.F77 

130 To Xe 1343 0.35g
131 Xe 1397,3
132 Xe 11048 Cd
133 Cs 1022
134 Xe Cs Ba 14_48 6r58 209.9 S
138 Cs 191.1 S
136 Xe Ssa 2351 15.38
137 Cs Ba 932.7 282 I
138 ea 1231 £ T
139 La 1 1152 T
140 Cs 1192 *C

1142 CeN I 1671- 9O I
113 N II!7 ?.11

14 O 13Ce
146 Nd 636.1
147 Pm Sm 9.86 155.3 Pr
14 NdSm 341.1 121.9 N
149 SM 8.42

151 Sin 1 39.47
152 Sm 9023
153 Eu I 110.8 E
154 Sm Eu G' 31.16 11931 21.13 
155 Eu Gd 1.12 35 Gd
156 Gd 63.34

18 Gd 11.93 Np
2 U 132U

235 U am8
236 U 4407 PU
237 NO412.9A
236 U Pu 450 112.5
239 PuI 4635 Cm
240 Pu 2049 
241 Pu Am 58 3.

243 Am801 t 1E-6 19-5 19E4 1 E3 I9 19.IE1 I9.0
244 Cm 12.46 E J I ---... __,

comuent or elementI g'gr,.,
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Tab. 8: ORIGEN calculation of U02 fuel composition (bum-up 45.7 GWdft).
, wl- - .

, _ _~~~~~~. a . _Z- - _- I _

ScMJbScbd S SCMA
nt d of d cxibnGo

cseo _ r

aM

4e.a''_
J 1E.J IZ I SEn

t1 FE2 E3B &C'...

52 _

E4w

I~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~. _ - ... . .1 ,,, ...,, ,,,,, ,,,,, ,,111

i

se

sr

Rh
cr

Pd

La
Ce

Pwn

SM

Eu
Gd
NJ,

U

Pu
PA
Cm

I 11111111

* 111111
I

ElI 111111

I " ... 1111 111 11 11 , .... l i

I1111111

11111

* _

Iif]Milll l 111 I I 1 111111 11111111 l 1111111I I

1E-6 14 1E-4 1E-3 1E-2 1E-1

content of eement I gf.s
1E+O

246
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Tab. 9: ORIGEN calculation of U02 fuel composition (bum-up 53. GWd/t).
Fue ype. J, J4 I GWrl/lU; 84 (53.1 GW U)

cadnated caafted Cra cafc4atea
Mas- contert ol conten Of Content of cme rr

ruber lmet Mtope El bst EIW e E Eleent 5 jr
E1 E2 E3 ' -' a,,_

8s 20.22 so Se 6.86E-05
82 Se Kr 41135 1.89 Rb 5.05E-04
83 Kr 44.32 Sr 1.OSE-03
84 Kr 171.4 Y 6 30E-04
85 Kr Rb I 17.22 159.2 Zr 5.37E-03
88 Kr 260.9 I Mo 5.2SE-03
87 Rb = 345.7 Tc 126E03
88 S 4726 Ru 375E03
89 Y I 3D.3 Rh 5.62E-04
80 Sr Zr I 577.6 193.9 Pa 3.05E-03
91 Zr I _ 830.2 Ag 1.18E-04
92 Zr I = 929.8 Cd 2.61E-04
93 Zr I 1027 Sn 9.84E-0
94 Zr I _ 1160 Sb 1.49E-05
95 Mo 1095 3.93E04
96 Zr Mo _ 1227 109.9 Te 7.60E-04
97 Mo _ 1236 Cs 3.39E-03
98 Mo 1313 Sa 318E-03

99 TC 11282 La 1.88E-03
100 To Ru _ 1507 155.8 Ce 370E-03
101 Ru _ _ 1240 Pr 1.72E-03

102 Ru ~~1338 Nd 8.248-03
10 Rh 582 PM 7.77E-06
104 Ru Pd 1017 676.1 Srn 1.27E-03
105 Pd 537.2 Eu 2.53E-04
106 Pd 981.4 Gd 4.19E44
107 Pd 465.2 N 748844
108 Pd 295 U 9.38-01

AG9 117.8Pu 9380
110 Pd Cd 99.96 152.7 Am 9.11E4
11l Cd 50.98 Cm 1.90r

113 D Cd 227 __ ____|___________. ________________________________

12 Cd 2 .24

_ _._ 02 -4 

114 Cd 25 se
115 In 1.29

16 Cd Sn I 8.87 5.42 R
117 Sn = 7.814
118 so 8 I .588 
119 Sn I = 6.759 y
120 Sn I 6.83
121 Sb I 6.21 zr
12 Sn I 9.319 M
123 Sb 17.527
124 Sn Ye 101 03T
125 Sb To 1.19 19.84
128 Sn Te- I39.84 1.28 R.
127 I 84.27 R
128 To Xe 1 152 1128
129 I 1308.3

131 X. 482.8
132 X~e i 2027
133 Csu 1401

135 Cs 1 433I C

138 Ba 1 2036 ~ ~ ~ ~ B
130 La I Im Te~~~~~L

14i Pr I 172D ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ P
142 Co Nd I 11736 57Nd

152 SmI 12320
15 Eu3 10

14 Sm Eu d 491 4058 431

155 Eu Gd 2.88 Sl
156 Gd I 333 G
188 Gd I 34.48G
234 U I 3373 N
235 U 2113
238 U 4659 
237 N 745.5 
23 U Pu 9O4O 380.6 
239 Pu 4696An
240 Pu 260
241 Pu A 799.8 S15.6 Cm1

243 Am 95. 1 IE-6 I E-5 IE-4' I E-3 i E-2 -1 -1 I1E.O

content of element gg,
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Tab. 10: ORIGEN calculation of MOX composition (21.1 GWdU)
_~~~~R We OXMI. COdwn m M 2twt I

i_~~~~D at d d At d cement f
ums E bot E bmn=td ointom IIwt 

_EE2 E3f' fy9

31 Br _ o.7
2 Se K 14.3 0.3 R 11E-04

63 Kr 21.4 Sr 261E-04

_I - -1111 I I II I I 1 1111
1E-5 1E-4 IE-3 1E2 1E-1 1E.0

COtent oeleMntIg(gk
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Appendix 7: Original test data obtained by
SCK-CEN
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FIRST TEST SERIES
TABLE I: Uranium concentrations of the media in the test containers during the washing
steps

medm sart date washigdae (= Contl mdted sample nr U CODC U cow Md U total U
sanh d time dration (Pg/) (tolI /m'day wasbed

(das) (das) -ff_

RIC 97-03-26 9743-28 2 2 RPC97032011/U2fv/1 15700 6,60-05 33-05 628
RIC 97403-26 9704441 4 6 RIC9732-ltMt/2 2220 93-06 23E4-6 717

RIC 9743-26 97-04-04 3 9 RIC970320-IlUv/3 559 23-06 7,80-07 739
RIC 9743-26 97-04-07 3 12 R1C970320-1/U21v/4 200 8,4E-07 2803-07 747
RIC 97-03-26 97-04-11 4 16 RIC970320-ltUv5 144 6,1E-07 1504-07 753
RIC 97t43-26 9744-14 3 19 RlC970320-1lU2v/6 86 36E-07 1.2-07 756
RIC 97-03-26 9744-21 7 26 R1C970320-1iUA2vn 70 3,OE-07 4,2E-08 759
RIC 97-03-26 97-04-28 7 33 RC970320-ltU2v8 70 3,0E-07 4,2E48 762
RIC 97743-26 97t45-13 15 48 REIlU/v/9 151 6,30-07 4,2E408 768
RIC 97-03-26 9745-21 8 56 RC-/UA2/v/10 104 4,4E-07 5,5E-08 772
RC 9743-26 9745-28 7 63 RIC-I 1v/ 1 91 3,8E-07 55E8 776
RIC 97-03-26 97-0644 7 70 RIC-1/U2v/12 91 3,8E-07 5,5E-08 779
RIC 9743-26 9746-13 9 79 RlC-/tv/13 117 4,9E-07 5,5E-8 784
REC 97-03-26 9746-20 7 86 RlC-lU/v14 91,1 3,SE47 5,5B 08 788
RIC 97-03-26 97-06-20 7 86 RIC-VU71v/14 102 4,3E-07 6,10-08

SCW 9743-26 97-03-28 2 2 SCW970226-l/U2/v/1 19700 8,3E-05 4,1E-05 788
SCW 97-03-26 97-041 4 6 SCW970226-1/U2tv/2 3600 1,5E-05 3,8E-06 932
SCW 97-03-26 97-0444 3 9 SCW970226-1/tU2/v/3 1200 5,OE-06 1,7E-06 980
SCW 97-03-26 97-0447 3 12 SCW970226-/U2/v/4 703 3.00-06 9,80-07 1008
SCW 97-03-26 9744-11 4 16 SCW970226-1/Utv/5 731 3,10-06 7,7E-07 1037
SCW 9743-26 9744-14 3 19 SCW970226-l/1J2tv/6 548 2.306 7,7E-07 1059
SCW 9743-26 9744-21 7 26 SCW970226-lU2tv/7 239 I.OE-06 1.4E-07 1069
SCW 9743-26 9744-28 7 33 SCW970226-I/U2tv8 239 1,OE-06 14E7 1078
SCW 9743-26 9745-13 15 48 SCW-1/U21v/9 513 2,20-06 1,4E-07 1099
SCW 9743-26 9745-21 8 56 SCW-ltU21v/10 152 6,4E-07 8,OE-08 1105
SCW 9743-26 9745-28 7 63 SCW-ltU2/v/1 1 133 5,6E-07 8,OE-8 1110
SCW 9703-26 9746-04 7 70 SCW-ltU2/v/12 133 5,6E-07 8,0E-8 1116
SCW 97-03-26 9746-13 9 I 79 SCW-liUV2v/13 171 7,2E-07 8,OE-08 1123
SCW 97-03-26 9746-20 7 86 SCW-ltU2/v14 133 5,6E-07 8,0 1128
SCW 9743-26 9746-20 7 86 SCW-2tU2tv/14 192 8,E-07 1,2E-07

SCWHA 97-03-26 97-03-28 2 2 SCWHA970304-1/Vv/1 17200 7,2E-05 3,6E45 688
SCWHA 9743-26 97-04-01 4 6 SCWHA970304-IAJ2iv/2 3220 1,4E-05 3,4E-06 817
SCWHA 97-03-26 9744-04 3 9 SCWHA970304-Uv/3 948 4,0-06 13E4-6 855
SCWHA 9743-26 97-04-07 3 12 SCWHA970304-1U2/v/4 541 2,3E-06 7,6-07 876
SCWHA 9743-26 97-04-11 4 16 SCWHA970304-1lU2/v/5 376 1,60-06 39E-07 891
SCWHA 9743-26 97-04-14 3 19 SCWHA970304-1/U2/v/6 138 5,807 1,9E47 897
SCWHA 9743-26 9744-21 7 26 SCWHA-ltU25tv 207 8,7047 1 ,2E-07 905
SCWHA 9743-26 9744-28 7 33 SCWHA970327-ltU2/v/8 92 3,9E-07 5,5E-08 909
SCWHA 9743-26 9745-13 15 48 SCWHA-l/U2vt9 197 83047 5,5048 917
SCWHA 9743-26 9745-21 8 56 SCWHA-1U2/v/10 99 4,2E07 5,2E-08 921
SCWHA 9743-26 9745-28 7 63 SCWHA-ltU2/v/1 1 87 3,7E-07 5,2E-08 924
SCWHA 9743-26 97-0644 7 70 SCWHA-ltU2v/12 87 3,7E47 5 ,2E-08 928
SCWHA 9743-26 9746-13 9 79 SCWHA-1/2/v/13 112 4,7E-07 52E-08 932
SCWHA 9743-26 9746-20 7 86 SCWHA-ltU2/v/14 86,9 3,70-07 5,2E-08 936
SCWHA 9743-26 9746-20 7 86 SCWHA-2U2/v/14 211 8,90-07 23E0 _

SCWHAvC 9743-21 97-03-25 4 4 SCWHA\C970210-1/1U2v/1 1830 7,7106 1,906 73
SCWHAC 97-03-21 9743-28 3 7 SCWHA\C970210-1/2/v/2 1280 5,4E46 1,8E46 124
SCWHAvC 9743-21 97-041 4 11 SCWHAC97O21O-1U2/v/3 1060 4,50-06 ,E-06 167
SCWHAvC 9743-21 97-04-04 3 14 SCWHA'C970210-1JU2v/4 811 3,4-06 1,1E46 199
SCWHAC 9743-21 9744-07 3 17 SCWHA\C970210-lIU2v/5 680 2,9E46 9,5E-07 226
SCWHAvC 9743-21 97-04-09 2 19 SCWHAC970210-1U2/v/6 525 2,2106 I,E-06 247
SCWHAC 9743-21 9744-11 2 21 SCWHA\C9702lO-IiU27vn 447 1,9046 9,4E47 265
SCWHA\C 97-03-21 9744-14 3 24 SCWHA\C9702l0-1jU2/v8 461 1,9E-06 65E-07 284
SCWHAC 9743-21 97-04-21 7 31 SCWHA\C970210-lIU2/v/9 240 1,OE-06 1,4E-07 293
SCWHAC 97-03-21 9744-28 7 38 SCWHA\C970210-IU2tv/l0 240 ),OE-06 1,4E-07 303
SCWHA\C 97-03-21 9745-13 15 53 SC1HAvC-ltU2v/1 1 514 2,2046 1,4E-07 324
SCWHAC 9743-21 9745-21 8 61 SCWHA\C-1/U2/v12 311 1,3E-06 1,6E-07 336
SCWHAC i 97-3-21 97 05-28 7 68 SCWHA\C-l/U2/v/13 272 1 JIE06 I 1.6E-07 347
SCWHA\C 1973-21 90_3 6 __74 =
SCWHAC 9743-21 974063 6 _74 _

A-1/U215/v/14 233 9,0-07 1,6 7 356
2-/2/5/v/14 248 J 1,0-06 I,7 07 I

a. Aft . i .§ ... . . | . .. l ' * r^s

The values in italic are interpolations of the measured values. The 95% probability interval is within 15%.
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TABLE 2: Uranium concentration, pH, Eh of the media in the first test series (solubility
tests)

medium duration filtration sample nr U U pH sample nr U U (moll) pH Eb
(das) WAg/) (-oV,) SHE (Pg/) (mV

StE) I__ __ _I__ __ _SHE)

RIC 3 _ YM30 RIC-IIU2u1 14,3 6.01-08 9,0 RIC-22tl 27,3 lIE-07 8,8 _

RIC 10 YM30 RIC-lU212 25,1 IIE-07 9,0 - RIC-2U2/2 36,8 1,5E-07 9.1 _

RIC 45 YM30 RIC-1/U23 295 1,2E-06 9,1 -150 RIC-2U23 56 2,4E-07 9,0 -140
RIC 45 YMOO RIC-l/U53 124 5,2E-07 9,1 -150 RIC-2/U53 56,7 2,4E-07 9,0 -140
RIC 123 YM30 RIC-IfU2/4 3160 1,3E-05 9.8 267 RIC-2U214 3010 1,3E-05 9,0 296
RIC 123 4 5u RIC-IU45/4 4140 1,7E-05 9,8 267 RIC-2U45/4 4500 1.9E-05 9,0 296
RIC 139 YM30 RC-lU2t5 . 81 306 _ -

RIC 168 YM30 RC-lU26 8 3 -71 = -

RIC 180 YM30 RIC-ltU2t7 5997 2,5E-05 8,1

SCW 3 YM30 SCW-lU2t1 49.7 2,IE-07 8,6 SCW-2U2/l 51,6 2,2E-07 8,8
SCW 10 YM30 SCW-IU2/2 87,6 3,7E-07 8,9 SCW-2U22 85,8 3,6E-07 9,2
SCW 46 YM30 SCW-lU2/3 151 6,3E-07 9,7 189 SCW-2/U2/3 142 6,OE-07 9.8 182
SCW 46 YMIOO SCW-lU513 150 6,3E-07 9,7 189 SCW-2U5/3 140 5,9E-07 9.8 182
SCW 123 YM30 SCW-I/tU24 28400 1.2E-04 9,8 252 SCW-2tU24 18200 7,6E-05 9,7 287
SCW 123 45p SCW-IAU4514 27500 1,2E-04 9,8 252 SCW-2/U454 17400 7.3E-05 9.7 287
SCW 139 YM30 SCW-ltU2/5 8,2 360 -

SCW 168 YM30 SCW-U26 83 -76 _
SCW 10 YM30 SCW-1U27 20700 8,7E-05 8.1

SCWHA 3 YM30 SCWHA-I/U2/1 19.2 8IE-08 8,8 SCWHA-2U2tI 39 1,6E-07 8.7 _

SCWHA 10 YM30 SCWHA-/22 71.4 3,OE-07 9.0 SCWHA-2U2/2 37.9 162-07 9.1 _

SCWHA 45 YM30 SCWHA-IU23 96,3 4,0E-07 8,9 -112 SCWHA-2U2/3 114 4.8E-07 9,1 -119
SCWHA 45 YM100 SCWHA-ltU53 98,6 4,1E-07 8,9 -112 SCWHA-2U53 109 4,6E-07 9.1 -119
SCWHA 123 YM30 SCWHA-ltU2/4 1330 5,6E-06 8.9 246 SCWHA-W2/4 3870 1,6E4-5 9,8 217
SCWHA 123 45p SCWHA-lt45/4 2430 IOE-05 8,9 246 SCWHA-2U4514 4710 2,0E-05 9,8 217
SCWHA 139 YM30 SCWHA-IU2/4 8,2 308
SCWHA 168 YM30 SCWHA-IfU2t5 = 8,2 -87 -

SCWHA 180 YM30 SCWHA-lIU26 1285 5,4E-06 8,2

SCWHA\C 2 YM30 SCWHA\C-ItU2/1 51,7 2,2E-07 8,4 -106 SCWHA\C-2fU2/1 80.1 34E-07 8A -80
SCWHA\C 10 YM30 SCWHA\C-lU2r2 132 5,5E-07 8,2 SCWHA\C-2U2/2 146 6,1E-07 8A _

SCWHA\C 31 YM30 SCWHA\C-IfU2/3 182 7,6E-07 8.5 SCWHA\C-2fU2/3 176 7,4E-07 ,6 _

SCWHA\C 31 YMI00 SCWHA\C-tUS/3 202 8.5E-07 8,6 SCWHA\C-2U5/3 203 8,5E-07 8.6 _

SCWHA\C 58 YM30 SCWHA\C-U2/4 185 7,8E-07 8,6 -74 SCWHA\C-2/U2/4 149 63E-07 8,6 -83
SCWHA\C 139 YM30 SCWHA\C-I/U2t5 717 3,0E-06 7,7 278 SCWHANC-2/U215 880 3,7E-06 7,7 272
SCWHA\C 139 451i SCWHA\C-/U45/5 2160 9QE-06 7.7 278 SCWHA\C-2/U45/5 3280 1,4E-05 7,7 272
SCWHA\C 188 YM30 SCWHA\C-1tU2/6 823 3.5E06 7,74>8, 93

26
SCWHA\C 227 . 8,2
SCWHA\C 240 YM3o SCWHA\C-1lU2t7 800 3,4E-06 8,2 39 =
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SECOND TEST SERIES
TABLE 3: :Predissolution results (container SCW-3)

M(ahin cot I fidated In Br Iu c (mol ) lm) U /1day -Itoai UjpH Eb(
dIat dw dura1o W' moI U hrnday ed mY/

i4_ J~idays) I__d _ __ ef1t 1 F"
SCW 9842-02 9802-04 2 2 SCW-3/U45/1 35500 1,i9-04 7,46E-05 1420 8,08 192
SCW 98-202 98-026 2 4 SCW-3U45/v2 5020 2, IE-05 1,OSE-05 1620.8 8,11 266
SCW 9842-02 98-029 3 7 SCW-345lvB 2130 8,95B-06 2,98E-06 1706 8,14 89
SCW 98-02-02 98 2-13 4 11 SCW-3U45fv4 1310 5,50E06 1,38E-06 1758,4 8,14 206
SCW 98-022 98-02-16 3 14 SCW-345tv/5 800 33606 1,12E-06 1790.4 8,17 233
SCW 98242 9842-20 4 I8 SCW-3U45/v1 7 3,252-6 8,12E-07 1821,32 8,13
SCW 98-02-2 98-02-23 3 21 SC-31U450 450 1,89B-06 6,30E-07 1839,32 8,16 269
SCW 98-0242 98-02-27 4 25 SCW-31U451v/8 485 2.04B06 5.09B-07 1858.72 8,14 184
SCW 98-0242 9843-02 3 28 SCW-3U45v19 319 1.34E-06 447B7 1871,48 8,1 269
SCW 98242 983-06 4 32 SCW-31U4510 337 1,42B-06 3,54B-07 1884,96 8,1 228
SCW 98242 9S39 3 3S SCW-31U45vN 1 207 8,70247 2,90247 1893.24 8,2 276
SCW 98-022 9-03-13 4 39 SCW-345vI2 236 992E-07 2,4S7 1902,68 8,18 274
SCW 98242 983-16 3 42 SCW-3145v/13 167 7,02E-07 2,34-07 1909,36 8,19 99
SCW 98242 943-19 3 4 SCW-3)45ll4 144 6,057 2,022-07 1915,12 8,2 257
SCW 98-0242 9803-24 5 50 SCW-3U451v/15 193 8,112-07 1,622-07 1922,84 8,15 266
SCW 98-0242 98-03-27 3 53 SCW-3/U451v/16 139 5,842-07 1,95E7 1928,4 8,22 279

SCW 9-0242 98-03-31 4 57 SCW-3/U45IvI17 151 64 7 1,9E-07 1934.44 8,15 293
SCWt 9S-0202 98-0443 3 60 SCW-3W45/v118 129 542E-07 1,812-07 1939.6 8.26 288

SCW 9842-02 98-04-06 3 63 SCW-3//v9 119 5,002-07 1.67E-07 1944.36 8,17 256
SCW 98-0242 9844-10 4 67 SCW-3U45/v O 120 5,04E47 1,26E-07 1949,16 8,12 293

SCW 98-02 94-14 4 71 SC-3451vi 110 4,62-07 1,16E-07 1953,56 8,18 291
SCW 984242 98-04-20 6 77 SCW-3/U45/v22 144 6,0547 1.01E47 1959,32 8,19 245
SCW 984242 98-04-23 3 80 SCW-3/U45N123 91 3,82E-07 1,27E-07 1962,96 8,25 293
SCW 98242 984-27 4 84 SCW-3/U45vI24 102 4,29 7 1,07-07 1967,04 8,17 261
SCW 98242 98-04-30 3 87 SCW-3U45v25 87 3,647 1.2247 1970,52 8,2 259
SCW 98242 98544 4 91 SCW-3IU45v26 94 3,95E47 9,872-08 1974,28 8,16 301
SCW 98242 9858 4 95 SCW-3145/vI27 87 3|66207 9,14E-08 1977,76 8,12 259
SCW 980242 9805-11 3 98 SCW-345tvI8 73 3.07E-07 1.02E-07 1980,68 8,19 85
SCW 98-0242 985-15 4 102 SCW-31145/v29 84 3,532-07 8,82E-08 1984.04 8,19 79
SCW 984242 98-05-20 5 107 SCW-31145hv/30 90 3,78-07 7568 1987.64 8,17 64
SCW 98-02 9805-25 5 112 SCW-3145/vh31 87 3.662-07 73IE-0 1991,12 8,15 239
SCW 9802-02 98-05-28 3 115 SCW-3/U45/v/32 49 2,06247 6.86E-08 1993.08 8,17 207
SCW 94242 9846-02 5 120 SCW-31145h33 2.82247 5,63E- 1995,76 8.22 223
SCW 9-2-02 9846-08 6 126 SCW-3/U45v135 48 2002E47 36-08 1997,68 8,2 246
SCW 984242 9846-15 7 133 SCW-31U451v37 53 2,232-07 3,182-8 19998 8,11 235
SCW 9-0242 9846-22 7 140 SCW-311451vf38 94 3,95247 5,642-8 2003,56 8,23 234
SCW 984242 98-06-26 4 144 SCW-3U45/v09 8,27 224
SCW 984242 9846-29 7 147 SCW-3U45v/40 56 2,35247 3,362-08 2005,8 S,25 235
SCW 984242 98-07-03 4 151 SCW-3/lJ45/v/41 8,17 -

SCW 98-0242 98-07-06 3 154 SCW-31U451v/42 45 1,892-07 6,30E-08 2007,6 8,12
SCW 984242 9847-09 3 157 SCW-3IU45vl43 8,24
SCW 982-02 984844 26 183 SCW-3/U451v/44 155 6,51E-07 2,5024S 2013,8 8,2

SCW 98-0242 98-047 3 186 SCW-3/U45/v/45 8,22
SCW 984242 9848-10 3 189 SCW-31U451v146 33 1,392-07 4,622-S 2015,12 8.24 -

SCW 98-0242 9848-13 3 192 SCW-3IU45Iv47 8,22 -

SCW 984242 98-08-17 4 196 SCW-3/U451v148 35 1,472-07 3,68E-08 2016,52 8,22 -

SCW 98-02-02 984-21 4 200 SCW-31U45/v149 8,21 -

SCW 98-0242 9S-08-28 7 207 SCW-3IU45Jv/50 43 1.81 E-07 2,58E4S 2018,24 8,14 -
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TABLE 4: Predissolution results (container SCWHA-3)
medium Istart fwashing date contact accumulated sample nr U conc U concmoI U 1/day = total t pH Eb(mVI

date (= sampling i duration (pg/l) (moI) jmol U/mday washed I EF)
date) (days)_ (tays) I I offCR)

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

SCWHA

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-0242

98-02-02

982-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02.02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-0202

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-0242

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

982-02

98-022

98-02-02

98-02-02

982-02

98-022

98-02-02

982-02

98-02-02

9802-02

9S2-02

98-02-02

98-022

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

982-04

98-02-06

9-02-09

98-02-13

98-02-16

98-02-20

982-23

982-27

98-03-02

983-06

98-03-09

98-03-13

98-03-16

9843-19

983-24

98-03-27

98-03-31

98-04-03

98-04-06

98-04-10

98-04-14

98-04-20

98-0423

98-04-27

98-04-30

98-05-04

9S5-08

98-05-11

98-05-15

9845-20

98-05-25

98-05-28

98-06-02

98-06-08

9846-15

98-06-22

98-626

98-06-29

98-7-03

987-06

98-07-09

98-04

98-08-07

98-08-10

98-813

98-08-17

98-08-21

98-08-28

2

4

I1

14

18

21

25

28

32

'35

39

42

45

50

53

57
60

63

67

71

77

80

84

87
91

95

98

102

107

112

115

120

126

133

140

144

147

151

154

157

183

186

189

192

196

200

207

SCWHA-3/U4i5/v/I

SCWHA-3/U45/v12

SCWHA-3fU45fv/3

SCWHA-3/U45/v/4

SCWHA-3U451v15

SCWHA-3/U45/v16

SCWHA-31U45/vn

SCWHA-31U45Iv/8

SCWHA-3IU45/v/9

SCWHA-3/U45vJIO

SCWHA-31U45/vl I

SCWHA-31U45/v/12

SCWHA-31U45/v/13

SCWHA-3/U45/v/14

SCWHA-31U45/v/15

SCWHA-3fU45/v/16

SCWHA-31U451v/17

SCWHA-3/U45/v/18

SCWHA-31U451v/19

SCWHA-31U45Jvt2O

SCWHA-31U45/v/21

SCWHA-3/U45/v/22

SCWHA-3U451v23

SCWHA-31U45/v24

SCWHA-31345/v/25

SCWHA-3fU45/v/26

SCWHA-3/U45/v)27

SCWHA-3IU45/v/28

SCWHA-3IU45/vi29

SCWHA-3IU45/v/30

SCWHA-31U451v31

SCWHA-3/U45/v/32

SCWHA-3/J451v/33

SCWHA-3/U45/v/35

SCWHA-31U451v137

SCWHA-31U45v138

SCWHA-3/U45v139

SCWHA-3/U45/v140

SCWHA-31U45/v/4l

SCWHA-31U45/v/42

SCWHA-3/U45/v/43

SCWHA-3/U45/v/44

SCWHA-3U45/v/45

SCWHA-3/U45/v/46

SCWHA-31U45/v147

SCWHA-3/U45v/48

SCWHA-3/U45/vi49

SCWHA-3U45v/50

33800

6280

2370

1180

765

708

413

406

258

240

166

185

122

120

169

123

122

104

96

107

99

145

81

112

83

95

86

67

79

102

108

58

81

50

59

94

67

46

169

34

39

[53

1,42E-04

2,64E-05

996E-06

4,96E-06

3.21E-06

2,97E-06

1,74E-06

1,71E-06

1,08E-06

1,01E-06

6,97E-07

7,77E-07

5,13E-07

5,04E-07

7,10E07

5,17E-07

53J3E-07

437E-07

4,03E-07

4,50E-07

4.16E-07

6,09E-07

3,40E-07

4,71E-07

3,49E-07

3,99E-07

3,61E-07

2,82E-07

332E-07

4,29-07

4,54E-07

2,44E4-7

3,40E-07

2,10E-07

2,48E-07

3,95E-07

7.10E-05

132E-05

332E-06

1,24E-06

1.07E-06

7,44E-07

5,78E-07

426E-07

3,61E-07

2,52E-07

2,32E-07

1,94E-07

1.7 1E-07

1,68E-07

1,42E-07

1,72E-07

1,28E-07

1,46E-07

1,34E07

1,12E-07

1,04E-07

1.02E-07

1,13E-07

1,18E-07

1,16E-07

9,98E-08

9.03E-08

9,38E-8

830E-08

8,57E-8

9,08E-08

8,12E-08

6,81-OS

3,50E-08

3,54E4-8

5,64E-08

1352

1603,2

1698

1745.2

1775,8

1804.12

1820,64

1836,88

1847,2

1856,8

1863,44

1870,84

1875.72

1880,52

1887,28

1892,2

1897.08

1901,24

1905.08

190936

191332

1919.12

192236

1926,84

1930,16

1933.96

1937,4

1940,08

1943.24

194732

1951.64

1953,96

19572

1959,2

1961,56

1965,32

8.06

8.09

8,13

8,2

8.15

8,12

8.12

8,19

S,15

8,12

8,19

8.17

8,17

8,19

8.13

822

8.14

8,23

8,16

8,11

8.18

8.17

8,24

8,18'

8,19

8,17

8,12

8.2

8.19

8,16

8.18

8.3

8.17
8,2

8,1

8,24

827

8,24

8,18

8,0S

8.2

8,22

8,16

8,19

8.16

8,18

8,2

815

2,82E-0714.02E-08

1,93E4716,44E-08

710E-07 2.73E-08

1968

1969.84

1976,6

1977.96

1979,52

1981,64

1,43E-07 14,76E-8

1,64E-07 14,10E48

3,18E-08223E-07
__ _ 

,
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TABLE 5: Predissolution results (container RIC-3)
medium start Iwashing date contact accuumlated sarme inr U conC U conc (mo1I) mol U /Iday = total Ul pH E

date (= sampling time duration gi94) mol U /n
2
/day washed mvI

date) (days) (days) _ _.. _ _) _ E)

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

RIC

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

9S2-02

98-0242

98-02-02.

982-02

98-02-02

98-022

98-02-02

98-02-02

980242

9842-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

982-02

9842-02

98-022

98-02-02

98-02-02

982-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-0242

9842-02

9842-02

98-0242

98-02-02

982-02

98-0242

98-0242

9840242

98-0242

9842-02

984242

98-242

98-02-02

984242

98-02-02

98-0242

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-02-02

98-0202

98-0242

982-02

9842-04

9-02-06

98-02-09

9842-13

9842-16

98-02-20

98-02-23

98-02-27

983-02

9843-06

98-03-09

98-03-13

983-16

9843-19

98-03-24

9843-27

983-31

98-04-03

984406

98-04-10

98-04-14

98-0420

98423

98427

98-04-30

9845-04

98-0548

985-11

98-05-15

98-05-20

98-05-25

98-05-28

9846-02

98464S

9846-15

9846-22

98-02-26

9.846-29

98-0743

98-0706

984749

98-08-04

9848-07

98-08-10

98-08-13

9848-17

9848-21

98-08-28

2

4

7

It

14

18

21

25

28

32

35

39

42

45

so

53

57

60

63

67

71

77

80

84

87

91

95

98

102

107

112

115

120

126

133

140

144

147

151

154

157

183

186

189-

192

196

200

207

RIC-3/U45/vI

RIC-31U45/v/2

RIC-3/U45/v/3

RIC-3U45v/4

RIC-31J45vl5

RIC-3U45tv/6

RIC-3/U45/vn

RIC-3N45/v18

RIC-3/U45/v/9

RIC-3IU45fv/10

RIC-3/U45/v/1 1

RIC-31U45/v/12

RIC-3U45v13

RIC-3/U45/v/14

RIC-3U451v/15

RIC-31U45/v/16

RIC-31U45/v/17

RIC-3U45/v/18

RIC-3/U451v/19

RIC-3/U451v/20

RIC-3U451v121

RIC-31U451v122

RIC-3/U451v/23

RIC-3/U45/v/24

RIC-3/U45/v/25

RIC-31U451v126

RIC-3U45vM27

RIC-3/U451v/28

RIC-31U45/v/29

RIC-3/U45h/30

RIC-3/U45/v/31

RIC-3/U45/v132

RIC-3/U45/v133

RIC-3/U45/v135

RIC-3/U45/v/37

RIC-3/U451v/38

RIC-31U45/v/39

RIC-3/U45/v/40

RIC-31U451v141

RIC-3NU45/v/42

RIC-31U451v143

RlC-3I45/v/44

RIC-3/U45/l45

RIC-3/U451v146

RIC-3/U45/v/47

RIC-31U451v148

RIC-3/U45/v149

RIC-3/U45/vI50

36900

[7620

2130

1130

564

619

418

365

236

265

180

211

133

130

206

135

169

144

107

121

113

133

84

101

79

92

80

73

73

83

76

47

64

53

40

81

1,55E-04

3,20E-05

8,95E46

4,75E-06

2,37E-06

2,60E46

1,76E46

1,53E-06

9,92E-07

1,1I E-06

7,56E-07

8,87E-07

5,59E-07

5,46E-07

8,66E-07

5,67E-07

7,1OE-07

6,05E-07

4.50E-07

5,08E-07

4,75E-07

5,59E-07

3,53E-07

4,24E-07

3,32E-07

3,87E-07

,36E-07

3,07E-07

3,07E-07

3,49E-07

3,19E-07

1,97E-07

2,69E-07

2,23E-07

I,68E-07

3.40E-07

7,75E-05

1,60E-05

2,98E-06

1,19E-06

7,90E-07

6,501E-07

5,85E-07

3i83E-07

3,31 E-07

2,78E-07

2,52E-07

2,22E-07

1,86E-07

1,82E-07

1,73E-07

1,89E-7

1,78E-07

2,02E-07

1,50E-07

1,27E-07

1,19E-07

9,31 E-08

1,18E-07

I .06E407
1,01E-07

9,66E-08

8,40E-08

1,02E-07

7,67E-08

6,97E-08

6,39E-08

6,58E-08

5,38E-08

3.7IE-8

2,40E-08

4,86E-08

1476

1780,8

1866

1911.2

1933.76

1958,52

1975,24

1989,84

1999,28

2009,88

2017,08

2025,52

2030.84

2036,04

2044,28

2049,68

2056,44

2062.2

2066,48

2071,32

2075.84

2081,16

2084,52

2088,56

2091,72

2095,4

2098,6

2101,52

2104,44

2107,76

2110.8

2112,68

211524

2117.36

2118,96

2122,2

8,1

8,07

8,11

8.19

8,17

8,16

8.16

8,25

8.16

8.11

8,21

8,18

8,18

8,19

8.16

8,24

8,16

8,21

8,18

8,12

8,17

8,2

8,24

8,17

8,2

I,17

8.11

8.17

8,18

8,19

8,17

82

8,24

8,17

8,12

8,24

8.22

8.23

8.15

8,17

8,15

8,24

,22

8,24

8,24

8,24

8,22

8,18

200

254

100

197

234

267

189

279

250

277

277

101

263

265

275

292

288

259

290

290

238

292

267

266

302

256

7

6

61

238

203

190

250

227

221

208

23546

36

161

25

29

43

1,93E-07

1,5 IE-07

6,76E-07

I,05E-07

1,22E-07

1,81E-07

6,44E-08

5,04E-08

2,60E-08

3,50E-08

3.05E-08

2.58E-08

2124,04

2125,48

2131.92

2132.92

2134,08

2135,8
_ l _ _
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TABLE 6: Predissolution results (container SCWHAIC-3)
medium start washing date contact accunulated sample nr U conc U conc mol U Nday = total U pH Eh(m

date (= sampling time duration (Pg/I) (moll) mol U Imday washed VI
date) (days) (days) off(P) Esn)

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-06-22 3 3 SCWHA\C-3/U45/vII 5580,00 2,34E-05 7,82E-06 223 7,54 259

SCWHA\C 9806-19 9806-26 4 7 SCWHA\C-3fU45Iv/2 177,00 7,44E-07 1,86E-07 230 7,71 247

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-06-29 3 10 SCWHA\C-3/U45/v/3 25,00 1,05E-07 3,50E-0g 231 8.26 18

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 980703 4 14 SCWHA\C-3/U45/v/4 8,00 3,36E-08 8,40E-09 232 8,39 30

SCWHATC 9806-19 98-07-06 3 17 SCWHA\C-3/U45/v15 7,40 3,11E-08 1,04E-08 232 8.27

SCWHA\C 9846-19 98-079 3 20 SCWHA\C-31U451v/6 13,00 5,46E-08 1,82E-08 232 8,10

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-08-04 26 46 SCWHAIC-3/U45/v/7 12,00 5,04E-08 1,943-09 233 8.09

SCWHA\C 9806-19 98-08-07 3 49 SCWHA\C-3IU45Iv/8 13,00 5,46E-08 I,82E-08 233 8,11

SCWHA'C 98-06-19 98-08-10 3 53 SCWHA\C-3IU45/v/9 12,00 5,04E4- 1,68E-08 234 8,25

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-08-13 3 56 SCWHAIC-31U45/v10 60,00 2,52E-07 8,40E-08 236 8,51 -

SCWHA\C 9846-19 98-08-17 4 60 SCWHA\C-3/U45/vI 1I 68,00 2,86E-07 7,14-08 239 8,20 .

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-08-21 4 63 SCWHA\C-3/IJ45/v/12 4,00 1,68E-08 4,20E-09 239 8,33

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-09-21 31 94 SCWHA\C-3/U45/v113 3,99 1,68E-08 5,41E-10 239 8,46

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-09-24 3 97 SCWHAIC-3U45/v/14 0,96 4,03E-09 1,34E-09 239 8.16 .

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-09-29 5 102 SCWHA\C-3JU45II5 6,30 2,65E-08 5,29E-09 240 8,26

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-10-02 3 105 SCWHA\C-3/U4S/v/16 6.10 2,56E08 8,54-09 240 8,14

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-10-05 3 108 SCWHA\C-3/U45/vI17 3,20 1,34E-08 4,48E-09 240 8.18

SCWHAvC 98-06-19 98-10-0 3 111 SCWHAvC-3tU45/v1l8 7,40 3,1 E-08 1,04E-08 240 8,50 .

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-10-13 5 116 SCWHA\C-3tU45/v/19 5,50 2,31E-08 4,62E-09 241 8,21

SCWHA\C 98-019 98-10-16 3 119 SCWHA\C-3/lJ45/v/20 7,00 2,94E-08 9,80E-09 241 8,11 

SCWHA\C 98-06-19 98-10-19 3 122 SCWHA\C-3lU45/v2l 3,80 1,60E-08 5,32E-09 241 8,15

SCWHAC 98-019 98-10-23 4 126 SCWHA\C-3/U451v/22 3,70 ISSE-08 3,89E-09 24! S,19

I,00E-04 

7 1.OOE-05

I
£ 1,OE1-06

-2

8 1,00E-07

1.00E48 

I
i 1,005-06

IDE07It1O

0 30 60 90 120 150 110 210

days

0 30 60 9D 120 150 180 210

FIGURE 1 : Predissolution of container
SCW-3 (SCW water).

FIGURE 2: Predissolution of container
SCWHA- (SCW water)
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TABLE 7: Uranium concentration, pH, Eh of the media in the second test series
(solubility tests)

medium start date sampling leaching sample U U cone (moIl) mol U total U pH Eh
date duration conc /mAlday washed off (mVfEsua

(days) (ugll) {ud _ )
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-08-28 0 RIC-3/U215/0 4,40 1,852-08 - 0,35 8,45 -188
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-08-31 3 RIC-31U21513 40,00 1,68E-07 5,60E-08 1,78 8,50 -177
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-09-03 6 RIC-31U2/5/6 56,00 2,35E-07 3,92E-08 2,42 8,43 -152
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-09-07 10 RIC-3/U215/10 70,20 2,95E-07 2,95E-08 2,88 8,26 -159
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-09-10 13 RIC-3/U215/13 74,10 3,11 E-07 2,39E-08 3,03 8,26 -161
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-09-22 25 RIC-3/U215125 26,80 1,13E-07 4,50E-09 1,14 8,25 -123
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-10-08 41 RIC-3/U2/5/41 12,40 5,21E-08 1,27E-09 0,56 8,40 -246
RIC-3 98-08-28 98-1 1-10 74 RIC-3/U2/5t74 3,27 1,37E-08 1,86E-10 0,20
RIC-4 98-08-28 98-08-28 0 RIC-41U2f5/0 5,00 2,10E-08 - 0,40 8,31 -205
RIC-4 98-08-28 98-08-31 3 RIC-4U2/5/3 45,00 1,89E-07 6,30E-08 2,00 8,61 -184
RIC-4 98-08-28 98-09-03 6 RIC-4/U215/6 51,00 2,14E-07 3,57E-08 2,24 8,51 -160
RIC-4 98-08-28 98-09-07 10 RIC-41U215/10 60,10 2,53E-07 2,53E-08 2,47 8,45 -171
RIC4 98-08-28 98-09-10 13 RIC-4fU2/5/13 61,30 2,58E-07 1,98E-08 2.52 8,42 -175
RIC4 98-08-28 98-09-22 25 RIC-4U215/25 17,90 7,52E-08 3,01 E-09 0,78 8,27 -140
RIC-4 98-08-28 98-10-08 4 1 RIC-4/U2/5/41 4,53 1,90E-08 4,64E- I 0 0,25 8,18 -271
RIC-4 98-08-28 98-11-10 74 RIC-4JU2/5/74 4,15 1,74E-08 2,36E-10 0,23

CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-08-28 0 SCWHA-3/U215/0 2,90 1,222-08 - 0,23 8,60 -184
CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-08-31 3 SCWHA-3/U215/3 65,00 2,731-07 9,10-08 2,72 8,47 -182
CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-09-03 6 SCWHA-3/U215/6 76,00 3,19E-07 5,32E-08 3,16 8,31 -154
CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-09-07 10 SCWHA-31U215/10 91,30 3,842-07 3,842-08 3,66 8,15 -159
CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-09-10 13 SCWHA-31U215/13 94,30 3,962-07 3,05E-08 3,78 8,15 -162
CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-09-22 25 SCWHA-31U215/25 108,00 4,542-07 1,82E-08 4,33 8,18 -137
CWHA-3 98-08-28 98-10-08 41 SCWHA-31U25/41 112,00 4,71E-07 1,15E-08 4,49 8,12 -166
ZWHA-3 98-08-28 98-11-10 74 SCWHA-31U2/5n4 134,00 5,63E-07 7,61E-09 5,37
ZWHA4 98-08-28 98-08-28 0 SCWHA-4/U2/510 2,60 1,092-08 - 0,21 8,58 -188
-WHA-4 98-08-28 98-08-31 3 SCWHA-4U215/3 49,00 2,06E-07 6,86E-08 2,06 8,63 -176
-WHA-4 98-08-28 98-09-03 6 SCWHA41U2V5/6 62,00 2,61E-07 4,34E-08 2,58 8,50 -166

WHA-4 98-08-28 98-09-07 10 SCWHA-4/U2/5/10 75,50 3,172-07 3,17E-08 3,03 8,19 -165
WHA-4 98-08-28 98-09-10 13 SCWHA-4/U2/5/13 80,80 3,39E-07 2,61E-08 3,24 8,23 -168

_WHA-4 98-08-28 98-09-22 25 SCWHA-4/U25125 95,30 4,00E07 1,602-08 3,82 8,21 -144
WHA-4 98-08-28 98-10-08 4 1 SCWHA-4/W5/41 102,00 4,29E-07 1,052-08 4,09 8,34 -180

-WHA-4 98-08-28 98-11-10 74 SCWHA-4/U215/74 104,00 4,37E-07 5.91-09 4,17

SCW-3 98-08-28 98-08-28 0 SCW-31U2/5/0 2,60 1,092-08 - 0,21 8,54 -188
SCW-3 98-08-28 98-08-31 3 SCW-31U21513 56,00 2,35-07 7,842-08 2,34 8,65 -177
SCW-3 98-08-28 98-09-03 6 SCW-3/U2/5/6 69,00 2,902-07 4,832-08 2,86 8,54 -167
SCW-3 98-08-28 98-09-07 10 SCW-3tU2/5/10 85,30 3,58-07 3,58E-08 3,42 8,36 -171
SCW-3 98-8-28 98-09-i0 13 SCW-31U215/13 92,10 3,87-07 2,98E-08 3,69 8,32 -173
3CW-3 98-08-28 98-09-22 25 SCW-31U215125 105,00 4,4123-07 1,76E-08 4,21 8,18 -137
SCW-3 98-08-28 98-10-08 41 SCW-3/WJ25/41 107,00 4,502-07 1, I OE-08 4,29 8,14 -172
3CW-3 98-08-28 98-11-10 74 SCW-3/U2J5n4 113,00 4,752-07 6,42E-09 4,53
CW-4 98-08-28 98-08-28 0 SCW-4U215/0 1,40 5,882-09 - 0,11 8,45 -180

3CW-4 98-08-28 98-08-31 3 SCW-41U215/3 74,00 3,11 E-07 1,042-07 3,02 8,35 -171
3CW4 98-08-28 98-09-03 6 SCW-41U21516 93,00 3,91 E-07 6,51 E-08 3,78 8,26 -157
iCW-4 98-08-28 98-09-07 10 SCW-4/U25110 117,00 4,92E-07 4,92E-08 4,69 8,21 -171
*CW-4 98-08-28 98-09-10 13 SCW-4/U21513 119,00 5,00E-07 3,85E-08 4,77 8,17 -165
;CW4 98-08-28 98-09-22 25 SCW-41U2/5/25 139,00 5,84E-07 2,342-08 5,57 8,22 -114
iCW4 98-08-28 98-10-08 41 SCW-4/U2/5/41 131,00 5,502-07 1,34E-08 5,25 8,43 -184
.CW-4 98-08-28 98-11-10 74 sCw-41U2t5n4 127,00 5,34207 7,21E-09 5,09

9

I
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medium start date sampling leaching sample U U conc (mol) mol U total U pH Eh
date duration conc Im21lday washed off (mVIEs

SCWHA\C-3 98-10-23 98-10-23 0 SCWHA\C980415U2/1 8,02 3,37E-08 0,64 10,1 -420
SCWHA\C-3 98-10-23 98-l10-26 3 SCWHA\C-3/U25/3 114,00 4,79E-07 1,60E-07 4.88 10,3 -295
SCWHA\C-3 98-10-23 98-10-30 7 SCWHA\C-3U25/7 264,00 I, I IE-06 1,58E-07 10.88 8,6 -251
SCWHA\C-3 98-10-23 98-10-30 11 SCWHA\C-31U2/5/11 278 1,17E-06 1,.06E-07 11,44 8,7 -211
SCWHA\C-3 98-10-23 98-10-30 17 SCWHA\C-31U2V5/17 284 1,19E-06 7,02E-07 11.68 8.8 -223
SCWHA\C-3 98-10-23 98-11-23 31 SCWHA\C-3/U215131 353,00 1,48E-06 4,78E-08 14,44 7,9 -196
SCWHA\C-4 98-10-23 98-10-23 0 SCWHA\C980415lU2/1 8,02 3,37E-08 0.64 10.1 -421
SCWHA\C-4 98-10-23 98-10-26 3 SCWHA\C-4/U2/513 84,40 3,55E-07 1,18E-07 3,70 10,2 -291
SCWHA\C-4 98-10-23 98-10-30 7 ScwHA\C-4IUJ2sn 306,00 1,29E-06 1,84E-07 12,56 8,6 -246
SCWHA\C-4 98-10-23 98-11-03 II SCWHA\C4/U215/11 308,00 1,29E-06 1,18E-07 12,64 8,80 -208
SCWHA\C-4 98-10-23 98-11-09 17 SCWHA\C-4/U25/17 290,00 1,22E-06 7,17E-08 11,92 8,8 -221
SCWHA\C-4 98-10-23 98-11-23 31 SCWHA\C-4/UV531 350,00 1,47E-06 4,74E-08 14,32 7,9 -189

i.

-v1
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Appendix 8: Symbols used by FUB and
original test data obtained by
FUB
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EXPLICATION OF SYMBOLS USED:
b reciprocal slope of Inj=f(E) curve
F Faraday constant
AGE standard free activation enthalpy
jo ,change current density
j. partial anodic current density
jk partial cathodic current density
ko maximum velocity constant of anodic process
ako maximum velocity constant of cathodic process

ka velocity constant of anodic process

k. velocity constant of cathodic process

k constant
k proportional factor

k constant
R general gas constant
T Kelvin temperature
z amount of electrochemical valence
a transfer coefficient
rtd moles of reduced species per unit area
r<>. moles of oxidised species per unit area
7lD overvoltage of transfer reaction
VMe inner potential of metal
Ad Galvani voltage
A9B Galvani voltage of reference electrode
A(pf, Galvani voltage at equilibrium
(PL inner potential of solution
SOX Oxidised form of the relevant species
Slar reduced form of the relevant species
n number of electrons exchanged in the redox process
a (Sred) activity of the reduced form at equilibrium (rational scale)

a (S0 x) activity of the oxidised form at equilibrium (rational scale)

a(e ) activity of the electrons at equilibrium (rational scale)
K thermodynamical equilibrium constant

/Uf chemical potential of species i in phase I
II

chemical potential of species i in phase II

,u-I electrochemical potential of species i in phase I

,u4l electrochemical potential of species i in phase II
z; number of electrical unit charges of species i
qo' Galvani potential of phase I
(pll Galvani potential of phase II
a transfer factor
E, E,, Potential, applied
E, electrode potential at equilibrium
Ecot free corrosion potential (rest potential)
m stoechiometrical factor of H' activity or slope of Inj = f(E) curve
EDiff diffusion potential
EKontakl contact potential
lo current amplitude in EIS
() phase shift in EIS
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Z impedance
Rpo1 polarization resistance
RbIk resistance of bulk electrode
Ra ohm's resistance
Cdl double layer capacitance
Cb.Ik capacitance of bulk electrode
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TABLE 1 Corrosion on Ti99.8Pd and Zircaloy-4 at applied potential in sat. NaC!

Potential
(mV)

-1500
-1200
-1100
-1000
-900
-600
-300
-100

0
300
600
900

Zircaloy-4
(250C)
Rate (pmla)

0.08
0.1
1.32
0.12
0.05
0.146
0.14
OA
5.1

17533
74467
117450

Ti99.8Pd
(250 C)
Rate (m/a)

Zi: loy-4
(55 C)
Rate (n/a)

Ti99.8Pd
(550C)
Rate (prn/a)

-1000
-500
-250

0
500

0.6
2.8
5.3
0.5
0.8

-1500
-1300
-1100
-900
-600
-300

0
150
300
600

0.25495
8.57469
0.19841
0.134415
0.012895
0.03955
0.046
1275

60766
211715

-1000
-500
-250

0
500

1.4
2
1.1
0.6
1.4

342



TABLE 2 Original data for relation between applied potential versus corrosion rate
(FIGURE 1.6-31)

uncorr. val. KMnO4 K2Cr207 Potential, correct.
applied val.

m2 d -- m 2
d m 2'd mV / SHE gm2'd

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ___ ____ _ _ ___ ___ 18 00 _ _ _ _

-1300
-800
-300

__ 0 _____200
300
400

_ __ 5~__ __00 =- __

7.8615__ _ _ _ _________ _
40

. 4~~60

580

11.00651 0 70__
_ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ __ 6 03 _

70
740
743
760
780

31.446 X00 ____

315
830
850

44.0244 __00
910

_________ _ 50 _________ ________5

100.6272 1000
99.0549 1100
136.7901 _ 1200
160.3746 1300
242.1342 1400
251.568 1500
388.3581 1600
361.629 1700
526.7205 1800
476.4069 1900
597.474 2000
597.474 2100
732.6918 2200

__646.2153 719
58.64679 ___ _ 9
6.383538 590

756
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487A 734
298.7 00
36.9 658

_________ ________ ___________ _______ -1433 _

-1280 0
_______ ____ __ _ _ -787 _

=___________ = 29______ _________ _297 = 0

______ ___ ___ 400 _ _

5__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 00 _ _ _ _ _7.9

6______ 65 _______ 11
681 31.5

82 44.1
731 - __ 100.6
759 _ 9.1
767 1136.8
791 160.4

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 91 2__ _ _ 42.1

771 251.6
792 388.4
809 361.6

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ________ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _8 13 _ _ _ _ _ 26.7

851 76.4

___________ ________ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 __ _ _ 975
897 597.5
9__ _ __ _ __ _ _ __ 744 732.7

344



TABLE 2 Original data for relation between corrosion potential versus corrosion rate
("calibration curve) (FIGURE 1.6-32)

Pot m og cor.rate log cor.rate log.cor.rate
(SHE)

Redox sys. E2 1
637 Chlorine: 1.7847025
720 Bromine: 2.6589409
734 KMn04: 2.8844284
743 K2Cr2O7: 2.953 179
577 0__ .8955129

645 1.6437009

674 2.0027229

408 PW,pH3,air: 1.39794
45 BPW,pH9,air: -1.886057
39.1 1.64365
50.7 1.9001486
64.7 2.0548428
69.8 2.0339864
200 -_________ ___________ 3.564474
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TABLE 3 Original data for relation between corrosion potential versus corrosion rate
in presence and absence of carbonate (calibration curve") (FIGURE 1.6-36)

Pot mV(SHE) log. cor. rate og. cor. rate
with 0. IM Carb. with 0.OIM Carb.

349 0575009
397 .0641929
436 D.7757927
458 1.2887387 l
467 1.5820591
497 1.6935022
511 1.8266378
526 1.9536324
544 .0262749
554 .1403975
555 .2188812
470 0.3241861
490 0.6252161
04 0.9262461
19 1.2784286
34 1.3655787
48 1.4703141
63 1.5794586
82 1.6464054
602 1.7865841

9 1.6666087
63 1.7043973
87 1.8427
32 1.8427
42 2.0231561
62 2.2326711

TABLE 3 Original data for relation between corrosion potential versus corrosion rate
("calibration curve") at various temperatures (FIGURE 1.6-37)

Pot. m og cor. rate at
(SHE) 50C
470 -2.37478
519.9 -1.89766
569.9 -1.63442

619 _ _ -0.6266
68 __ _ 0.31409
09.5 0.421096

24.6 _ 1.05254
34 1.321135
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Appendix 9: Details of radiolysis modelling
data used by STUDSVIK
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TABLE 1 Rate constants, de morF s- in deionized water (EU 18)

NO REACTION RATE CONSTANT

1 OH
2 OH
3 OH
4 OH
5 OH
6 OH
7 OH
8 OH
9 OH

10 OH
11 0-
12 E-
13 E-
14 E-
15 E-
16 E-
17 E-
18 E-
19 E-
20 E-
21 H
22 H
23 H
24 H
25 H
26 H
27 H02
28 H02
29 H02
30 H+
31 H+
32 H202
33 H+
34 H20
35 02-
36 U02
37 U02
38 U02
39 U02
40 U03H
41 U03H
42 U03H
43 U03H
44 U03H
45 Uo3H
46 U03H
47 U03
48 03
49 U03-
50 U03H
51 U03
52 U03
53 02
54 H2
55 H202
56 H202
57 0
58 U03
59 U02
60 U03H
61 U02
62 U02D

+H2 =H
+H202 = H02
+02- = 02
+H02 = H20
+OH = H202
+OH- = H20
+H02- = H02
+H =H20
+E- = OH-
+0- = H02-
+H20 = OH
+02 = 02-
+H202 = OH
+02- = H02-
+H+ =H
+H20 =H
+H02- = 0-
+E- =H2
+H02 = H02-
+H =H2
+H02 = H202
+H202 = H20
+OH- =E-

+02 = H02
+02- = N02-
+H =H2
+02- = 02
+H02 = H202

= H+

+02- = H02
+H02- = H202

= H+

+OH- = H20
= H+

+02- = H02-
+OH = U03H
+H202 = U03H
+H02 = U03H
+02- = U03H
+U03H = U03
+OH = U03
+E- = U02
+H202 = U03
+02- = U03
+02- = U02
+H02 = U03
+E- = U03H
+02- = U03-
+H20 = U03H
+H =U02
+H = U03H
+H02 = U03H

= 02D

= H2D

= H202D

= H20
+0 =02

= U03D

+02 = U03H
+02 = U03

= U02D

= U02

+H20
+H20
+OH-
+02

+0-
+OH-

+OH-

+OH-
+OH-

+OH-
+OH-
+OH-

-H20

+OH-

+OH- -H20

+OH
+H20

+H02 -
+02
+02-

+H02-

K( +1=
K( 2)=
K( 3)=
K 4)=
K( 5)=
K( 6)=
K( 7)=
K( 8)=
K( 9)=
K( 10)=
K( 11)=
K( 12)=
K( 13)=
K( 14)=
K( 15)=
K( 16)=
K( 17)=
K( 18)=
R( 19)=
K( 20)=
K( 21)=
K( 22)=
K( 23)=
X( 24)=
K( 25)=
K( 26)=
K( 27)=
K( 28)=
K( 29)=
K( 30)=
R( 31)=
X( 32)=
K( 33)=
K( 34)=
K( 35)=
K( 36)=
K( 37)=
X( 38)=
K( 39)=
KC 40)=
K( 41)=
K( 42)=
K( 43)=
K( 44)=
K( 45)=
K( 46)=
K( 47)=
K( 48)=
K( 49)=
K( 50)=
K( 51)=
K( 52)=
K( 53)=
KR 54)=
K( 55)=
K( 56)=
K( 57)=
K( 58)=
K( 59)=
KC 60)=
K( 61)=
K( 62)=

3.400E+07 *
2.700E+07 *
1.000E+10 *
7.100E+09 *
5.500E+09 *
1.200E+10 *
7.500E+09 *
7.OOOE+09 *
3.100E+10 *
1.800E+10 *
1.700E+06 *
1.900E+10 *
1.100E+10 *
1.300E+10 *
2.300E+10 *
1.900E+01 *
3.500E+09 *
5.500E+09 *
2.000E+10 *
2.500E+iO *
2.000E+10 *
9.000E+07 *
2.200E+07 *
2.100E+10 *
2.000E+10 *
7.800E+09 *
9.600E+07 *
S. 400E+05 *
S.OOOE+05 *
5.OOOE+10 *
2.000E+10
3.560E-02
1.430E+ll *

2.599E-05 *

1.800E+09 * H+
4.OOOE+08 *
2.OOOE-02 *
2.OOE+08 *
2.OOOE+08 *
3.OOOE+00 *
8.OOOE+08 *
5.000E+08 *
2.000E-02 *
2.000E+08 *
4.000E+08 *
4.000E+08 *
5.000E+07 *
4.000E+06 *
1.000E+01 *
4.500E+06 *
4.500E+05 *
4:000E+06 *
4.000E-03 *
1.OOOE-02 *
3.000E-03 *
1.000E-03 *
1.000E+09 *
4.000E-05 *
1.000E-04 *
1.000E-04 *
7.OOOE-02 *
7.OOOE-09 *

+OH-
+02

+OH
+H202
+HO2-
+U02
+H20
+OH-
+H20
+HO2-
+OH-
+H202
+OH-
+02
+OH-
+H20

-H+

-H20
-H20
+H20

+OH

+02

-H20

+02

+0

+HO2
+HO2

-H20
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TABLE 2 Rate constants in 5 m NaCI solutions, dm3 mor s-1 (EU 29)
NO REACTION RATE CONSTANT

1 OH
2 OH
3 OH
4 OH
5 OH
6 OH
7 OH
8 OH
9 OH

10 OH
11 0-
12 E-
13 E-
14 E-
15 E-
16 E-
17 E-
18 E-
19 E-
20 E-
21 H
22 H
23 H
24 H
25 H
26 H
27 H02
28 H02
29 H02
30 H+
31 H+
32 H202
33 H+
34 H20
35 02-
36 U02
37 U302
38 U02
39 U02
40 U02
41 U02
42 U03H
43 U03H
44 U03H
45 U03H
46 U03H
47 U03H
48 U03H
49 U03H
50 U03H
51 U03
52 U03
53 U03-
54 U03H
55 1303

+H2 =H
+H202 = H02
+02- = 02
+H02 = H20
+OH = H202
+OH- =H20
+H102- =H02
+H =1H20
+E- =OH-
+0- =H02-
+H20 =OH
+02 = 02-
+H202 = OH
+02- = H02-
+H+ =H
+H20 =1H
+H102- 0-
+E-. H2
+H02 =H02-
+H =1H2
+H02 H202
+H202 =H20
+OH- =E-
+02 = H02
+02- = H02-
+H =H2
+02- = 02
+H02 -H202

= H+
+02- = H02
+H02- = H202

= H+

+OH- 1H20
= H+

+02- = H02-
+OH =1U03H
+CL2- = U03H
+HCLO =U03H
+H202 = U03H
+H02 = U03H
+02- = U03H
+U03H = U03
+OH =1U03
+CL2- = U03
+HCLO =U03
+E- =U02
+H202 =U03
+02- = U03
+02- = U02
+H02 = U03
+E- = U03H
+02- = U03-
+H20 = U03H
+H =U02
+H =U03H

+H20
+H20
+OH-
+02

+0-
+OH-

+OH-

+OH-

+OH-

+OH-

+ON-
+OH-

+OH-

+OH
+H20

+102-
+02
+02-

+H02-

+OH-
+02

+HCL
+CL
+OH
+H202
+H02-
+U02
+H20
+HCL
+CL
+OH-

+H20
+H02-
+OH-

+H202
+OH-
+02
+OH-
+H20

K( 1)=
R 2)=
K( 3)=
K( 4)=
K( 5)=
XC 6)=
XK 7)=

( 8)=
R( 9)=
X( 10)=
X( 11)=
K( 12)=
X( 13)=

-H20 K( 14)=
K( 15)=
K( 16)=
X( 17)=

+OH- X( 18)=
K2 19)=

-H20 X( 20)=
K( 21)=
K2 22)=
K( 23)=
K( 24)=
K( 25)=
Kt 26)=
X2 27)=
(2 28)=
K2 29)=
X( 30)=
R( 31)=
R( 32)=
K( 33)=
K( 34)=

-H+ ( 35)=
K( 36)=

+CL- -H20 X( 37)=
K( 38)=
K( 39)=

-H20 X( 40)=
-H20 K( 41)=
+H20 K( 422=

K( 432=
+CL- 2( 44)=
+H20 R( 45)=

K1 46)=
+OH KI 47)=

KV 48)=
+02 K( 49)=

K( 50)=
-H20 K( 51)=

K( 52)=
K( 53)=
K( 54)=
K( 55) =

3.400E+07 *
2.700E+07 *
1. OOOE+10 *
7. 1OOE+09 *
5.500E+09 *
1.200E+10 *
7.500E+09 *
7. OOOE+09 *
3.100E+10 *

1.800E+10 *
1.700E+06 *
1.900E+10 *
1. 10 OE+10 *
1.300E+10 *
2.300E+10 *
1.900E+01 *
3 .500E+09 *
S.500E+09 *
2. OOOE+10 *
2.SOOE+10 *
2.000E+10 *
9. OOOE+07 *
2.200E+07 *
2.100E+10 *
2. O00E+10 *
7. 800E+09 *
9.600E+07 *
8. 400E+05 *
8. OOOE+05 *
5.0OOOE+10 *
2. OOOE+10 *
3.560E-02 *

1.430E+11 *
2. 599E-05 *
1.800E+09 * H+
4.OOOE+08 *
4.OOOE+08 *
4.0OOOE-03 *
2.0OOOE-02 *
2.0OOOE+08 *
2.0OOOE+08 *
3.0OOOE+00 *
8.0OOOE+08 *
8.000E+08 *
4.0OOOE-03 *
5.OOOE+08 *

2.0OOE-02 *
2.0OOOE+08 *
4.0OOOE+08 *
4.0OOOE+08 *
5.0OOOE+07 *
4.0OOOE+06 *
1.000E+01 *
4.5SOOE+06 *
4.500E+O5 *K( 552= 4.50011+05 *
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TABLE 2. CONTINUED

NO REACTION RATE CONSTANT

56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114

U03 +H02 = U03H
02 = 02D
H2 = H2D
H202 = H202D
H202 = H20
O +0 = 02
U03 = U03D
U02 +02 = U03H
U03H +02 = U03
U02 = U02D
U02D = U02
OH +CL- = CLOH-
OH +HCLO = CLO
OH +HCLO2 = CLO2
E- +CL = CL-
E- +CL2- = CL-
E- +CLOH- = CL-
E- +HCLO = CLOH-
E- +CL2 = CL2-
E- +CL3- = CL2-
E- +HCLO2 = CLO
E- +HCLO3 = CLO2
H +CL = CL-
H +CL2- = CL-
H +CLOH- = CL-
H +CL2 = CL2-
H +HCLO = CLOH-
H +CL3- = CL2-
H02 +CL2- = CL-
HCL = CL-
H02 +CL2 = CL2-
H02 +CL3- = CL2-
02- +CL2- = CL-
02- +HCLO = CLOH-
H202 +CL2- = HCL
H202 +CL2 = H02
H202 +HCLO = HCL
OH- +CL2- = CLOH-
OH- +CL2 = HCLO
H+ +CLOH- = CL
H20 +CL202 = HCLO
H20 +CL202 = 02
H20 +CL20 = HCLO
H20 +CL204 = HCLO2
H20 +CL204 = HCLO
04 = 02
CL- +CL = CL2-
CL- +CLOH- = CL2-
CL- +HCLO = CL2
CL- +CL2 = CL3-
CLOH- = OH
CL2- = CL
CL2- +CL2- = CL3-
CL3- = CL2
CLO +CLO = CL202
CLO2 +CLO2 = CL204
CL202 +HCLO2 = HCLO3
HCLO = CLO-
H+ +CLO- = HCLO

+02

+0

+H02
+H02

+H20
+H20
+H20
+CL-
+OH-

+CL-
+OH-
+OH-
+H+
+CL-
+H20
+H+
+H+
+CL-
+HCL
+H+
+H+
+HCL
+CL-
+02
+HCL
+CL2-
+H20
+CL-
+CL-
+H20
+HCLo2
+HCLO
+HCLO
+HCL03
+HCL
+02

-H20

+H20
+H20

+H+
+02

+02
+02
+02

+02-
+H+
+02

K( 56)=
K( 57)=
K( 58)=
K( 59)=
K( 60)=
K( 61)=
K( 62)=
K( 63)=
K( 64)=
K( 65)=
K( 66)=
K( 67)=
K( 68)=
K( 69)=
K( 70)=

K( 71)=
K( 721=
K( 73)=
K( 74)=
K( 75)=
K( 76)=
K( 77)=

Kl 781=
K( 79)=

K( 80)=
K( 811=
K( 82) =
K( 83)=
K( 84)=
K( 85)=
K 86) =
K( 87)=
K( 88)=
K( 89)=
K( 901=
K( 91)=
K( 92)=
K( 93)=
K( 94)=
K( 951=
K( 961=
K( 97)=
K( 98)=
K( 99)=
K(100) =
K(101) =
K(102)=
K(1031 =
K(1041=
K (1051 =
K(106) =
K(107) =
K (108) =
K (109) =
K(110)=
K(111)=
K(112) =
K(113)=
K(114) =

4. OOOE+06 *
4. OOOE-03 *
1.000E-02 *
3.000E-03 *
1.000E-03 *

1.OOOE+09 *
4. OE-05 *

1.000E-04 *
1.000E-04 *
7.000E-02 *
7.OOOE-08 *
4.300E+09 *
9.000E+09 *
6.300E+09 *
1. OOOE+10 *
1.000E+10 *
1.000E+10 *
7.200E+09 *
1. OOOE+10 *
1. OOOE+10 *
2.500E+09 *
4. OOOE+04 *
1.OOOE+10 *
8.000E+09 *
1. OOOE+10 *
7. OOOE+09 *
2. OOOE+09 *

1. OOOE+10 *
4. OOOE+09 *
5. OOOE+05 *
1. 000E+09 *
1. OOOE+09 *
1.200E+10 *
7.500E+06 *
1.400E+05 *
1.900E+02 *
1.700E+05 *
7.300E+06 *
2. 160E+08 *
2. 100E+10 *
5.OOOE+02 *
1. OOOE+02 *

1.000E+02 *
5. OOOE+02 *

1. OOOE+02 *
1. OOOE+05 *
2.100E+10 *
9. OOOE+04 *
1.OOOE-04 *
1. OOOE+04 *
6.100E+09 *
1.100E+05 *
7. OOOE+09 *
S. OOOE+04 *
1. 50OE+10
1. OOOE+O5 *
1.OOOE+05 *
1.OOOE+02 *
1. OOOE+10 *

+HCL

+04
e

+OH-
+OH-

+CL-
+CL-
+CL-
+CL-

+CL20
+H+
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TABLE 3 G-Values

a Phasel ,y
Normal corrected*

OH 0.24 2.67 2.31 3.85
E- 0.06 2.66 2.28 3.19
H 0.21 0.55 0.50 0.60
H2 1.3 0.45 0.57 0.52
H202 0.985 0.72 0.76 0.29
H+ 0.06 2.76 2.36 3.29
OH- 0 0.1 0.08 0.10
H02 0.22 0 0.03 0
-H20 2.71 6.87 7.72 7.72

Corrected for seavenging in spur and direct effect in 5 m NaCI solution

TABLE 4 G-values proposed by Kelm and Bohnert for strong salt solutions

Species

1202
H2

H
e
OH
OH-
H+
Cl'

H20

CIOH
Cl3.

H0 2

0, Y
(from ref 4, 5)
0.11
0.63
0.85
3.35
0.31
1.58
0.00
-9.86
4.93
-5.46
0.00
0.00

0.23
1.52
0.26
0.06
0.06
2.08
0.00
-3.76
0.00
-3.31
0.55
1.07

Mixed ratiation
14.7% a, 85.3% 0,y
0.128
0.761
0.762
2.866
2.866
1.654
0.000
-8963
4.205
-5.144
0.081
0.157

0.0070.00 0.05
-.
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TABLE 5 Rates for generation of radiolysis gases and fuel alteration during spent
fuel dissolution. Summary of experimental results from Granbow et al (96GRAILOI,
95LO1/GRA)

Sample Solution Gas generation rate Fuel alteration rate HP/FA*
17 mol-g- -d 10'9 mol UO gd 1

H2 02

Pellet DIW 1.2 0.9 6.43.0
Pellet NaCI** 1.9 0.8 2.0 15'
Powder NaCI 2.6 ? 23 2.4
Pellet NaCI/Fex 10.5 <0.1 0.05 u.a

* Hydrogen production/fuel alteration
95 % saturated

x iron powder

TABLE 6 Additional G-values because of diffusion (molecules/100 eV)

Calc no Phase No AC in 100 d G (to be used in next phase)
02D H2D H202D 02 H2 H202

EU11 1 1.44E-3* 1.34 0.47 1.01 E-5 9.5E-3 3.3E-3
EU12 2 6.13E-11 4.03E-3 4.066E-6 6.8E-6 4.5E-5 4.5E-8
EU18 1 6.1E-4 1.31 0.172 4.3E-6 9.2E-3 1.21E-3
EU19 2 4.7E-1 1 4.6E-3 4.OE-6 5.2E-1 3 5.1 E-5 4.4E-8
EU21 2 4.6E-3 5.1 E-5

' read as 1.44-10-3
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TABLE 7 Calculation of radiolysis caused by a fuel pellet in deionized water.

Calc no
Phase

EUII 1
EU12 2
EU13 2
EU14 2
EUI5 I
EU16 I

EU17 1

EU18 I
EUl9 2
EU20 3

EU21 2
EU22 3
EU23 3

EU24 3

EU25 3

EU26 1
EU27 I

* kD= ratec

Concentrations after 200 d

H2 H202 02 H2D 02 D U0 3D
3.9E-6 4.2E-6 1.OOE-8 1.73 Original kD* used
1.09E-5 3.2E-8 3.IE-13
1.20E-5 1.03E-5 1.60E-5 G(H2D) removed
l.OOE-5 6.2E-6 9.5E-6 All G(D) removed
2.3E-3 7.6E-8 2.6E-12 2.3E-3 no diffusion
7.7E-6 8.6E-6 2.7E-8 2.66 02 D, H202 D removed

kH2D 50%
1.52E-5 8.5E-6 2.6E-8 2.62 02 D, H202D removed

kH2 D 25%
1.52E-5 6.6E-6 1.79E-8 2.6 1.23E-3 2.274 All kD 25%
1.25E-5 3.1E-8 2.3E-13
1.84E-6 9.9E-7 1.43E-6 1.20E-4 5.9E-5 No diffusion from phase

2
1.24E-5 3.1E-8 2.3E-13 02D, H202D, removed
1.79E-6 9.4E-7 1.35E-6 1.17E-4 5.6E-5 Phase 3 incl diff of H2
6.7XIO-6 I.9E-5 3.OE-5 4.4E-4 1.24E-3 EU20 but (02D)o=

1.037E 3

2.5E-6 I.9E-6 2.9E-6 1.62E-4 L.18E-4 EU20 but 02DIG4

min/m
4.5E-6 8.2E-6 1.28E-5 3.OE-4 5.3E-4 EU20 but 02D 10

min/m
3.5E-5 8.1E-5 8.2E-6 6.1 0.56 0.82 EUI8 but 9520 Gy/h a
1.2E-5 4.3E-6 3.5E-9 2.1 2.4E-4 1.84 EU26 but 9520 GyA i

constant for diffusion
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TABLE 8 Calculation of radiolysis effects caused by a fuel pellet in a 5 m NaCI solution. pH8. Dose rate 9520 Gy/h (mixed
radiation)

Concentrations at 200 d, mol-cm' 3 Conc at Corr rate [Lg.cm
2 d ' Comments

400 d

EU no H202 2 HCIO 3 UO3H C03 UO3D UO3D 0-200 d 0-400 d
83 1.8E-6 1.2E-9 -0 l.OE-4 3.4E-3 2.36 4.73 9.6 9.6 Corr scavenging in spur
84 1.6E-6 1.OE-9 -0 1.OE-4 3.4E-3 2.37 4.75 9.6 9.6 Corr scavenging + direct effect
124 1.6E-6 1.OE-9 4.2E-9 1.OE-4 3.4E-3 2.37 4.75 9.6 9.6 G-values from EU84 mechanism from EU123
125 1.IE-6 6.5E-9 3.1E-5 l.IE-4 5.IE-3 3.53 7.07 14.3 14.3 Kelm'sG-values,mech.FromEU123
129 1.IE-6 6.5E-9 3.1E-5 1.lE-4 5.IE-3 3.53 7.07 14.3 14.3 AsEU125,butk 3 =k 45=4E-3 (was E-2)
130 2.8E-8 1.6E-5 0.29 4.1E-5 7.8E-4 0.53 1.08 2.1 2.2 As EU129, but k37=kA=E4 (RE w CI)
131 7.9E-7 4.OE-6 4.0E-4 1.2E-4 4.3E-3 3.02 6.00 12.2 12.2 As EU129, but k37=k44=1E6 (RE w Cl2')
132 3.0E-8 1.5E-5 0.22 5.6E-5 1.4E-4 0.93 1.9 3.8 3.8 As EU129, but k37=k44=E5 (RE w CI2)
133 1.4E-7 9. IE-6 1.OE-2 9.7E-5 3.4E-3 2.32 4.63 9.4 9.4 As EU129, but k37=k44=5E5 (RE w Ci)
134 5.2E-8 1.2E-5 6.6E-2 8.3E-5 2.7E-3 1.85 3.69 7.5 7.5 As EU129. but k37=k 44=3E5 (RE wCl2)

Re 37 and 44 are reactions of U-species with Ct-2

TABLE 9 Corrosion rates of U02 in deionized waterand in 5 m NaCI solutions.

Time, d AC(U0 3D) Corrosion rate
mo1ndms3 ug cm' 2 d'

Deionized water, calc. no 18 K2
0-200 2.28 9.6
513-1604 12.44 9.6
5 m NaCl solution, Calc no 129 K9
0-200 3.53 14.3
514-1697 20.9 14.3
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The objective of this project was the source term quantification for spent fuel performance
assessment in granite, clay and salt formations. Four materials (U02, Simfuel, U02-burnup
50 MWd/kgU and spent MOX fuel) were studied under a variety of conditions.

MOX fuel shows significantly higher release rates for Pu and other radionuclides than UOX
fuel. The general reaction mechanism of the spent UOX fuel matrix dissolution was found
to be similar in various geological formations. Differences in UOX spent fuel corrosion
rates were explained by the effect of groundwater constituents on solubility, surface
complex formation and electrochemical corrosion potentials. Key parameters were
radiation field, redox conditions and carbonate concentrations. Salinity and humic acid
concentrations were less significant. In the presence of repository rock and iron (container
material), spent fuel matrix dissolution rates are as similar as in their absence, but the
environmental materials retained up to 99 % of the total released radioactivity. Partial
pressures of hydrogen (from container corrosion) of 2.7 bar were observed to reduce
spent fuel corrosion rates by a factor of 500. Coprecipitation was found to be an important
retention mechanism for actinides.

Model development (electrochemical, geochemical, solid solution, reaction path, surface
complexation and radiolysis) and modelling results of various aspects (rates, solution
concentrations, reaction products, corrosion potentials, pH, etc.) of the spent fuel
dissolution process were confirmed experimentally.

For spent fuel, corrosion rates are expected to remain lower than 10-6/year. Due to
uncertainties in the prediction of the temporal evolution of radiolysis effects on surface
oxidation potentials, it is not yet possible to describe the transition from radiolytically
dominated anaerobic to reducing environments in a realistic manner. It is recommended
to treat grain boundary inventories as part of the instant release term in a source term.
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