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The new runway, which is designated as 14-32, opened for regular use on November 23,
2006. As predicted, its use reduced delays for incoming flights and therefore decreased
the likelihood of an incident involving aircraft that are awaiting clearance to land. Hence,

~ there is no “additional risk” to the MITR from this new runway.

Please refer to Figure 4-12, “Core Cross-Section” which shows the hexagonal and radial

- spider that is part of the core structural support. (Note:. The word “strut” is used in the

figure instead of “spider.”) The core was designed so that fixed absorbers could be
attached to the upper twelve inches of both the hexagonal and radial spider. The original
idea, as put forth in the early 1970s when the MITR-II was being designed, was to poison
the upper half of the core thereby generating most of the power in the lower half and thus
maximizing flux to the beam ports. The initial core for the MITR-II, which was operated
in 1975, did contain twelve inch cadmium inserts in both the hexagonal and radial spider.
The idea did work as confirmed by experimental measurement. However, the research
mission of the MITR changed shortly thereafter from one involving beam port
experiments to one involving in-core loops. This in turn meant that a more uniform axial
power (and hence flux) distribution was preferred. As a result, all of the hexagonal
inserts were removed. The ones in the radial spider were reduced in length to four
inches. That is, the inserts extend from the top of the core downward by four inches.
Also, because the shim blades were changed from cadmium to 1% boron-impregnated
stainless steel, so were the inserts at that time. '

The principal purpose of the retained four-inch radial fixed absorbers in the original core

(all fresh fuel) was to reduce power peaking in the B and C-ring elements by displacing

water that would otherwise fill the slot in the spider. The boron-10 was allowed to
deplete and is now gone. The inserts are modeled for purposes of core analysis as
stainless steel with boron-11. The absence of swelling of the inserts as a result of boron-
10 fission-was verified through both visual inspections (quarterly) and fuel element -
movement (5-6 times per year on average) since 1975. None has been observed.

The radial inserts slots are 4-5/8 x 13-1/8 x 0.165 inches with the absorber currently
occupying only the upper 4.0 inches. The absorbers are fastened to the spider with
capture sCcrews. '

The last paragraph of section 4.2 “Reactor Core” will be modified as follows to include a
more detailed description of the flow path within the core tank: “Heat generated by the
fission of U-235 is removed from the core by means of the light-water primary cooling
system. Coolant enters the reactor through the inlet plenum, flows into the annular region
between the core tank and the core shroud, and then moves downward to the bottom of
the core tank through the six coolant inlet channels formed by the hexagonal core support
housing assembly as shown in Figure 4-2. The coolant is then directed upward through
the fuel elements which are held in the core support housing assembly. It was determined
during the MITR-II start up testing that a small portion of the primary flow bypasses the
fuel elements through the natural convection valves. The coolant flow exiting the core
then enters the core tank through a hexagonal flow guide that is about 39 cm from flat to
flat and 76 cm high. The flow guide protects the shim blades from flow-induced
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vibration. Water then moves at lower velocity upwards within the space contained by the
core shroud to the three exit ports which form the outlet plenum. This plenum is located
above the level of the inlet plenum. The coolant passes out of the reactor and flows
through two parallel pumps and the primary heat exchangers to form a common line back
to the reactor, thereby forming a closed loop. A detailed description of the flow system is
given in Chapter 5 of this report.” (Note: Figure 4 (p. 7) in the paper “Validation of the
MULCH-II Code for the Thermal-Hydraulic Safety Analysis of the MIT Research
Reactor Conversion to LEU” may be of assistance in visualizing the preceding
information. A copy of that paper is included in Appendix F.)

Prior to assembly of a fuel element, each fuel plate is inspected, radiographically tested
for content and loading. These are used to assure the meeting of specifications of fuel
loading, fuel and cladding thickness, fin height, bond integrity, void volume, and fuel
homogeneity, as well as testing for stray fuel particles. After assembly, the elements are
tested for mechanical integrity. Welding integrity and final assembled dimensions are
also checked. This testing is done at the manufacturer according to the following
specifications:

TRTR-3 Specification for Massachusetts Institute of Technology Fuel Elements.
TRTR-10 Specification for High Enriched U Metal for Reactor Fuel Plates.

TRTR-12 Specification for Reactor Grade High Enriched Uranium Aluminide (UALx)
Powder

TRTR-14 Specification for Aluminum Powder for Fuel Plate Core matrixes for Fuel
Elements.

Other Standards (ASTM, ANSI, AWS, and military spec1flcat10ns) also apply, as
specified in TRTR-3.

Acceptance testing of fuel after arrival at MIT includes detailed visual inspections,
dimensional checks, and radiation and contamination surveys.

References 4-1 “J.L. Snelgrove and G.L. Hofman, Evaluation of Existing Technology
Base for Candidate Fuels for the HWR-NPR, Argonne National Laboratory ANL/NPR-

'93/002, Feb. 1993.” and 4-2 “R.W. Cahn, P. Haasen, and E.J. Kramer, Materials Science

and Technology - A Comprehensive Treatment, Published by VCH, Germany.“ are
included in Appendix A. A paper authored by Beeston et al., which summarizes the
results of post irradiation examination results of UAlx dispersion fuel 1rrad1ated at the

ATR up t02.3-10% fissions/cc, is also included in Appendix A

Aluminum (AI-6061) conductivity and heat capa01ty values (at 50°C) can be found in

IAEA-TECDOC-643.

These values are listed on p. 4-7 for information only. They are not used in calculation of
the steady-state thermal limits. Uncertainties in their values therefore do not play a role.



4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

As stated in RAI #25, CITATION is currently the progfam being used for fuel
management. The MCNP calculations referred to in section 4.6.1.2 were only used to

- generate axial and radial flux profiles in the core for derivation of the safety limits.

Validation of the MCNP model can be found in the following references:

E. Redmond, J. Yanch, and O. Harling, “Monte Carlo Simulation of the MIT Research
Reactor,” Nuclear Technology, 106, pp. 1-14 (1994).

T. Newton, Jr., Z. Xu, E. Pilat, and M. Kazimi, “Modeling the MIT Reactor Neutronics
for LEU Conversion Studies,” PHYSOR-2004, Chicago, IL, April, 2004.

T. Newton, M. Kazimi, and E. Pilat, “Development of a Low Enrichment Uranium Core -
for the MIT Reactor,” MIT-NFC-TR-83, Center for Advanced Nuclear Energy Systems,
Department of Nuclear Science and Engineering Massachusetts Institute of Technology
2006.

The studies in question refer to the effect of the position of the shim blades and/or fixed
absorbers on the core power distribution. These studies were done via computer
modeling with the results confirmed by experimental measurement for selected
blade/absorber positions. The core housing (hexagonal and radial spider) contains slots
that allow fixed absorbers of up to 12 inches. (Note: The zero position for the fixed
absorbers is taken as the top of the core; a 12-inch fixed absorber would extend
downwards by a distance of 12 inches from the core top.) The term “raised” as used in
these studies refers to a change in length of the absorber in the computer model or to a
possible repositioning of the absorbers while shut down. Thus, “raise’ > would means
shortening the absorber while “lower” would mean lengthening it.

Fuel burnup is tracked using Depletion Code 2, as discussed in reference 4-8. This code
calculates the burnup in fissions/cm® in each radial, azimuthal, and axial node for each
fuel element. The fission density in each node is evaluated prior to each refueling, so that
the limit in any fuel element will not be exceeded. Fuel is discharged when the peak
node in an element reaches 90-95% of the fission (1.8 x 10*! fissions/ cm®) limit.
Historically, other than the few elements discharged for reasons other than burnup, all

- discharged elements have had peak fission densmes in this range. None has exceeded

95% of the limit.

Equilibrium Xe worth for the MITR-II at 4.9 MW has been measured at 3.9 3 several
times throughout its operating history. Xenon reactivity worth is given by:

Ap Xe= 'f('YTe + YXe) o Caxe z:fu / (}\er + & Oaxe ) z"au Keff [1]
When comparing identical reactors, this reduces to:

Ap xc— C @/ (Axe + ® O,xe), where kXe is2.1 x 107 sec” , and G,x. is approximately 2.72
x 10° barns.
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Given that with a power increase from 4.9 MW to 6 MW, the only change will be that ®
will become 1.22 ®. Taking a ratio between the two equations, the change in Ap x. for 6
MW becomes 1.12. Multiplying 3.9 by 1.12 gives 4.37 B. (Note The 4.37 [ figure
should be used on p. 4-40 of the SAR.)

[1] Foster and Wright, Basic Nuclear Engineering, 3" edition. p. 306.

Data taken in determining the prompt neutron lifetime (via noise analysis, the most
reliable method) show results varying from 1.04E-4 s to 1.25E-4s. Thus, there is about a
20% uncertainty in the value, with the 100 us value being used as the most conservative.
The 1.0E-4 figure is the value reported to the U.S. NRC in the startup report for the
MITR-II Research Reactor, 19 February 1977. It is also the value used for operation of
the MITR for the past three decades.

Our practice is, and has always been, to include both movable and non-secured
experiments in the shutdown margin calculation. Therefore, both section 4.5.3.3

(p. 4-51) and TS 3.1.2 will be changed to reflect this. The language will be .. .with all
moveable and non-secured experiments in their most reactive state.”

‘Self-sustained combustion of the graphite that forms part of the MITR’s reflector is not

possible because the peak operating temperature of the graphite is ~150 °C, allowing a

- small but continuous annealing process Additionally, the graphite’s neutron exposure is

low (flux no more than 8x10'? n/cm?® s at 5 MW) and mostly thermal (cadmium ratio

>110). (Note: This was confirmed experimentally by the MITR staff in 1987 when tests

were performed on graphite specimens.)
The de Walsche report is enclosed in Appendix B.
The following description is provided for the make-up water system:

The make-up water system supplies de-ionized water to any of the light water process
systems and to the fuel storage pool.

City water first passes through a pre-filter, an activated-charcoal column which removes
organic material, and two mixed-bed ion columns. The product water flows into a
storage tank. During idle periods, the auxiliary pump maintains a recirculation flow

through the ion columns to prevent their degradation.

The storage tank, main pump, another ion column, and the associated piping comprise
three flow loops. A recirculation flow from the tank, but bypassing the ion column, is
available to circulate the contents of the tank. The second loop includes the ion column
and a pre- and post-filter to maintain tank water purity. The last loop is the supply header
to the various tanks in the reactor basement. The primary coolant storage tank has a
permanent connection for filling. A hose must be used to fill the shield and fuel pool
systems. :
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Water requirements are such that the makéup system tank need be filled only once every
month or two. Replenishing of the tank is accomplished by means of a solenoid fill valve
that is controlled by a timer set to stop flow at the time of calculated full level.

A “Make-up Water System” SCAM alarm is activated by the following conditions: low
water purity as read by the selected probe, high level storage tank, low level storage tank,
and low flow through either the main pump or cleanup ion column. Also, low flow in the
inlet de-ionizer system or a detected leak will cause an alarm. All alarm conditions are
displayed on a local control panel and, after a short time delay, will cause a control room
alarm. A conductivity probe continuously monitors the purity of water as it is supplied to
the storage tank and will shut the solenoid fill valve should the resistance drop below a
pre-set value. A high level storage tank alarm or a leak will also close the fill valve.

The statement that “either three out of the four natural convection values” would be
adequate for removing decay heat should have been referenced to the MITR-II SAR. The
exact wording in the MITR-II SAR was “The failure of ‘one of four valves is not
predicted to significantly reduce the effectiveness of the system.” The second part of the
sentence “... the anti-siphon valves alone are enough to remove decay heat from 6 MW
steady-state operation” is demonstrated in reference 6-1. The text will be revised to

reflect the correct references.

The OFI correlation uncertainty was not quantified in the original references and

therefore not included in the safety limits calculation. However, as shown in Table 4-6,
OFI correlations are generally more conservative in predicting flow rates leading to flow -
instability than the OFI flow rates calculated by pressure drops using the MULCH code.

Furthermore, as shown in the comparison of CHF and OFI in section 4.6.6.1, there is an
additional margin of about 70% between OFI and CHF. Therefore, there exists a
significant safety margin by adopting OFI as the safety limit criterion. The ratio between
the best-estimate CHF to calculated OFI is approximately 1.5 (MCHFR) x 1.7

(CIE:HF /qbpl ) =2.55. This translates to a safety margin of about 155% between
calculated OFI and CHF. "

a) As explained in SAR section 4.6.6.3, the CHF correlation adopted for the safety
limits calculation for natural convection operation was derived for a counter-
current flooding condition at zero flow. This correlation was developed for a
narrow rectangular coolant channel heated on both sides. The flooding limit is
based on the total channel power (or corresponding channel average heat flux).
Therefore, no axial peaking factor is used in the calculation. '

b) The thermal physical properties used in the safety limits calculation correspond to
107 °C, which is the saturation temperature in the core region. Using liquid and
vapor densities of pr =953 kg/m®, pg =0.75 kg/m’ ; density ratio is obtained

for pr [pg =1270.7



The calculation shown in Ref (6-1) used temperature-dependent coolant
properties at lower temperatures. Detailed calculation for critical heat flux based

on counter-current flooding limit, g, = 2.353x10* W/m?® using Eq. (4-30), is

shown in the MathCAD worksheet given in Appendix C. (Note that it is a very
conservative assumption to adopt the counter-current flow flooding limit. This
correlation was developed for research reactors using MTR-type fuel elements
that have either upflow or downflow flow configuration, and for the latter the
transition to upflow natural circulation condition a brief no-flow condition may be
encountered during a loss of flow transient.)

To obtain a more realistic OFI limit, a series of RELAPS simulations were
performed to calculate the peak cladding temperatures that represent the “best
estimate” of this mode of operation. As shown in Figure 4.15-1, at 300 kW there
is some flow oscillation in the hot channel that resulted in the clad temperature
fluctuation. At 600 kW, as shown in Figure 4.15-2, the maximum clad
temperature has a higher fluctuating frequency and seems to increase toward the
end of the simultation time of 150 s. Table 4.15-1 summarizes the maximum clad
temperature in the hot channel for corresponding reactor power during natural
convection operation. Because the maximum clad temperature remains about the
same up to 600 kW, it is concluded that the best estimate safety limit based on the
flow instability criterion is 600 kW.
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Figure 4.15-1 Hot channel clad temperature oscillation during natural convection
(reactor power=300 kW, HCF=2.0)
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Figure 4.15-2 Hot channel clad temperature oscillation during natural convection
(reactor power=600 kW, HCF=2.0)

Table 4.15-1. Predicted maximum clad temperature during natural convection

Reactor power (kW) The maximum clad temperature (°C)
300 109.4
400 111.3
500 112.6
580 113.8
600 131.2

Although the aspect ratio of our coolant channel (L/De=260) is a little larger than
the experiment geometry used in Ref. 4-20, this correlation is, in our opinion, the
best suited in the literature for the modeling of our coolant channel. '

The correlation used for the heat transfer coefficient is Dittus-Boelter where

hD
Nu =

08 0.4
=0.023Re® Pr% = o.023(pVDeJ (“ C") :

u k

Based on total core flow rate of 1800 gpm, core coolant flow factor Fr=0.921 and
flow disparity factor dr = 0.864, the heat transfer coefficient for the hot channel
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(Eq. 4-35) is calculated to be 2.08 x 10* W/m?K. The effect of fins is accounted
for by applying a fin effectiveness of 1.9 to the calculation of heat flux.

(b)  The calculation of ATong does not require a subcooling assumption. The words
“a hot channel subcooling of 10 °C...” will be deleted from Section 4.6.7.

() The uncertainty associated with the prediction of ONB is accounted for in the
engineering hot channel factor for film temperature rise Far, as part of the sub-
factor for heat transfer coefficient, in Table 4-8. The Bergles and Rohensow
correlation was determined experimentally to be conservative in predicting the
lower limits of ONB temperatures, as demonstrated in the paper titled,
“Experimental Study of Incipient Nucleate Boiling in Narrow Vertical
Rectangular Channel Simulating Subchannel of Upgraded JRR-3,"by Y. Sudo, et
al. A copy is attached as Appendix D.

The core flow distribution is taken into account when calculating the mass flow rate
through the hot channel . As indicated in section 4.6.6.2, it is assumed conservatively
that the hot channel (one with maximum radial peaking factor) also receives the
minimum amount of flow among all the coolant channels. The hot channel flow rate is
thus derived using Eq. (4-26) in which the core coolant flow factor (Fy) and flow disparity
factor (d¢) are accounted for (definitions of these factors are given in section 4.6.3.2). '
The LSSS limits are determined based on the hot channel power and flow disparity.

The information requested by this questioh is more appropriate to Chapter 10,
“Experimental Facilities and Utilization,” and our response (see below) will be added as

Section 10.2.11, “Utilization Activities.”

10.2.11 Utilization Activities

The MIT-NRL Silicon Program irradiates silicon material for the semiconductor industry
for its use in the manufacture of microcircuits and switches. MIT's responsibility is to
treat the silicon material, provided by the customer, per the customer's requirements. The
program utilizes the 4TH1-3 and 6TH1-2 horizontal through ports (see Fig. 10-1) for
Neutron Transmutation Doping (NTD) of single crystal silicon. These through ports are
tangent to the D20 Reflector Tank. The 4TH1-3 port can accommodate the 4-inch

. crystals and the 6TH1-2 port can accommodate 4, 5 and 6-inch crystals.

The NTD process takes place when undoped (high purity) silicon is irradiated ina
thermal neutron flux. The purpose of semiconductor doping is to create free electrons
(low resistivity). The thermal neutron is captured by the Si-30 atom, which has a 3%
abundance in pure Silicon. Because of the high neutron/proton ratio of Si-31, the capture
causes release of a beta and, by converting a neutron to a proton, the Si-31 atom
transmutes to a P-31 atom. Overall the result is a lower resistivity with little variance
from the target resistivity. The doped Silicon is used in a variety of electronic devices,

. such as transistors, diodes, and IC chips.
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The silicon crystals are loaded into 400 mm long cans and then placed on the loading
conveyor. These cans are then transferred to the port’s entrance and pushed through the
rotated throughport to the unload side. The cans are then placed on another conveyor for
radioactive decay. The speed at which the crystals are pushed through the port is
determined by the reactor power, the final and initial ingot resistivity, and the port in
which the silicon is processed.

Typical dose should be from 50-200 mR/hr. Radiation levels of the irradiated ingots are
measured using both wall-mounted and portable detectors. Radiation levels in the work
area where the ingots are unloaded are monitored by area radiation monitors that indicate
and alarm locally in the work area. The work area can also be placed under video
surveillance from the control room. ‘

Response being prepared.
Response being prepared.
Loss of Primary Coolant Flow:

a) The flow coastdown data was obtained from measurements. The measurement
error is within 5%. To validate the MULCH-II calculation in order to quantify all
error sources, such as decay heat model, thermal hydraulics correlations etc., a
benchmark analysis was performed using RELAPS. The results are summarized
in Appendix F. Because MULCH predicted a slightly lower hot channel
- temperature than RELAPS, another LOF analysis was performed using RELAP5
and the results are given below.

‘The initial conditions for this calculation are P=7.4 MW, Tout=60 °C, W=1800
gpm. Figures 13.3-1 and 13.3-2 are the predicted clad temperature for the average
and hot channels. Note that the max cladding temperature in the hot channel is ~
125 °C, much lower than the softening temperature of Al alloy.
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b)

The analysis above shows that during a LOF transient, even assuming the most
conservative initial conditions (LSSS), the maximum fuel clad temperature is
predicted to be ~125 °C and a very large safety margin exists to the fuel cladding
softening temperature. The decay power, which decreases exponentially during
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this transient, should not be directly compared to the SL power established for NC
because the former is a transient and the latter is steady-state.

The MITR core has been operated with 24 fuel elements since the 1980’s. It may be
possible to use 23 fuel elements in the future to increase the number of in-core
experiments. The minimum fuel element configuration (23 elements) is more limiting
because core power is constant and hence the power per element is higher for 23
elements than for 24. Also, for natural convection, the total core flow is driven by the
core pressure drop and therefore the total core flow increases if the number of fuel
elements increases (i.e., decay heat removal is improved). However, the effect is small
and the LSSS power for forced convection at constant primary flow is roughly the same
for 23 and 24 elements configurations. ’

Therefore all thermal hydraulic limits calculations and the LOF calculation are performed
assuming 23 fuel elements in the core. RAI response#28 uses 24 elements to illustrate
the margin between OFI to CHF. Section 4.6.6.1 will be modified for 23 elements for
consistency. '

All the thermal hydraulics limits calculations shown in the SAR (chapter 4) assume a hot
channel which consists of (1) the highest radial power peaking, (2) the highest axial
peaking, and (3) the lowest flow disparity factor. For the purpose of establishing the
average core condition, all other channels are assumed identical to the average coolant
channel which provides the core outlet temperature. The hot channel assumption is very
conservative in that the highest radial power peaking, axial power peaking, and lowest
flow disparity normally occur in different locations of the core region.

The coolant channels next to the edge fuel plates are slightly different from the inner
coolant channels. There are two possible configurations. The first is that one edge fuel
plate is placed next to another (of another fuel element). The second is that an edge plate
is next to a solid aluminum alloy support plate. The coolant channel diameters of these
are documented in a file memo by T. Newton (see Appendix G) and listed in the table
below. In both cases, flow velocities are higher (based on constant pressure drop
boundary condition) because the coolant channel equivalent diameters are slightly larger
than an inner channel. The velocity and heat transfer coefficient (HTC) ratios are derived
as follows:

L1 »
AP=f——pv
f53P

For turbulent flow: f =0.316 Re 0% (Blausis correlation) and, using a constant

v D 0.714
pressure drop, the velocity ratio can be derived as L =1L
- V2 Dy

Using the Dittus-Boelter correlation for HTC:
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_As shown in the table, the two configurations of the edge plate' would fall within the

envelope of the hot channel assumption for MITR’s thermal hydraulics analysis.

Case 1 Case 2
Two edge plates Edge plate next to Hot channel
next to each other support plate
Heat removal Both sides One side Both sides
Coolant channel ' '
equivalent diameter .0.265 0.246 0.219
De (cm)* '
Flow velocity
ratio to avg. 1.82 1.266 0.864
channel
HTC ratio 1.52 1.163 0.864

* See file memo “End coolant channel equivalent diameter” by T. Newton (Appendix G)

The core outlet temperature sensors, MTS-1 and MTS-1A, are located in the core tank
near the outlet pipes. Both provide high temperature alarms as well as automatic scram
signals. Because the natural circulation flow would reach the upper region of the core
tank, these temperature sensors will detect the core outlet temperature with some delay
time. Therefore, to take into account the delay time conservatively, the LSSS
calculations were performed assuming the core inlet coolant temperature is the same as
the mixture coolant temperature in the upper core tank region. This corresponds to the
outlet temperature as measured by MTS-1 and MTS-1A, as shown in SAR Table 4-1. _
The figure below illustrates the primary coolant control volumes as modeled by MULCH
and RELAPS in the transient analysis. The elevation of MTS-1 and MTS-1A is about 10
cm higher than that of the anti-syphon valves. '
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Figure 5.2-1. Primary loop control volumes for MIT reactor

12.1 The major steps in the startup plan are:

1. Once there are no further RAIs, we will consolidate the technical specifications so
that there is a single document that contains the original submission together with -
the changes that resulted from the RAIs and the changes that have been made
since submission of the original relicensing package.

2. MITR procedures (test/calibration as well as operating) will be reviewed and
revised as necessary to ensure compliance with the new technical specifications.
This is a major task that will require several months.

3. Training will be conducted on the new procedures and specifications.

4. The new operating license will be initially implemented for operation at the
existing power level of 5 MW, :

3. Preparations will be made for the upgrade to 6 MW. This will involve a second
revision of the operating procedures as well as issuance of a special procedure for
the upgrade. This latter procedure would cover such items as the adjustment of
instrument setpoints, especially those for the nuclear detectors. The shielding,
coolant flows, and instrumentation ranges as now installed are adequate for 6 MW
operation.



A power ascent to 6 MW would be done in steps of 0.50 MW using various
methods (calorimetrics, foil activation, instrument readings) to verify the
increases.  The objective in using these multiple and independent methods would
be to ensure that the detector response is, as predicted, linear in the range 5-6

MW.

14.1 Response being prepared.

14.2 A sixth paragraph will be added to TS #3.4., “Reactor Containment Integrity and Pressure
Relief System.” It will state the following: ,

6.

The following is the minimum equipment required to establish containment
integrity.

»

b)

c)

d)

e)
£

g)

The main and basement personnel locks are either operable or at least one
door is closed.

The truck airlock inner door is closed.

All containment penetrations (ventilation, pneumatic, gas supply,
electrical) are either sealed or equipped with an opeérable isolation device.
(Note: If an isolation device is redundant, then only one set of the

redundant devices is required.)

All piping penetrations within the reactor building are capable of
withstanding containment building test pressure.

Initiation system for containment isolation is operable.
At least one set of the redundant vacuum relief breakers is operable.

Pressure relief system is operable.

143 A fourth paragraph will be added to TS #3.5, “Ventilation System.” It will state the

following:

. 4 . .

The following is the minimum equipment required for operability of the
ventilation system: '

a)
b)

c)

Intake and exhaust fans.
Auxiliary fans if needed to maintain building differential pressure.

Vacuum relief system.



d) Controls (manual or remote actuator plus damper) to adjust building
differential pressure.

e) Exhaust filters.
) Ventilation system interlocks listed in Specification 4.5.

g) One gaseous, particulate, and area radiation monitor located in the
ventilation effluent.

14.4 A third paragraph will be added to TS #3.6, “Emergency Power.” It will state the
following:

3. The following is the minimum equipment needed for operability of the emergency
power system:

a) Batteries sufficient to fulfill the requirement of paragraph (1) above.
b) A motor-generator set.
) Startup circuitry and automatic transfer switches to fulfill the requirement

of paragraph (2) above.
d) A manual transfer switch for the primary coolant auxiliary pump.

14.5 10CFR20.1301 states in part that the dose to individual members of the public shall not
exceed 0.1 rem in a year and that compliance with this part is detailed within 20.1302.

Effluents from the MIT’s 150 foot stack exhibit large dilutions such that the ground
concentration is a small fraction of the effluent (stack) concentration. It is for this reason
that a dilution factor was included within this technical specification such that a
reasonable determination of the effective concentration and resultant dose to a member of
the public could be made. '

The current technical specification’s permissible dilution factor was set conservative and
as a result has led to confusion. For example, within the annual report to the NRC, an
effective offsite concentration is calculated at 40-50% of Technical Specification which
is obtained by comparison to Table 2 of Appendix B. This in theory would imply an
offsite dose consequence of 25 mrem. In evaluating against the constraint criteria of
20.1101(d), a calculated off site dose of less than 1 mrem is realized. - To avoid this
confusion, a more realistic dilution factor was included in this re-licensing effort such
that the effective concentration is consistent with the dose calculations. Implicit therefore
is that the criteria for effluents are dose based. Please refer to the response “Item 66 of
the second partial request for additional information” for additional detail.

In addition to the above, a study to determine the affect to elevated receptors was made
and it was determined that the dose from routine operations is less than 1 mrem/y.



11.2

11.3

12.2

4.18

13.6

14.6

Although, the methodology cite above is dose based, a comparison to Table 2, Appendix
B will continued to be made for purpose of reporting

The radiation protection organization as described in Section 12.1.2.2 includes one
officer, one assistant officer, two technicians, and part-time support staff. Although this
describes the nominal complement, the actual numbers may vary depending on the
operational needs of the facility. For example, during large anticipated projects, contract

-technicians have been used as well as support from the allied campus radiation protection

program as needed.

The minimum requirement pursuant to the technical specifications for an unsecured
condition is that a-member of the radiation protection staff either be on site or on-call.

The training requirements are described in Section 12.10 of the SAR.

The requalification program that will be observed upon issuance of the new license for
the MITR is as described in Section 12.10 of the SAR. (Note: This has been discussed
with NRC’s Research and Test Reactor Branch B and confusion between the plan in this
submittal (Section 12.10) and an earlier requalification program has been resolved. The

-one in Section 12.10 will be observed.)

The statement in Section 4.2.1, pages 4-5, is correct. There is an error in RAI response
#17(b). The width of the fuel plate in RAI 17(b) should be 5.288 cm. This changes the
fission density calculation in that response from 1.46 x 10*' fissions/cm” to 1.50 x 10%!
fissions/cm’.

The statement on page 13-38 (Section 13.2.9.1) is a typo. It will be changed to read,
“Specifically, the subcritical interlock, which is described in Section 7.3.1.2 of this -
report, blocks blade withdrawal beyond five inches unless all blades are first brought to
the five inch position. Once all blades are above five inches, satisfaction of the
requirement to maintain a uniform bank height is achieved by administrative procedure.”
This statement is now consistent with TS 3.2.4 and with Section 7.2.2.1(4).

ANSI/ANS-15.1 (1990) has been replaced by ANSI/ANS-15.1 (2007). The 2007
definition has deleted the words, “that is in the normally closed position.” Our definition
of containment (number 1.3.5) will be revised to use the wording of the 2007 definition.
Specifically, the new definition will be:

1.3.5 Containment

Containment is an enclosure of the facility designed to (1) be at a negative

- Internal pressure to ensure in-leakage, (2) control the release of effluents to the
environment, and (3) mitigate the consequences of certain analyzed accidents or
gvents.
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FOREWORD

This report was originally published, with a restricted distribution, in March 1990 as
part of a more general assessment of candidate materials for a new heavy water-
moderated production reactor. The compilation and evaluation of data for aluminum-
based dispersion fuels performed during 1989 and early 1990 were by far the most
comprehensive to date. Therefore, the fuel materials portion of the original report is
being republished with an unrestricted distribution. Because of time and funding restric-

. tions only minor editorial changes, such as adding references to the sources of the data

in Table XI, have been made. Consequently, the examples and discussions still refer to
the new production reactor. However, similar issues also apply to research and test
reactors, and we believe that sufficient information is included in the report to allow one
to modify the illustrations to suit any particular reactor.

The development, testing, and study of aluminum-based dispersion fuels has
continued during the past three years, primarily at the Argonne National Laboratory
(ANL) and the Japan Atomic Energy Research Institute (JAERI). At ANL the emphasis
is currently on high-temperature, high-fission rate performance of U;Si,, U3Si, U;Og,
and UAI, fuels for possible application in the Advanced Neutron Source reactor. At

-~ JAERI the emphasis has been on fission product release from uranium silicide fuels and
- on the behavior of these fuels when subjected to energetic pulses. As these studies

proceed, new insights are being gained, and, in some instances, the information in this
report may become obsolete. Those needing up-to-date information are encouraged tc
closely follow current work. The work on this report prompted one of the authors to
perform an even-more-comprehensive review of the U;Og-aluminum exothermic reac-
tion. Both this review and a report on the JAERI fission product release éxperiments
are being published in Nuclear Safety.
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tion and accident conditions; and Sections 8 and 9 discuss the pre- and postirradiation
issues of fabricability and reprocessibility. An overall summary is presented in
‘Section 10. -

2. CANDIDATE FUELS AND ANTICIPATED
REACTOR OPERATING CONDITIONS

2.1 Candidate Fuels -

The current SRS reactors have successfully used a highly enriched U-Al alloy fuel
clad in aluminum since the late 1950s. Many other research and materials testing
reactors have also successfully used this type of fuel. As will become apparent, a cion-
siderable base of fuel properties and behavior data exists for U-Al alloy fuel. Its major
drawback is the relatively low uranium content (~35 wt% U, ~1.3 g U/cm?3) beyond which
production yields become mtolerably low, which puts a lower limit on the enrichment to
achieve a given 235U loading in an assembly of a particular design. Such a limitation
might restrict the amount of recycle uranium which could be used in the HWR-NPR fuel
cycle. In addition, the production of U-Al alloy fuel requires uranium metal, which must
- be obtained from the Y-12 Plant in Oak Ridge, as a feed material. However, because of
the good experience with U-Al alloy fuel at SRS during more than 30 years, the U-Al
alloy fuel is considered to be the primary candidate fuel for the HWR-NPR. '

Because of the possibilities to achieve a significantly increased fuel loading (to
>1.9 g Ulem3 at 60 wt% U3Qg), direct on-site uranium recycle at SRS, improved fabrica-
tion yields, reduced waste, and improved fabrication safety, a major effort to develop the
fabrication process for and to test an alternative fuel, a dispersion of U;Og in Al pro-
duced by a powder-metallurgy technique, was carried out at SRS during the 1970s.
Considerable development work on U;Og dispersion plate-type fuel had been carried
out during the 1960s for the Advanced Test Reactor (ATR) at INEL and for the High
Flux Isotope Reactor (HFIR) at ORNL. Although the ATR subsequently switched to the
“uranium aluminide dispersion fuel (see below), the HFIR and three other U.S.
Government-owned reactors are currently using U;Og dispersion fuel. The results of
the SRS work were positive, and a project to convert to the use of U3Og4 dispersion fuel
in the existing SRS reactors was started. However, the conversion project is currently
on hold because of concerns about the effect of the exothermic reactions between the
uranium oxides and aluminum which were raised during a National Academy of
Sciences review of the SRS reactors following the Chernobyl accident. Nevertheless,
the attractiveness of this fuel cycle is such that the U;04 dispersion fuel is considered to
be the primary backup fuel for the HWR-NPR. The exothermlc reaction is addressed
explicitly in Section 4.1.2 of this report.
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The fuel selection study performed by ANL and reported elsewhere (see, for exam-
ple, Ref. 1) addresses the question of whether the additional prompt negative feedback
from the Doppler effect in 236U and 238U might provide a significant advantage to avoid
ormitigate the effects of a severe accident. If a design based on much lower enrich-
ment were found to be advantageous, a high-density fuel might be needed to allow
inclusion of sufficient diluent. The high-density fuel developed by the Reduced Enrich-
ment Research and Test Reactor (RERTR) Program2 at ANL to make the operation of -
research and test reactors feasible with low-enriched uranium (LEU), U5Si, dispersed in
aluminum, should allow at least a three-fold increase in uranium loading over that pos-
sible with the 35-wt%-U alloy in an HWR-NPR fuel tube. Approximately two cores of

~ plate-type fuel with a uranium loading of 4.8 g LEU/cm3 were successfully commercially

fabricated and subsequently tested in the Oak Ridge Research Reactor (ORR) at
ORNL,3 and the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission gave its approval for the use of

~ this fuel in licensed nonpower reactors.# A number of U.S. and foreign reactors are

converting to use the U;Si, dispersion fuel. In addition, U;Si, dispersion fuel, with
highly enriched uranium (HEU), is currently the primary candidate fuel for the Advanced
Neutron Source Reactor being designed by ORNL.> »

Uranium-aluminum alloy fuel has been superseded in many reactors by a dispersion
of uranium aluminide compounds in aluminum. Today it is the predominant HEU fuel
type for research and test reactors around the world. Since U-Al alloy is actually a dis-
persion of UAl, and. UAl; particles in aluminum, the so-called UAI, (denoting a mixture
of UAl,, UAI;, and UAl,) dispersion fuel has many of the same characteristics as the
alloy; however, it can be fabricated to higher loadings if temperatures are low enough to
prevent conversion of the UAl; into UAl, during the fabrication process (see
Section 3.1.1). Should a somewhat higher density than 1.3 g U/cm3 be needed for the
HWR-NPR and should neither the U3Og nor the U;Si, dispersions be considered
acceptable, the UAI, fuel could be a viable alternative to the U- Al alloy fuel (up to
1.6 g U/cm3 at 35 vol% UAL).

Other high-density uranium compounds (including UO,, UC, _UCé, UN, and U,Si)
were tested as dispersants in an aluminum matrix during the late 1950s and early
1960s. These fuels were abandoned either because of excessive reaction with the
aluminum matrix during fabrication or because of excessive swelling during irradia-

tion.8.7 No.other candidate fuels were identified for the HWR-NPR.

2.2 Reactor Design and Anticipated Operating Conditions

In order tovproperly evaluate whether the existing data for each of the fuels are
adequate to support use in the HWR-NPR, it is necessary to compare the expected
service conditions to the test conditions under which the data were obtained. Although



conceptual des'ign of the HWR-NPR is just beginning, preliminary work at SRS on a
‘concept similar to the present reactors provides some guidance. :

~ In the preconceptual studies, the reactor core consisted of 438 fuel/target assem-
blies on a 203-mm (8-in.) triangular pitch. The fuel assemblies consisted of three fuel
tubes and an inner and an outer target tube. The reactor was moderated and cooled
with heavy water. The fuel assemblies were similar to the Mark 22 assembly shown in
Appendix 1 of Appendix A of this report. The fuel tubes ranged from 4.06 to 4.24 m
(160 to 167 in.) in length, with 3.81-m-long fuel meat. Two fuel tube designs emerged
from the preconceptual studies and have been used in the fuel selection support study
at ANL'—one having fuel meat thicknesses of 1.08, 1.64, and 1.21 mm (0.0425, 0.0645,
and 0.0475 in.) in the outer, middle, and inner tubes, respectively (called geometry A in
this report), and the other having fuel meat thicknesses of 1.97, 2.74, and 2.13 mm
(0.0775, 0.108, and 0.084 in.) in the outer, middle, and inner tubes, respectively (calied
- geometry B). The total fuel meat volume in the three tubes is 3678 cm3 for geometry A

and 6310 cm3 for geometry B.

The most important reactor parameters are the power density, temperature, and -
fission density (or uranium burnup) in the fuel meat. The values of these quantities from
the preconceptual study are given in Table I.8 Also listed are estimated values of the
fast neutron exposure for an HWR- NPR assembly irradiated for an average of 200 full-

power days (fpd).

In order to characterize the behavior of the fuels under irradiation, it is often desir-
able to convert the power density in the fuel meat to fission rate in the fuel particle and
the fission density in the fuel meat to fission density in the fuel particle. To convert from
meat values to fuel particle values one divides by the volume fraction of fuel in the meat,
which, of course, depends on the density of the fuel. As used in thls report, burnup
refers to the total depletion of 235U (including both fissions and captures).” A useful
formula relating burnup to fission density (FD) in the fuel meat (particle) is:

=(2.10x102%) p,e B/ X cm3, 1)
where pu = the uranium density in the meat (particle);
= the weight fraction of 235U in the U, i.e, the enrichment;

B = the fractional depletion of 235U;

"It should be noted that this definition of burnup is not universal in the literature. Care must be exercised
when interpreting and comparing burnup values. Fission density, on the other hand, appears to be used
consistently throughout the literature.
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Table I. Anticipated Operating Conditions of the HWR-NPR

Parameter Value
Power Density in Fuel Meat, W/cm?3
Average 2030
Peak 2900
Fuel Centerline Temperature, °C
- Average 166
Peak 175
Uranium Burnup, at.% 235U Depletion
Average 44
Peak 62
Fast Neutron Exposure in 200 fpd, 1021 n/cm3
(>0.1 MeV)
Average 1.3
Peak 1.9
(>1.0 MeV) |
' Average 0.45
Peak - 0.64
and X = the fraction of all fissions resulting from 235U.

A 235{ capture-to-fission ratio of 0.22, based on recent cell calculations for the HWR- -

|

L

NPR at ANL®, was used in deriving the constant in Eq. (1). The factor X is a function of
the enrichment and the burnup because of fissions in the non235U isotopes and in the
Pu produced during irradiation of the fuel. Values of X calculated for an ORR-type
(light-water-moderated) reactor are given in Table Il. Over the range of burnups
expected for the HWR-NPR, use of the ORR values should result in only small (no more
than a few percent) errors in fission densities. These values can be checked and new

Lo
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values calculated if needed during the deSIgn studies.



Table Il. Values of the 235U Fission Ffaction, X, in Equation (1)

X, for Enrichment

Burnup, % 20% 45% 93%
0 ~ 0.996 0.998 1.000
10 0.987 0.992 0.999
20 0.977 0986 0.998
30 | 0.968 0.981 0998
40 ~0.958 0.975 0.997
50 0.947 - - 0.968 0.996
60 0935 0.962 0.995
70 , 0.921  0.954 0.994
80 0.904 0.944 0.993
85 0.894 0.938, ° 0.992
9 0897 0931 - 0991
95 | 0.862 0.921 . 0.990
100 0.831 0902 0.988

3. PHYSICAL AND MECHANICAL PROPERTIES OF THE FUELS o
3.1 Constitueht Phases |

3.1.1 U-Al Alloy and UAI,

The phase diagram of the uranium-aluminum system is shown in Fig. 2, p. 7, of
Appendix C. Three uranium aluminide compounds exist: UAl,, UAl, and UAl,. In
Mondolfo's diagram, UAIl, is shown to exist over a range of compositions between UAl, 5
and UAl, 4, as first indicated by Borie.'® He determined the density to be 5.7 +
0.3 g/cm? and the formula to be UAl,, indicating a defect structure deficient in U atoms.
Work at Chalk River!! and at INEL'2 supported this position. Other workers, however,
found no evidence to support a range of homogeneity'3 or a lower than theoretical den-
sity.14 Gibson's work, where high-purity, single-phase crystals of UAL, were produced,
appears to-provide incontrovertible evidence of the defect structure of UAIl,. Therefore,
it is recommended that a uranium weight fraction of 0.651 and a density of 5.7 g/cm3 be
used for UAl,, corresponding to Uy gsaAly.” For UAI; and UAI, the uranium weight frac-

"The theoretical density of 50%-enriched UAI, is 6.0 g/cm3, and its uranium weight fraction is 0.687.




5. IRRADIATION PERFORMANCE

Each of the candidate fuels for the HWR-NPR has been extensively tested under
irradation and has been demonstrated to perform well through use in fuel elements in
research and test reactors and, in the case of the U-Al alloy and U;04-Al fuels, in the
SRS production reactors, as indicated in Section 2.1. The most important characteris-
tics of a fuel determined by irradiation testing are the swelling, the changes in micro-
structure, and the blister temperature of the fuel meat. As used in this report, swelling is
defined as a volume change of the fuel meat, which, due to physical constraint, occurs
in the thickness direction only in plate-type fuels and can affect both the thickness and
diameter of fuel tubes.” Blistering'is typically a high-temperature phenomenon in which
gas pressure causes loca‘l"eparatlonsmm
the Terature, however, the terms breakaway swelling-{accélerated, large-scale swelling

of the fuel meat caused by interconnection and consequent rapid growth of fission gas
bubbles) and blistering have been used to describe the same phenomenon.

Fuel meat swelling and blister temperature are macroscopic quantities which can be
determined by external measurements; a study of the microstructure is necessary to
understand the mechanism of swelling and blistering and to indicate conditions of incipi--
ent failure. The microstructures of the candldate fuels will be dlscussed in conjunction
with swelling and blistering.

5.1 Swelling and Microstructural Characteristics

Swelling can occur from a combination of phenomena, but the result is the same as
far as operation of the reactor is concerned—a change in the thickness of a fuel tube or
plate and a change in diameter of a fuel tube which causes a change in the area of a
cooling channel. The primary cause of swelling is the accumulation in the fuel particles
of fission products which occupy more volume than the uranium atoms from which they
were produced. Of special concern are gaseous fission products, which might collect in
bubbles which grow to a size where gas pressure is larger than the restraint provided by
the fuel particles or fuel meat, resulting in rapid (breakaway) swelling. Other sources of

~gas are (n,q) reactions with burnable poisons or impurities, a decay of fission products,
and adsorbed gases present at the time of fabrication. Two additional mechanisms for
volume change of the fuel meat are reactions of the fuel particles with the matrix alu-
minum and sintering of the as-fabricated voids in the fuel meat. The latter is especially
important for the dispersion fuels. To aid in the understanding of the swelling data, a
brief discussion of the swelling process follows.

"Sometimes, however, data in the literature are recorded as percentages of plate volume rather than as
percentages of fuel' meat volume; therefore, one must determine the basis of percentage swelling data
from different sources before comparing them. In one instance plate swelling data were found to be
mistakenly labeled as meat swelling.
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The amount of fuel meat swelling measured after a given amount of burnup is the
algebraic sum of the volume changes due to the phenomena listed above. Radiation-

induced sintering causes a consolidation of the as-fabricated voids and reduction in their .

volume. Negative fuel meat volume changes have been measured in many instances,
especially when the fuel meat of the as-fabricated plate contained a large amount of
porosity. This phenomenon occurs regardless of the temperature of the fuel plate or
tube or even the fission rate, as evidenced by its occurrence in fuel plates containing
fuels made from depleted uranium. Chemical reactions also occur during irradiation.
Their rates may be temperature dependent, and the volume changes associated with
them may be either positive or negative. The fuel particles also begin to swell as a'
result of accumulated fission products. The swelling due to solid fission products is lin-
ear with fission density, but fission-gas swelling will become nonlinear if gas pressure
exceeds the strength of the irradiated fuel particles (which may be chemical reaction
_products). As fuel particles swell they begin to fill adjacent voids and to exert pressure
on the aluminum matrix, causing radiation-enhanced creep. The creeping matrix mate-
rial will tend to compress voids and to move out of the fuel meat toward the cladding. If,
however, the voids have become pressurized with gas, they will resist the creeping
matrix aluminum, and their rate of closure will be reduced. In fact, if the matrix temper-
ature is high enough, the gas pressure may cause the voids to expand. The most likely

seurce-of-gasta pressurize the voids is helium from (n,a) reactions with burnable

poison.. Helium atoms.can diffuse much more readily in aluminum than can the’much
larger fission gas atoms. As will be discussed below, experimental observations have
shown that the as-fabricated voids tend to disappear in highly irradiated fuels except

when B,C pouson was dlspersed in the fuel meat.

Swelling is measured in various ways, the most accurate being the use of
Archimedes' principle to determine the volume of the fuel meat (including voids) before
and after irradiation (often called immersion density measurements) and the least accu-
rate being plate thickness measurements. Plate thickness measurements, which invari-
ably overestimate the swelling because measurements are made between high points
on the plate or tube surfaces, are perfectly adequate to assure that swelling is within
reasonable limits. However, more accurate measurements are needed when studying
the swelling mechanism. Correlations have been developed to relate the amount of
meat swelling to the fission density and the as-fabricated porosity in the meat of UAI,

- and U;0g4 dispersion fuels (see Section 4.2.2, pp. 50-58, of Appendix C and Ref. 25).

During the RERTR Program it was recognized that most of the swelling of inter-
metallic dispersion fuels occurred in the fuel particles, so similar correlations were
developed to determine meat swelling as a function of fission density in the fuel particles
and of the as-fabricated porosity, or, most recently, of the actual decrease in as-fabri-
cated porosity during irradiation. Such correlations have the advantage of taking into
account the volume fraction of fuel in the meat. In earlier studies with relatively low-
volume-fraction fuels, the fuel volume fraction was not such an important parameter.
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Completely satisfactory correlations have not yet'been developed for UAI, and, espe-
cially, for U304 fuels because of complications related to volume changes resulting from
reaction of the fuel and the matrix during fabrication and irradiation.

Even though U-Al alloy fuel was extensively tested during the 1950s and very early
1960s, few quantitative data on swelling during irradiation have been found. Refer-
ences 39 and 41 report that 18-wt% and 23-wt%, fully-enriched U-Al alloy fuel plates
irradiated to 13 to 83% burnup showed thickness changes in the range of -1 to 4%. ltis
not known to what extent oxidation of the cladding was taken into account in the quoted
thickness changes. Reference 41 indicates that tests of up to 50-wt% U-Al alloy fuels at
temperatures up to 177°C and burnups up to 50% produced no apparent dimensional or

- microstructural changes. Reference 41 reports density change data for fully enriched

45-wt%-U, 3-wt%-Si plates irradiated in the MTR. After ~3.0 x 1021 f/cm3 (~80% 235U

" burnup), the plate density had decreased by ~2.4%, mdlcatmg ~12% swe!hng of the

meat.

Over the years considerable emphasis has been placed on postirradiation 'annealing
tests of U-Al alloy fuel plates, and swelling data obtained during such tests are plotted in

Figs. 18 and 19, pp. 38-39, of Appendix A. Little, if any, microstructural change occur-

red during 400°C anneals; however, extensive cracking of the fuel meat led to signifi-
cant swelling after ~9 h at 475°C and after <2 h at 550°C. Reference 41 reports thata
4-h, 340°C anneal of an 18-wt% U-Al alloy fuel plate irradiated to 50% burnup caused
minor microstructural changes but no significant dimensional changes. Fuel tubes irra-
diated at SRS at temperatures apparently higher than 400°C swelled during irradiation
in @ manner similar to that seen during postirradiation anneals. The swelling was attrib-

- uted to fission gas bubbles in and subsequent cracking of the Al matrix. The presence

of substantial amounts of fission gas in the matrix of U-Al alloy fuel is plausible because
the uranium is likely to be rather finely dlspersed in the matrix, both in solution and as
small UAI, fuel particles from which high percentages of fission products would recoil
into the matrix.

All of the swelling data and qualitative evidence from extensive operating experi-
ence in the SRS reactors and other research and test reactors, as well as data for the
similar UAI, dispersion fuel discussed later, indicate that, when used at temperatures
comfortably below 400°C, U-Al alloy fuel is extremely stable under irradiation. The
highest burnup achieved in U-Al alloy fuel, albeit with a silicon addition, was
~3.0 x 1021 flcm? in 45-wt%-U alloy. In order to provide additional conservatism
because the HWR-NPR fuel will operate at a higher temperature than that in the test
plates and because of the silicon addition in the 45%-wt%-U fuel tested, a limit of
2.4 x 1021 f/cm3 is recommended for U-Al alloy dispersion fuel in the HWR-NPR. Based
on preconceptual design information, such a limit is well beyond the peak fission density
of 1.4 x 1021 f/cm?3 to be expected in the HWR-NPR (see Table VI).
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Many more data have been found for the dispersion fuels because most of their
development occurred during the 1960s and 1980s. The U30g-Al dispersion fuel is the
most complicated because of the extensive reaction of the U;Og with the aluminum
during fabrication and irradiation to form a number of reaction products, as discussed

~earlier in Section 4.1. Because substantial amounts of aluminum are consumed during
these reactions, they result in a net negative volume change (e.g., see Ref. 25). This
effectively adds to the already-high void fraction for U304 plates, increasing the accom-
modation for swelling, but at the same time significantly reducing the amount of matrix
Al, as shown in Figs. 25-26, pp. 48-49, of Appendix B. Examinations of irradiated HFIR
elements indicated that the extent of reaction was a function principally of irradiation

~ temperature and not of burnup (see Fig. 27, p. 51, of Appendix B). Somewhat higher
fuel meat temperatures and much longer irradiation times (compared to 21 days for a
HFIR element) resuit in the almost complete reaction of the Uz;Og seen in the tubes irra-
diated at SRS. The HWR-NPR fuel is expected to be operated under similar tempera-
ture and burnup conditions.

Immersion density techniques could not be used to determine éwelling of the 15-ft-
long U;05-Al fuel tubes irradiated at SRS.  However, thickness measurements are
available for a number of sections of tubes containing from 18 to 59 wt% U;Og. As dis-
cussed in Section 4.3.1, pp. 53-58, of Appendix B, estimated corrections for cladding
oxidation and for the thickness change/volume change bias have been applied to the
thickness data to derive volumetric swelling values. The fuel meat swelling for these
sections and for a number of U3Og-Al miniature fuel plates (miniplates) is plotted as a
function of fuel meat fission density in Fig. 29, p. 57, of Appendix B. The data exhibit
significant scatter because effects of as-fabricated void and fuel-matrix reaction have

not been taken into account. The data for the SRS tubes appear to be consistent with - |

previous miniplate data, however, and the swelling appears stable up to the »

1.1 x 1021 f/cm3 exposure’ achieved in the central sections of the 59-wt%-U504 tubes
and up to the 1.2 x 1021 f/cm3 exposure achieved in the 42-wt%-U;Og tubes. Although
further work is needed to determine the proper way to account for voids and reactions
‘and to justify the estimated corrections applied to the thickness change data, preliminary
analysis of the data tends to confirm the stable nature of the swelling of the SRS tubes
up to 1.1 x 1021 f/em3 (1.2 x 1021 f/cm3) in fuel meat containing 59 wt% (42 wt%) U;0s.

Twenty-one fuel assemblies, consisting of three fuel tubes each which contained
62-wt%-U;04 fuel meat, were subsequently irradiated at SRS as a demonstration of -
acceptable behavior of tubes produced under production-like conditions. Peak fission
densities achieved were 1.4 x 1021, 1.5 x 1021, and 1.6 x 102! f/cm3 in the inner, middle,

- "The fission densities quoted for SRS tubes are determined from measured assembly power production
(flow and temperature change for each assembly), calculated tube power fractions, measured "typical
axial power shapes, and nominal tube fuel meat volumes. The assembly powers are believed to be
accurate 10 +1% and the axial power distribution to +5%.
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and outer tubes, respectively. The tubes were easily removed from their assemblies
following irradiation, indicating that gross swelling or warping had not occurred, and
underwater visual inspection revealed no anomalies.

A considerable number of swelling measurements have been reported for U;Og-Al
dispersion fuel plates. Data from plates containing from 40 to 50 wt% (17 to 24 vol%)
U4Og irradiated in the ETR and HFIR to fission densities ranging from 1.2 x 102 to
2.2 x 1021 f/cm3 of fuel meat indicated stable swelling for the high-fired and the burned
U304.25 During the RERTR Program miniplates containing high-fired U3Og at densities
from 65 to 75 wt% (35 to 44 vol%) U;04 were irradiated to fission densities ranging from
0.9 x 102" to 2.8 x 102! f/cm3 of fuel meat. After achieving fission densities of
~2.5 x 102! f/lcm3 or higher, several fuel plates containing 70 or 75 wt% U;0g had expe-
rienced breakaway swelling. Microstructural examination of failed plates showed that
U30;-Al reactions had consumed virtually ali of the matrix and that the meat had experi-
enced severe cracking and separation. Apparently, the reaction products are not
particularly strong; therefore, when little or no Al remains between the fuel-containing
particles, fission gas pressure can cause cracks which easily propagate. Breakaway

~swelling was not encountered in the plates containing 65 wt% U;Og even though they

were irradiated to fission densities as high as 2.2 x 102! f/lcm3 of meat. Based on these
data the RERTR Program recommended a fission density limit of 1.8 x 102 f/cm3 of
meat for highly loaded U;Qg dispersion fuels irradiated under conditions similar to those
in the ORR.58 Fuel meat temperatures of the U30g miniplates in the ORR are estimated
to have ranged from 100 to 125°C for low-burnup plates to perhaps as low as 75°C for
highly burned plates at the time when breakaway swelling occurred.

As discussed in the preceding paragraph, the presence of large amounts of fission
gas in fuel meat where most of the aluminum matrix has been consumed by reaction
with the U3Og induces cracking and breakaway swelling of the meat. Complete reaction
of the U304 in fuel meat containing at least 64 wt% U3Og will result in virtual elimination
of the matrix aluminum; therefore, one must expect breakaway'swelling to occur if fis-
sion densities become high enough. As the U;Og loading is reduced below 64 wt%, the
amount of matrix aluminum remaining after complete reaction of the U;Og will increase,
and, at some loading, sufficient matrix will remain to inhibit large-scale propa'gation of
cracks in the reacted fuel and, hence, breakaway swelling. Although no firm basis now

exists for determining a U304 loading below which breakaway swelling will not occur,

even for 100% 235U burnup, some very simple, but preliminary, analyses indicate that
such a loading might be in the range of 35 to 40 wt% U;Og. Thus, it is clear that break-
away swelling must be considered possible at some fission density for U;Oq loadings of
interest for the HWR-NPR and, therefore, that a fission density limit must be established
for the use of this fuel in the HWR-NPR. '

In the absence of irradiation data to high fission densities for SRS U;Oq fuel tubes,
the data discussed above for U304 miniplates will be used to estimate a limit for HWR-
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N PR tubes. To do so one must consider differences between the as-fabricated tubes
and the miniplates and differences in the irradiation conditions. The RERTR-type
plates, for which the fission density limit was set, were fabricated using high-fired U;Og
whereas HWR-NPR tubes would be fabricated with a less-dense, low-fired oxide. How-
ever, the data obtained by Martin et al.25 showed that the swelling was not strongly
influenced by the type of U3Og used. In any case, since breakaway swelling only occurs
after reaction of the U;Og and Al, one would not expect the initial characteristics of the
U304 to be important. For the same reason, differences due to extrusion of tubes |
versus rolling of plates should not be important. Since external restraint of the fuel meat
would most likely increase the fission gas pressure required to initiate breakaway
swelling, one might expect the tubular geometry to offer an advantage over the flat-plate
geometry. In the absence of measurements or mechanical analysis, however, one
cannot claim credit for cladding restraint.

The only significant difference in irradiation conditions would appear to be the fuel
meat temperature. The RERTR miniplates in the ORR were estimated to operate at
peak temperatures in the 100 to 125°C range, and, since they had achieved high
bumups, they were probably operating at temperatures perhaps as low as 75°C when
breakaway swelling occurred. The HWR-NPR tubes, on the other hand, are likely to
operate at more nearly constant temperatures (of the order of 175 to 200°C) during their
entire residence in the reactor since the average power density in the reactor core will
remain constant and large changes in the spatial power distribution are not anticipated. |
Since fission gas pressure is apparently the driving force for breakaway swelling, an

“increase in temperature would be expected to decrease the fission density limit (i.e., the

“total number of fission gas atoms allowed) according to the ideal gas law, assuming no
other temperature effects. For example, a fission density limit of (348/448)(1.8 x 1021) =
1.4 x 1021 f/cm3 is predicted for operation at 175°C. An increase in temperature may
also decrease the strength of the reacted phases, but the magnitude of such an effect is
expected to be negligible at these relatively low temperatures. This lower limit would
have the same conservatism, i.e., margin to failure, as existed for the RERTR fuel (20 to
25%) if indeed the similarities and differences between the tubes and the miniplates are

exactly as stated above.

Based on these arguments, the working group believes that a fission density limit for
SRS U304 tubes of the order of 1.4 x 1021 f/cm3 can ultimately be established. If it can
be shown that the cylindrical cladding provides some external restraint to the swelling

fuel, perhaps an even higher limit can be justified. Traditionally, fission density limits are ‘

set to provide a margin between the limit and the highest fission density attained in fuel
demonstrated to have performed acceptably under operating conditions typical of the
reactor in question. For example, the current fission density limit for the UAI -Al fuel
used in the ATR was set after tests of miniplates in the ATR to ~20%-higher fission
densities showed that the fuel was behaving stably with no evidence of incipient failure.
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As discussed earlier, tube thickness measurements and metaliography on one
59-wt%-U;04 tube section irradiated at SRS to 1.1 x 102! f/lcm3 indicate stable swelling.
In addition, 63 tubes containing 62 wt% U;Og were irradiated to peak fission densities
ranging between 1.4 x 102! and 1.6 x 102! f/cm3 with no evidence of excessive swelling
during disassembly or visual inspection; however, no thickness measurements were
made on these tubes. For SRS conditions no swelling data have been obtained for
fission densities higher than 1.1 x 102! f/cm3 in fuel containing more than 42 wt% U3 Og.
Although the fuel apparently performs acceptably at 1.6 x 102! f/cm3, above the '
1.4 x 102! f/cm3 limit derived on the basis of temperature considerations, there are no
swelling or microstructural data from which to judge whether or not swelling had begun
to accelerate at that exposure. Therefore, the working group believes that additional
information, either swelling data at higher fission densities and/or more sophisticated
and conclusive analyses of the existing data, must be obtained in order to confirm a
1.4 x 102! f/lcm3 or higher limit. Until such additional information becomes available, a
limit of 1.2 x 1021 f/cm3, 25% below the highest fission densities attained under SRS
conditions, is recommended for large-scale use of the fuel. However, the working group
also is confident that the existing data are sufficient to allow any irradiations which might
be needed to firmly establish an appropriate fission density limit for SRS U;Og fuel. For
consideration of U304 fuel during the design of the HWR-NPR, the working group is
comfortable with a provisional limit of 1.4 x 102! f/cm3 until a firm limit can be estab-

- lished. Based on preconceptual design information, such a limit is coincident with the

peak fission density expected in an HWR-NPR fuel assembly with type A geometry and
is well above the peak fission density expected in a fuel assembly with type B geometry
(see Table VI). ' ' . '

- Dispersion fuels containing the intermetallic compounds UAI, and U;Si, are consid-
erably simpler to analyze than the U;0g dispersions because the effect of reactions is
much smaller. In UAI, dispersion fuel with an average composition close to that of UAI,,
transformation of the UAIl; to UAI, results in a volume change of only a few tenths of a
percent; however, the matrix volume fraction is reduced. So little reaction is seen in
U,Si, dispersion fuel that it can be neglected. It should be noted that transformation of
the fuel phases undoubtedly would occur even in the absence of Al as the 235U is
burned. In highly enriched fuels burnup removes a large fraction of the total uranium.
Fortunately, UAI, and USi (and probably U;Sis, aiso) show stable swelling under
irradiation. g

The irradiation testing of uranium silicide dispersion fuels is discussed in detail in
Sections 5.1 and 5.2, pp. 23-44, of Appendix D1. Significant recent additions to the
understanding of the swelling behavior of U;Si, dispersion fuels are discussed in

- Appendices D2 and D3. The most important feature of U;Si; is its ability to contain

fission gases in small stable bubbles to very high fission densities (see Figs. 5-7, pp. 13-
15, of Appendix D3). In contrast, UsSi apparently becomes amorphous during the early
stages of irradiation, which allows fission gas bubbles to grow rapidly if external restraint
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is not applied to the fuel particles, e.g., by using the U,Si dispersion fuel in a rod rather

- than in a thin plate.59 Since it is difficult to avoid the formation of some U;Si during

~ fabrication or irradiation due to inhomogeneities in the as-cast product, small regions of
larger bubbles are frequently found in nominally pure U;Si; fuel particles. However,
these areas are small enough not to contribute significantly to the swelling. The
changes in the microstructure of the meat as irradiation progresses are illustrated in
Figs. 24-26, pp. 40-41, of Appendix D1. Complete closure of the as-fabricated porosity
at high burnup is evident; the pores seen at 96% burnup are actually fission gas bubbles
in U;3Si, as discussed above. No evidence of reaction with the matrix is seen except in
the recoil zone surrounding the fuel particles, but the particle sizes have increased and

the amount of matrix has decreased.

Swelling data for ANL U;Si, miniplates irradiated in the ORR are listed in Table V,
p. 28, of Appendix D1. Originally, fuel particle swelling was calculated assuming
complete closure of the as-fabricated porosity, and the linear relationship (with slope
6.2 voi% fuel per 1021 ficm3) shown in Fig. 9, p. 30, of Appendix D1 was derived. A
more careful analysis of the residual porosity at the end of irradiation (and discovery that
a minus sign had been inadvertently dropped from the fuel meat swelling values for
plates A125M and A126M at some stage of data transmittal) has led to a new interpre-
tation of the swelling data. As shown in Fig. 3, p. 11, of Appendix D3, the swelling of
U3S|2 now appears to depend on the fission rate. (Average fission rates during the first
60 days of irradiation in the LEU, MEU, and HEU plates were estimated to be ~2 x 1014,
~3 x 1014, and ~7 x 1014 fissions/s per cm? of fuel particie, respectively.) Until bubbles
of ~0.05-um diameter begin to form, the fuel particle swelling rate is ~3 vol% per '
- 1021 f/cm3; then it quickly changes to ~10 vol% per 1021 flcmS. In both regimes the -
swelling appears to be approximately a linear function of the fission density up to the

fission densities achieved during the tests.

The peak power density of 2900 W/cm3 of fuel meat anticipated for the HWR- NPR
(see Table lll) in a 30%-enriched, 30-vol% U;Si, fuel assembly corresponds to
~3 x 1014 fissions/s per cm3 of fuel particle. Therefore, 30%-enriched fuel particies in
an HWR-NPR assembly might be expected to swell at the lower rate until the fission
density in the meat reaches ~1.2 x 1021 flcm?3 (30% of 4.0 x 102?) and then at the higher
rate until discharge. At the point of peak burnup (see Table V1), corresponding to
~1.4 x 1021 f/cm3 of fuel meat (4.7 x 102! f/cm3 of fuel particle), U;Si, particle swelling
of ~19% would be predicted. This corresponds to ~6% of the volume of the fuel meat.
However, since the ~4% as-fabricated porosity would be expected to accommodate at
least one-half of this swelling, net swelling of only a few percent would be predicted in
the region of peak burnup. Should U;Si, dispersion fuel be used at higher enrichments,
-with increased fission rates in the fuel particles, the onset of the higher rate of swelling

would be further delayed.
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The swelling data discussed above were obtained from plates irradiated at temper-
" atures of 125°C or lower; however, long-term (hundreds of hours) high-temperature
(400 to 450°C) anneals of U5Si, miniplates produced no swelling or microstructural
changes. Although these out-of-reactor data may not be directly applicable to fuel
under irradiation at high temperatures, the extreme postirradiation stability of the U;Si-
Al fuel at elevated temperatures gives high confidence that the stable performance of
the fuel at ~100°C will be maintained at HWR-NPR temperatures.

 The results of the miniplate tests discussed above were confirmed for production
fuel elements during a whole-core demonstration of 19.8%-enriched U3Si-Al fuel in the
ORR. Sixty-eight 4.8-g U/cm3 elements were irradiated to average burnups ranging
from 5 and 52%, and eight 3.5-g U/cm3 fuel followers were irradiated to average burn-
ups ranging between 10 and 75%. Postirradiation examinations were performed on six
of the ~50%-burnup elements and on one 75%-burnup follower. At a peak fission den-
sity of ~1.5 x 1021 f/cm3, reached both in the elements and in the follower, the swelling
and microstructural characteristics of the meat were found to be conSIstent with the
miniplate and test element results summarized in Appendix D1.3 -

As indicated in Table X! and by the preceding discussion, fission densities as high
as 2.4 x 102! f/cm3 have been attained in 40%-enriched, 3.95 g U/cm?® U;Si, miniplates
with no indication of unstable swelling. In order to provide additional conservatism
because of the higher-temperature operation of the HWR-NPR fuel than of the test
plates, a limit of 2.0 x 1021 f/cm3 is recommended for U,Si, dispersion fuel in the HWR-
NPR until experience under more typical conditions is'available. Based on
preconceptual design information, such a limit is well beyond the peak fission density of
1.4 x 102" f/cm3 to be expected in the HWR-NPR (see Table VI). ' '

There are many similarities between the behavior of the U;Si, and UAI, dispersion
fuels, and the understanding of dispersion fuel swelling gained during the RERTR
Program can be applied to the UAI, data from the 1960s. Most of the development work
on UAl, dispersions in the U.S. was directly related to its use in the ATR, and, as a
result, many of the irradiation test plates contained B,C dispersed in the fuel meat as a
burnable poison. As discussed in Appendix D2, it has been found that He gas produced
by the 10B(n,a) reaction prevents the closure of the as-fabricated porosity during irradia-
tion and, consequently, resuits in higher fuel meat swelling than if no He were present.
Therefore, as for the U3Si, dispersion swelling data discussed above, the residual as-
fabricated porosity must be determined if the fuel particle swelling is to be determined.

Uranium aluminide fuel particles, specifically UAl, and UAl;, appear to be more
stable than any other fuel compound tested for use in an aluminum-matrix dispersion
system. No report of unstable swelling of UAI, dispersion fuel was found in the litera-
ture. It appears that fission gas is accommodated in the fuel particles (principally UAl,
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Table XI. Summary of Swelling and Blister Threshold Temperature Data for Dispersion Fuels Irradiated in the
MTR, ETR, HFIR, FR 2, ATR, ORR, JMTR, and FRJ-2 (from PIE of Miniature Fuel Plates).

Uranium ’ ' Fission Meat Blister

8G

Density, » Irrad. Density, - Swelling, Threshold

Fuel glem3 U No.of Temp., 1021/cm3 % AV/IV,, Temp.,

Type ~ Low High Enra Plates °C Low High ‘Low  High °C References
UALP 098 1.04 H- 4 100-210 04 18 -1.8 47 565->600 60,61
UALP 117  1.20 H 7 110-250 03 15  -25 4.4 — , 62
UALP 1.22 135 H 32 88-290° 03 24 2.4 7.4 440-590 60,61,63
UAILp 1.41 1.48 - H 8 130-200 0.5 21 42 25 450-540 60,63
UALPD 1.64 165 H 2 150200 25 27 20 47 . 565 61
UALb 1.97 H- 3 120 10 17 . 43 ' 54 470-530.._ 19 _
UAI, 1.33 142 H 7 80-165 16 20 4.8 8.8 — 64
UAI, 1.38 1.38 H 11 70-180 06 22 20 210 — 17
UAI, 1.57 1.82 H 7 85-170 09 22 1.2 6.1 600 60,64
UAI, 222 226 H 2 150-170 1.3 24 -1.9 14 430-600¢ 60

- UAI, 1.47 1.47 M 1 75-125 13 1.3 4.3 4.3 — 65

- UAI, 1.88 1.95 M 4 75-125 11 15 -0.3 0.6 550-565 66,Ud
UAI, 213 231 M 6 75-126 13 1.8 1.9 3.4 550-561 66,67,U
UAI, 1.88 1.99 L 3 75-125 08 09 0.7 29 >550 66,U

- UAI, 214 233 Le 6 75-125 10 1.1 1.7 4.0 2550 65,66,67,U
UAI, 248 252 L 2 75-125 1.1 141 -39 -33 550 65
U0 071 0.71 H 1 75-125 1.1 1.4 33 33 — 68
U,0p 122 1.4 H 9 80 03 18 22 62 — 62,64
U;04 1.52 1.89 H 12 80 13 22 -14 7.6 — 64
U,0q 2.34 246 M 5 75-130 1.7 20 . 2.9 13.8 470 67,68,69,U
U304 277 277 M 1 75-125 23 23 Pf Pf — 68,U
U,0q 3.10 3.10 M 3 75-125 21 25 11.2 pf — 68,U
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Table XI. (Continued)

Uranium Fission Meat Blister
Density, Irrad. Density, Swelling, Threshold
Fuel glcm3 U No.of Temp, 1021/cm3 % AV, Temp.,

- Type Low High Enr. Plates °C Low High Low High °C - References
U30g 230 248 LE 9 75-125 08 1.1 0.0 2.0 490->550 65,67,68,U
U;05 - 276 2.79 L 11 75-125 09 1.2 -0.7 1.3 >550 68
U304 2.9 3.13 L® 16 75-125 10 16 -3.8 12.6 478-550 18,65,67,68,U
U;04 349 358 L 3 75125 1.5 15 54  -34 450 18
U,Si, 130 1.34 H "3 110130 11 13 44 66 - 62 -
U,Si, 1.66 1.66 H 2 75-125 14 21 49 116 - U
U;Sis 394 395 M 2 75-125 15 24 0.7 106 - U
U,Si, 495 495 M 1 75125 14 1.4 ~0 -0 - U
U.Sis, 513 5.18 M 2 75-125 16 16 21  -1.1 - U
U,;Si, 3.72 3.76 L 4 75125 16 1.7 3.7 7.0 530 )
U,Si, 475 4.88 L 12 75-130 0.7 19 -0.2 8.0 529-550 69,70,71,72
U,5Si, 492 4.99 L 4 '75-125 12 13 0.2 0.8 - U
U3Si, 504 530 L 10 75-130 06 23 -0.7 - 53 525-550 69,70,72,U
U,Si, 510 5.13 L 4 75-125 1.5 23 3.7 9.6 425 U, App. D2
U,5Sis 560 5.67 L 7 75-125 22 25 0.1 2.7 515 ‘ U

agnrichment: H = ~93%; M = 40 to 45%,; L. = ~19.8%, except as indicated in note e.
bContains B4C dispersed in fuel meat.

CHigher burnup plate split open at 430°C.

dy indicates unpublished RERTR Program data. ‘
€0ne or more plates enriched to 27% included in graup.
Hindicates that plates "pillowed" during irradiation.



due to transformation of any UAI, by reactions with Al or by U depletion) in solution or in
verty small (<0.01-um-diam) bubbles. However, fission gas bubbles have been found to
be associated with uranium oxide inclusions in UAI, particles.”® In addition, there is
strong evidence that fission gases are retained in the fuel particle and do not diffuse into
the matrix to any extent. Of course, some fission gases undoubtedly reach the region
adjacent to fuel particles by recoil and by being released during reactions with the Al.
Since no evidence has been found that fuel particle size affects the swelling of UAI, fuel
meat, it is concluded that the small bubbles seen in the recoil zones do not contribute

significantly to the meat swelling.

The irradiation behavior of UAI, dispersion fuel is discussed in Section 4.2.2, pp. 50-
58, of Appendix C, where the emphasis is on ATR-type fuel, which contains B,C in the
meat. Swelling data for non-B,C-containing fuel plates found in Refs. 17, 25, and 60
are summarized in Table XI. Hofman has analyzed those data for which estimates of
the residual porosity could be made from photomicrographs, and the results are shown
in Fig. 14. Although there is considerably more spread in the data than for the U;Si,
fuel, one might interpret the data as showing the same type of dependence on fission '
rate as do the U;Si, data. Data for B,C-containing UAI, dispersion fuels are listed in
Table 16, p. 52, and Fig. 17, p. 53, of Appendix C and are summarized, along with |
additional data, in Table XI. It is interesting to note that two of the data points lying well
below the fit were from plates (169-4 and 169-5) with low initial B,C content. The fit
shown indicates that, on the average, the as-fabricated porosity was not effective in
accommodating swelling. However, as stated before, the presence of B,C most likely
- has kept the pores from closing to any great extent. There has been extensive
operating experience in the ATR with 1.6-g U/cm3 UAL -Al fuel up to a fission density of
2.3 x 1021 f/cm3 at temperatures similar to those anticipated for the HWR-NPR. '

Based upon the stable swelling exhibited by ATR-type UAI, dispérsions at fission
densities as high as 2.9 x 102! f/cm3 under temperature conditions typical of those
expected in the HWR-NPR, a fission density limit of 2.6 x 102! f/cm3 is recommended
for UAI, dispersion fuel used under HWR-NPR conditions. Based on preconceptual
design information, such a limit is well beyond the peak fission density of
1.4 x 1021 f/cm3 to be expected in the HWR-NPR (see Table VI).

in summary, the U-Al alloy fuel and the UAI, and U;Si, dispersion fuels show similar
microstructural and swelling characteristics. For each of these fuels the swelling
appears to increase linearly with fission density up to the highest exposures achieved
thus far.. Although there is no evidence that a fission density limit would be required for
any of these fuels, a conservative limit 10 to 20% below the highest recorded fission
density, depending on temperature conditions of the test irradiations, has been recom-
mended for use of these fuels in the HWR-NPR, namely, 2.4 x 1021, 2.6 x 102!, and
2.0 x 102 t/cm3 for U-Al alloy, UAI,, and U;Si,, respectively. The U304 dispersion fuel,
however, is believed to be vuinerable to breakaway swelling at some fission density for
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U305 loadings of interest for the HWR-NPR. In the absence of additional data and/or
analysis of existing data, a limit of 1.2 x 1021 f/cm3 is recommended. Based on 5|mple
analyses of the existing U;Og swelling data, though, a provisional limit of

1.4 x 1021 f/em3, which is believed to have high probability of being confirmed, is rec-
ommended for design considerations. The limits recommended for use during design
are at or above the peak fission density which might be expected in the HWR- NPR
based on preconceptual design studies. - ,

5.2 Blistering

Blisters on the surface of a fuel tube or plate occur when gases, from fission or

- other sources, collect at the meat-cladding interface with a pressure great enough to
raise locally the cladding away from the fuel meat. Typically, blisters are from 1 to 5 mm
in extent; however, in some cases they may cover-a much larger area. Although used

in a seemingly interchangeable manner in the literature, in this report blistering refers to -

a separation at the meat-cladding interface and breakaway swelling refers to a separa-
tion in the fuel meat. Blistering occurs at elevated temperatures, where the cladding
has lost much of its strength. If a fuel tube were to blister during operation, transfer of
heat from the fuel meat to the coolant might be severely disrupted, especially if the
thermal conductivity of the meat were low. As will be discussed in Section 7, there is
also the possibility that a small amount of fission gas might be released..

The resistance of a fuel tube or plate to blistering is established by measuring the
blister threshold temperature, or the temperature in a series of sequential anneals at
which the tube or plate first blisters. In the typical blister test the sample is held at
temperature for 30 to 60 min during each annealing step. The blister temperature
undoubtedly is a function of the time-temperature history of the sample during the test.
For example, the 25-wt% alloy which was reported in Section 4.3, pp. 36-40, of
Appendix A to have blistered after 5 h at 550°C would probably have exhibited a higher
blister threshold temperature in the standard blister test because the total time at
temperature would have been less. The blister threshold temperature provides an indi-
cation of the ability of the fuel to withstand short penods (of the order of an hour) of
operation at high temperature without failure.

No blister threshold temperature data (based on the standard test) were found for
U-Al alloy fuel. The emphasis in postirradiation testing appeared to be on long-term
annealing tests, as discussed in Section 5.1. Based on that discussion, breakaway
swelling rather than conventional blistering appears to be the likely failure mode during
high-temperature irradiation. :

Uranium aluminide dispersion fuel with no B,4C in the meat typically exhibits blister
temperatures of 550°C or higher. In many cases blistering is preceded by cracking of
the matrix, especially when B,C poison is present. The He gas from the '9B(n,a) reac-
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tion provides enough additional pressure to decrease the blister temperature by 50 to
100°C. Blister temperatures for fuel plates and elements with typical ATR fuel meat
compositions are listed in Table 17, p. 60, and Fig. 20, p. 61, of Appendix C. The
quadratic fit shown in Fig. 20 must not be used outside the range of the data. Blister
temperatures for UAI, miniplates are summarized in Table XI.

Blistering of U504 dispersion fuel tubes or plates is typically preceded by cracking of
the fuel (reaction-product) particles. Blister temperatures for U;Og-Al fuel tubes irradi-
ated at SRS are shown in Fig. 30, p. 60, of Appendix B. They range from ~400 to
~600°C, which is in agreement with data for miniplates summarized in Table X! and for
HFIR elements.”* The presence of B,C poison in the aluminum filler portion of the fuel
meat of plates in the outer HFIR element results in the lowering of the blister threshold
temperature by from 100 to 200°C. Both Richt et al.74 (for U304 dispersion fuel) and
Dienst et al.'7 (for UAI, dispersion fuel) noted that the higher the irradiation temperature,
the more blister resistant the fuel. Apparently, the higher irradiation temperatures allow
the fuel-matrix reaction to occur more completely during irradiation. Consequently, a
smaller amount of reaction, which releases fission gases, occurs during the blister test.
It is interesting to note that highly loaded U;Og plates irradiated during the RERTR

- Program exhibited consistently higher blister threshold temperatures than those
measured during previous development programs. Perhaps the explanation lies in
accelerated reaction due to an elevated irradiation temperature resuiting from the low

- thermal conductivity of the highly loaded meat, as discussed above.

‘Blisters on fuel tubes and plates containing U-Al alloy, UAI, dispersion, or U3Og
dispersion fuel meat have been found to result predominantly from fission gas or He
coming from the interior of the fuel meat. Another type of blistering is most prevalent for
U3Si, dispersion fuels. For these fuels blisters tend to-form first at the periphery of the
fuel meat. Micrographic invéstigation has shown that these blisters are associated with
oxidized fuel. These fuel particles, which oxidized before or during plate rolling, produce
a nonbonded area and apparently break up under the pressure of fission gas at high
temperatures and release the fission gas to form the blister. Similar blisters caused by
oxidized fuel particles have been found outside the fuel zone of UAI, dispersion fuel
plates irradiated during the RERTR Program. Blister temperatures are typically in the
525 to >550°C range for U;Si, dispersion fuels without B,C in the fuel meat. As for the
UAI, and U;0g dispersion fuels, the presence of B,C in the U;Si, fuel meat resulted in a
reduction of the blister threshold temperature by ~100°C.

In summary, the data from many tests indicate that the intermetallic dispersion fuels
(UAIl, and U,Si,) with no B4C in the meat tend to blister at temperatures around 550°C.
Blister temperatures for U;Og dispersion fuel tend to be of the order of 100°C lower.
The addition of B4C to the fuel meat of any dispersion fuel results in the lowering of the
blister temperature of that fuel by ~100°C. No conventional blister temperature data
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were found for U-Al alloy fuel since breakaway swelling appears to be the high-
temperature failure mode.

6. BEHAVIOR UNDER ACCIDENT CONDITIONS

As stated in the introduction, a database for fuel behavior under severe accident
conditions is being developed at ANL under another task. However, some pertinent
information has been found during the literature searches performed for the present
study. The references and the type of information available are noted below wuth no
comment.

A summary of transient tests on fuel typical of that used in the SRS reactors is
found in Section 5.2, pp. 41-45, of Appendix A. Effects on the fuel of destructive tests in
the SPERT | reactor for a plate-type U-Al alloy core are described in Ref. 75. The fuel
plate damage that occurred in the. SPERT | tests was compared to that experienced in
the SL-1 accident, the Borax | tests, and a fuel melting incident in the Westinghouse
Test Reactor (WTR). The results of a detailed metallurgical examination of temperature
transition zones in an MTR U-Al alloy fuel element which experienced extensive melting
due to flow channel blockage are reported in Ref. 42. The results of tests of sections of
a HFIR (U304 dlspersmn) fuel plate in TREAT are summarlzed in Sectlon 5.2, p. 63,, of
Appendix B. :

No data exist for the behavior of U,Si, dispersion fuel under transient melting
conditions.

7. FISSION PRODUCT RELEASE

An excellent summary of the information available before 1982 on fission product
release from research and test reactor fuels, both from out-of-reactor experiments and
from reactor accidents, is contained in Ref. 37. Brief summaries of results of more
recent experiments on U-Al alloy and U304 dispersion fuel samples, carried out at the
Hanford Engineering Development Laboratory (HEDL) for SRS,76.77 are given in
Section 6, pp. 46-48, of Appendix A and in Section 6, pp. 63-64, of Appendix B. The U-
Al alloy samples originally contained 33.6 wt% U, and the U305 samples originally
contained 28.7 wt% U (34.0 wt% U;QOg). The burnup of the samples was ~52%. The
release fraction data for 28| and 137Cs are tabulated as functions of temperature and
atmosphere in Tables Xll and XIll. Krypton releases were also measured, but there is
considerable scatter in the data and the calculated Kr inventory values apparently are
low; therefore, these data have not been reproduced here. The author of the HEDL
reports states that it is likely that the Kr release is total for Cs releases above 15 to 20%.
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List of Symbols and Abbreviations

OO0

ANL
ATR
AUC
DTA
ETR
GA
GT

change in fractional fuel meat volume per unit fission density or burnup
fraction of as-fabricated porosity consumed during irradiation

burnup

change in fractional fuel meat volume multiplying Arrhenius term in TRIGA.
fuel swelling correlation

heat capacity ,

additional heat capacity of a compound

fuel particle diameter

fissions (in unit)

fission density

fuel phase

Boltzmann constant

neutrons (in unit)

activation energy in Arrhenius term in TRIGA fuel swelling correlation
temperature

initial temperature

original (umrradlated) volume of fuel meat in a fuel plate or rod
volume fraction of matrix material in fuel meat

volume fraction of theoretical-density fuel particles in fuel meat
volume fraction of porosity in fuel meat

volume fraction of undamaged matrix material

change in volume of fuel meat .

change in volume of fuel particles

weight fraction of uranium in fuel particles

weight fraction of fuel particles in fuel meat

weight fraction of uranium in an alloy fuel

stoichiometric variable

coefficient of linear thermal expansion
alpha-particle

phases

fission fragment recoil range in matrix materlal
density of matrix aluminum

density of fuel compound; density of alloy fuel
density of fuel meat

uranium density in fuel meat

Argonne National Laboratory (Argonne, IL)
advanced test reactor (at INEL)
ammonium uranyl carbonate

differential thermal analysis

engineering test reactor (at INEL)
General Atomics Corporation
Georgia Institute of Technology (Georgia Tech., Atlanta, GA)
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HEU
HFIR
HTGR
INEL
LEU
MEU
MHTGR
MTR
MWe

NUKEM .

ORNL
ORR.
RERTR
SEM
- SRL
SRS
SS
TRIGA
XRD
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highly enriched uranium (usually ~93 wt.% 235U)

~ high flux isotope reactor (at ORNL)

high-temperature gas-cooled reactor

-Idaho National Engineering Laboratory (Idaho Falls, ID)

low-enriched uranium (< 20 wt.% 23°U)
medium-enriched uranium (35-45 wt.% 233U)
modular high-temperature gas cooled reactor

- material testing reactor (at INEL)

megawatt electric

NUKEM GmbH (Hanau, Federal Republic of Germany)

Oak Ridge National Laboratory (Oak Ridge, TN)

Oak Ridge research reactor (at ORNL):

reduced enrichment research and test reactor (program)
scanning electron microscope

Savannah River Laboratory (Aiken, SC)

Savannah River Site (Aiken, SC)

stainless steel '

training, research, 1sotope productron - General Atomics (reactor)
X-ray diffraction '




and 23 wt.%, fully enriched Al-U alloy
fuel plates irradiated from 13 to 83%
burnup showed thickness changes in the
range of —1 to +4%. It is not known to

what extent oxidation of the cladding was

taken into account in the quoted thickness
changes. Gibson and Francis (1962) also

indicate that tests of up to 50 wt.%Al-U -

alloy fuels at temperatures up to 177°C
and burnups up to 50% produced no ap-
parent dimensional or microstructural
changes. Gibson (1963) reports density
change data for fully enriched 45-wt.%-U,
3-wt.%-S1 plates irradiated in the MTR.
After about 3.0 x 1027 fm ™3 (~80% 235U
burnup), the plate density had decreased
by approximately 2.4%, indicating about
12% swelling of the meat, or around 40%
swelling of the fuel phase. Based on this
latter experiment it appears that the Al1-U
phase in Al-U alloy fuel swells at a rate of
approximately 4. vol.% per 1027 fm~2. No
evidence of fission gas bubbles in the fuel
phase has been found at magnifications of

up to 500 x, and no break-away swelling

has been reported.

2.8.2.2 Uranium Aluminidés (UAL)

The development of fuel plates for a gen-
eration of high flux reactors presented fab-
rication problems with Al-U alloy fuel at
the required high uranium loadings. Al-
though one of the leading reactors of this
kind, the HFIR in Oak Ridge, eventually
was fueled with U,;O¢4 - Al plates, successful
development work on UAI,-Al powder
dispersions for the ATR in Idaho resulted
in the selection of this fuel for the ATR as
well for as many other research reactors.
~ The selection of aluminide fuel powder
was based on the very stable irradiation
behavior of the same precipitate phases ex-
isting in the heretofore used Al-U alloy
fuels. Experience has borne out this expec-

2.8 Irradiation-induced Swelling g1

tation. Dispersion fuels of UAL, (primarily
UAIl; with varying fractions of UAI, and
UAl) in aluminum matrix and cladding
have shown excellent high-burnup stability
and absence of break-away swelling and
blistering or pillowing (Beeston, 1980;
Dienst, 1977).

Attempts to increase the uranium load-
ing either to increase burnup capability or
to allow a reduction in 2*°U enrichment
through the use of UAL; (Thiimmler, 1969;
Dienst, 1977) rather than UAI, have like-
wise been successful. Even irradiation tests
with hypostoichiometric UAL,, that is,
UALl, powder containing a certain amount
of uranium-aluminum solid solution
phase have shown similar excellent behav-
ior (Gomez et al., 1985). The expectation
that the metallic uranium solid solution
phase would, during irradiation, react with
the matrix aluminum to form a stable
UAl, or UAl, phase proved to be right,

- and resulted in higher fuel loadings than

possible with UAL, alone due to fabrica-
tion limits on the volume fraction of fuel.
In fact, almost the entire meat of the test
fuel plates was converted to aluminide dur-
ing irradiation, as shown in Fig. 2-29, yet
no abnormal swelling or plate deforma-
tions were observed.

Because of the wide application of alu-
minide dispersions, several studies have ex-
amined the effects of swelling on fuel plate
performance (Martin et al.,, 1973; Beeston
et al., 1980). These studies concluded that
as-fabricated fuel meat porosity or void
volume generally accommodates the in-
creased atomic volume of the fission prod-
ucts and that the growth or swelling of the
meat could be represented by a correlation
like Eq.(2-22). However, deviations from
the correlation might occur due to other
factors, such as reaction of the fuel and the

matrix. In fact this reaction does occur, as
shown bv nostirradiation X-rav diffractian
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Figure 2-29. Postirradiation micrographs of highly
loaded, highly burned UAL, - Al fuel plate, showing
virtually complete elimination of the matrix alu-
minum in the meat through fuel-matrix reaction
(Goméz et al., 1985).

(Richt et al., 1962) and by metallography
(illustrated in Figs. 2-30 and 2-31). How-
ever, calculation shows that the volume
change resulting from the reaction is very
small. ' _

Large gas bubble formation appears to
" be suppressed by the accommodation of
the gaseous atoms (Xe and Kr) in the UAI,

fuel particle, that is, in solution and, prob- .

ably, in very small bubbles. Indeed, high-
magnification scanning microscopy of
high-burnup aluminide particles found no
evidence of fission gas bubbles in any of the
three phases present, as shown in Fig. 2-31
(Hofman, 1987).

Postirradiation_

Figure 2-30. UAI_ powder metallurgical dispersion
before and after irradiation.

Swelling data from experimental irradia-
tions of typical ATR fuel meat composi-

" tions are shown in Fig. 2-32 (Beeston et al,,

1980). Some of the swelling values in Fig.
2-32 are averages for samples having the
same uranium concentration and fission
density. The solid line, representing a least
squares fit to the twenty-four data points,
goes through the origin, indicating that
there is no accommodation of the swelling

fuel particle by the as-fabricated porosity.

In this case the explanation is undoubtedly
that the pressure of the He generated by
neutron capture in the '°B burnable poi-
son kept the voids from closing. This ex-
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Figure 2-31. Examination
of original UAI, grains for
UAL, (1), UAL, (2), UAI,
(3), and U. There is no in-
dication of free uranium in
the grain.

Region 2, UAl,4 Region 3, UA],

planation is supported by the fact that the
two high-burnup samples with swelling
values well below the curve had a low ini-
tial boron content.

Analyses of swelling data for fuel plates

for which estimates of the residual porosity

PLATE SWELLING (%)

I

could be made from photomicrographs al-
lowed the calculation of the swelling of the
aluminide fuel phases, shown in Fig. 2-33.
Although there is considerable scatter in
these data, they indicate a two-stage
swelling behavior similar in nature to that

L L L N
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AVERAGED L -
— ' (9) =
L L CR—
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— (4)m g _ ] Figure 2-32. Swelling of uranium_

. (5)m - : o, aluminide fuel plates as a function
—m ' L] — of fission density (Whitacre, 1990).

. *. Plates with highest as-fabri-
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0

0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0 2.4 2.

8

FISSION DENSITY IN FUEL MEAT (1027 m™3)



FUEL PARTICLE SWELLING (%)

94

2 Dispersion Fuels
100 — T T I
® UAI5, 28 vol%
0 UAI3— UAI, /
80 |— ’_.J
°
/®
e /
60 - /e
4
o t IV
/ o/
40 -
/o /
/7
/0 /
20 — 14 [ Y -
vy _e”
qu"'r
- v
obe” | | | 1 ‘
0 2 4 6 8 10

FISSION DENSITY IN FUEL PHASE (1027m=3)

Figure 2-33. Swelling of UAL, fuel particles as a func-

tion of fission density in the particle. Solid symbols:
high fission rate; open symbols: low fission rate.

observed in UQ,, as well as a fission rate
effect similar to that observed for U,Si,
(see Sec. 2.8.2.3).

2.8.2.3 High-Density Fuel Compounds

- Whereas the hitherto-discussed uranium
compounds provide satisfactory material
for dispersion fuel for even the highest flux
reactors when highly enriched uranium is
‘used, their uranium density is often too low
for utilization as reduced-enrichment fuel.-

_As shown in Table 2-1, there are several

very-high-density uranium compounds
suitable for the customary powder metal-
lurgical fabrication of aluminum fuel plates
or rods. One of these, U;Si, has been exten-
sively tested and is being used as a disper-
sion fuel in rod form in Canadian test reac--
tors (Wood etal, 1982). Unfortunately, -
irradiation tests have shown the densest of

150

100

50

FUEL PARTICLE SWELLING (%)

Figure 2-34. Swelling of various high-
and medium-density dispersion fuel
particles as a function of fission den-
| sity.
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FISSION

2 3 4 5
DENSITY IN FUEL PHASE (1027 m™3)

6 7



U3Si

- 2.8 Irradiation-Induced Swelling 95

U6Fe

Figure 2-35, Comparison of postirradiation microstructure of various dispersion fuel particles at several burnups
showing absence of gas bubbles in UAI_ and U;Si, and large interconnecting bubbles in U,Si and UgFe.

these compounds to have unstable swelling

behavior for most plate applications.

A comparison of the swelling of various
high-density compounds tested during the
RERTR program is presented in Fig. 2-34.
It is clear that the very-high-density com-
pounds such as U Fe, and, to a lesser ex-
tent, U,S1t exhibit undesirably high
swelling rates at low or moderate fission
densities. On the other hand, the medium-
density compounds, U,Si, and USi, ap-
pear to have a more stable swelling behav-

ior. The reason for the difference in
swelling behavior lies again in the manner
in which fission gas bubble formation pro-
ceeds during irradiation.

Metallographic sections shown in Fig.
2-35 illustrate the difference in bubble mor-
phology between, on the one hand, high-
swelling compounds where bubbles grow
very large and eventually interlink and, on
the other hand, U;Si, where bubbles are
too small to be seen at the same magnifica-
tion. At first glance, the irradiation behav-
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plate swelling than in dispersions without
burnable poison.

2.8.3 Summary

The foregoing discussion suggests that
the swelling behavior of dispersion fuels
may be generalized as follows: There is an
initial linear stage with a low swelling rate
of approximately 3+1%AV per 10?7 f
m ™ 3. This stage may endure to high fission
densities in certain compounds, for exam-
ple, U,S1,, UAl,, or UO,. At a fission den-
sity that depends on irradiation conditions

- such as fission rate and temperature, a sec-

ond linear rate of approximately 8+2%
AV per 10%7 f m ™3 commences. This stage
appears to be associated with formation of
fission gas bubbles on microstructural fea-

- tures such as subgrain boundaries or dislo-

cation networks. Both stages may be con-
sidered to represent stable swelling. A third
stage, which may occur in certain fuel com-
pounds or fuel-matrix combinations and

-which is characterized by fission gas bub-

_3)

~ ble linkup and coarsening in either the fuel

particles, fuel-matrix reaction products,
and/or radiation-damaged matrix mate-
rial, represents unstable, or break-away,.

swelling. Break-away swelling renders cer-

tain compounds unsuitable for most prac-
tical applications, unless sufficient mechan-
ical restraint can be provided, and places

“definite burnup and/or fuel loading limits

on others. .

It appears that the “inherently” stable
swelling compounds can be used to ex-
tremely high fission densities or burnups
and that their use in dispersion fuels is lim-
ited only by fabricability. ,

Recoil damage to matrix material, seen
as a serious performance issue for steel and
ceramics, is evidently not detrimental to
the irradiation performance of stable-

‘swelling compounds dispersed in alu-

minum.
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2.9 Additional Properties
of Irradiated Fuel

2.9.1 Blister Threshold Temperature

Blisters on the surface of a fuel tube or
plate occur when gases, from fission or
other sources, collect at the meat-cladding
interface with a pressure great enough to
locally raise the cladding away from the
fuel meat. Typically, blisters are from 1 to
5 mm in extent; however, in some cases

they may cover a much larger area. Al-

though used in a seemingly interchange-
able manner in the literature, in this chap-
ter blistering refers to a separation at the
meat-cladding interface, and break- -away
swelling (discussed in Sec. 2.8) refers to a
separation in the fuel meat. Blistering oc-
curs at elevated temperatures, where the

cladding has lost much of its strength. If a *

fuel plate were to blister during operation,
transfer of heat from the fuel meat to the
coolant might be severely disrupted, espe-
cially if the thermal conductivity of the
meat were low. As will be discussed later,
there is also the possibility that a small
amount of fission gas might be released.
The resistance of a fuel tube or plate to
blistering is established by measuring the
blister threshold temperature, or the tem-
perature in a series of sequential anneals at
which the plate first blisters. In the typical
blister test the sample is held at tempera-

ture for 30 to 60 min during each anneal- -

ing step. The blister temperature undoubt-
edly is a function of the time—temperature

history of the sample during the test. How- -

ever, the blister threshold temperature pro-

vides an indication of the ability of the fuel

to withstand short periods (of the order of
an hour) of operation at high temperature
without failure.

No blister threshold temperature data

(based on the standard test) were found

for Al-U alloy fuel. Uranium aluminide
dispersion fuel with no boron in the meat
typically exhibits blister temperatures of
550°C or higher. In many cases blistering
is preceded by cracking of the matrix, es-
pecially when boron is present. The He =
gas from the !°B(n,o) reaction provides
enough additional pressure to decrease the
blister temperature by 50 to 100°C.
Blistering of U;Og dispersion fuel plates

‘is typically preceded by cracking of the fuel -

(reaction-product) particles. Blister tem-

~ peratures for U,Oq—-Al fuel plates typi-

cally range from 450 to 550°C. The pres-
ence -of boron poison in the fuel meat
results. in the .lowering of the blister
threshold temperature by at least 100°C.

-Both Richt et al. (1971) (for U;O4 disper-

sion fuel) and Dienst et al. (1977) (for UAL,
dispersion fuel) noted that the higher the
irradiation temperature, the more blister
resistant the fuel. Apparently, higher irra-
diation temperatures allow the fuel-ma-
trix reaction to occur more comp‘letey dur-

" ing irradiation. Consequently, a smaller

amount of reaction, which releases fission
gases, occurs during the blister test. It is
interesting to note that highly loaded
U,Oq plates irradiated during the RERTR
program exhibited consistently higher
blister threshold temperatures than those
measured during previous development
programs. Perhaps the explanation lies in
accelerated reaction due to an elevated ir-
radiation temperature resulting from the
low thermal conductivity of the highly
loaded meat.

Blisters on fuel plates containing UALI,
or U,O4 dispersion fuel meat have been
found to result predominantly from fission
gas or He coming from the interior of the
fuel meat. Another type of blistering is
most prevalent for U,Si, dispersion fuels.
For these fuels blisters tend to form first at
the periphery of the fuel meat. Micro-



graphic investigation has shown that these
blisters are associated with oxidized fuel.
These fuel particles, which oxidized before
or during plate rolling, produce a non-
bonded area and apparently break up un-
- der the pressure of fission gas at high tem-

peratures and release the fission gas to -

form the blister. Similar blisters caused by
oxidized fuel particles have been found
outside the fuel zone of UAI, dispersion
fuel plates irradiated during the RERTR
program. Blister temperatures are typically
in the 525 to > 550°C range for U,Si, dis-
persion fuels without boron in the fuel
- meat. As for the UAI, and U,Oj dispersion
fuel, the presence of boron in the U,Si, fuel
meat resulted in a reduction of the blister

threshold temperature by approximately
100°C.

29.2 Fission ‘Product Release

The principal danger to the general pub-
lic from a severe nuclear reactor accident
~comes from the release of radioactive fis-
sion products. In order to predict the con-
sequences of such an accident, one must
know the amount of fission products re-
leased from the fuel and the rate of release.
Parker et al. (1967), Graber et al. (1966),
Posey (1983), Shibata et al. (1984), Wood-
ley (1986, 1987), and Saito et al. (1989) have
performed measurements of fission prod-
uct release from aluminum-based disper-
sion fuels. Stahl (1982) provided an excel-
lent summary of the information available
before 1982, both from out-of-reactor ex-
periments and from reactor accidents.
Taleyarkhan (1990) performed a detailed
statistical analysis of most of the avallable
data.

Fission gases, being inert, are more eas-
tly released than other fission products.
Studies of fission gas release from UAL,,
- U304, and U,Si dispersion fuels per-
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formed by Shibata et al. (1984) and Posey
(1983) during the RERTR program
showed that fission gas is first released
through microcracks which develop dur-
ing the process of blister formation. A
greater amount of gas was released when
the cladding began to melt. Essentially all
of the gas had been released from these~
fuels by 650°C, undoubtedly because the:
structure of the fuel particles was disrupted
by reaction of the fuel and the matrix.
Francis and Moen (1966) obtained similar®
results for UAl, and U,;O,4. Parker et al.
(1967) found that most of the fission gas

- was released during the first two minutes

at temperature and that above approxi-

- mately 3% burnup the amount of burnup

did not affect the release fractions. Behav-
ior of the volatile fission products, princi-
pally iodine, cesium, and tellurium, is much
more complicated. Temperature, time, and

‘atmosphere affect their release fractions.

Taleyarkhan (1990) has provided correla-
tions for the release fractions of the noble
gases and the volatile fission products as a
function of temperature.

The release of fission products from
TRIGA fuel has also been studied. Fission
gas release rates are very low during irradi-
ation at normal operating temperatures
(Simnad, 1980).

2.10 Appendix:
Coated Particle Fuels

2.10.1 The System

The high-temperature gas-cooled reac-
tor (HTGR) uses helium as the coolant,
graphite as the moderator, and coated fuel
particles dispersed in graphite as the core
material. This combination allows very
high fuel burnup, high specific power, and
high-temperature operation. Furthermore,
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Figure 2-45, Fission product release from typical irra-
~diated HTGR fuel when exposed to constant temper-
atures (1600°C or 1800°C) for various times.

cause for concern because they may diffuse
through the coatings at normal operating
‘temperatures; these elements are cesium,
strontium, and silver. Silver, in particular,
seems to diffuse through SiC at tempera-
tures as low as 1250 °C. This is believed to
be a grain boundary diffusion process.

Such effects have led to the development of

getters, placed within the particles, to cap-
ture excess oxygen in oxide fuels and to
capture certain fission products and stop
them from migrating. The ultimate goal is
a combined oxygen —fission product getter.
In general, the oxides or carbides of the
more reactive elements — such as alu-
minum and zirconium — appear to be effec-
tive getters.
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Uranium aluminide powder production, fuel plate

fabrication development, and irradiation performance
of more than 1700 fuel elements during 10 yr of
operational service at ldaho National Engineering
Laboratory are discussed. The UAl, dispersion fuel
system has performed well in extended service in the
high flux test reactors. The anticipated benefits of the
powder dispersion form-—accommodation of fission
products in deliberate voidage, structural tolerance of
fission gas, and dispersion of burnable poisons—have
been realized. The operating limit for the Advanced
Test Reactor fuel elements is presently set at
2.3 X 104 fiss/em® of core—a burnup of >500 000
MWAIMTU.

The growth or swelltng of urantum aluminide fuel

plates at up to 2.4 X 10% fiss/em? is proportional to
the fission density, but the proportionality constant
depends on the temperature, core porosity, and fuel
loading with 93% enriched uranium. For a fuel
loading of 4.3 X 1021 U atoms/em’, the growth

corresponds to 0.11% per % burnup. The blister test
as a criterion for impending fuel plate failure due to
swelling appears adequate, and the blister temperatwe
at fission densities of 2.7 X 10 21 ﬁss/cm of core is
~720 K,

1. INTRODUCTION

Prior to the development of the uranium alu-
minide (UAI, dispersion) fuel system, the uranium
aluminum alloy system had performed very reliably
in the Materials Test Reactor (MTR) and the Engi-
neering Test Reactor (ETR) at the Idaho National

*Retired.
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Engineering Laboratory (INEL), as well as in other
reactors throughout the world. Three limitations
precluded the direct application of the alloy for the
high flux, high power Advanced Test Reactor (ATR)

at INEL:

1. Fabrication and reprocessing techniques did
not allow a high enough fuel content.

2. Swelling of the f ¢l limited the burnup.

3. A need existed to distribute uniformly small
amounts of 1°B (burnable poison)in the plates.

Fuel consisting of uranium oxide powder dispersed
in aluminum had been developed for the High Flux
Isotope Reactor and the ATR (Ref. 1); however.
concern with regard to exothermic reaction of
the uranium oxide and aluminum? with subsequent
initiation of aluminum-water (steam) reactions
prompted development starting in 1962 at INEL of
the uranium aluminide dispersion UAl, fuelsystem.**

Several features of the UAl, dispersion fuel sys-
tem contribute to its extended performance capa-
bility in the high flux reactors:

1. The powder dispersion allows voidage to be
fabricated into the fuel matrix for accommoda-
tion of the increased volume of fission prod-
ucts.

rJ

. Burnable poisons can be readily dispersed in
the fuel matrix.

3. The structure has exceptional tolerance for
fission gas, with attendant high blister tempery
tures,

After powder uranium aluminides were developed
for use in the ATR, they were subsequently used to
fuel the MTR and ETR. The technology was further
developed in Europe and the material is now used a¢
the fuel for the French-German High-Flux Reactor.”

In the U.S., powder uranium aluminide fuels are being
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Beeston et al.

used in other reactors. The material currently is in use
in the Missouri University Research Reactor, the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology Reactor- 11,
and the Ford Nuclear Reactor at the University of
Michigan. Current work at INEL on this material
seeks to develop even higher fuel loadings using lower
enrichments of uranium aimed at providing greater
safeguards for nonproliferation.

The purpose of this paper is to describe the
material and fabrication development, and review the
irradiation performance of the uranium aluminide

dispersion system during 10 yr of operational service
at INEL.

Il. DEVELOPMENT AND FABRICATION EXPERIENCE

As shown in Table I, there are three uranium

aluminide compounds with greatly differing prop- -

‘erties. For a given uranium loading, the use of UAl,
results in the lowest volume of hard brittle particles
dispersed in the aluminum matrix in the fuel plate
cores, and hence promotes the homogeneous dis-
persion. of fuel particles within the fuel plate core
during the fabrication of the fuel plates. -

However, the early work in.the development of a
method for the preparation of uranium aluminide
powders showed that fuel powders rich in UAl, were
highly pyrophoric, while those rich in UAl; were only
moderately pyrophoric. Moreover, zither UAl, or
UAl; reacts with an excess of alumi:. 1m at moderate
temperatures to form UAl,. Thus, the finished fuel
plate cores, ready for reactor use, contain UAly and
_UAl, as the fuel compound.!! v

It is difficult, if not impossible, to prepare pure
uranium aluminide compounds by melting operations.
The pure compounds can be prepared by the use of
uranjum hydride,'? but this is not a commercially
acceptable method for the preparation of nuclear
reactor fuel materials because of the difficulties
encountered in reprocessing the scrap materials, and
‘because of the costs and hazards.

In a melting operation the scrap can be easily
remelted. Due to the great differences between
uranium and aluminum in melting temperatures and
densities, care must be taken during the melting

TABLE I
Properties of Uranium Aluminides (Ref. 10)
Theoretical | Uranium | Melting
Density Content Point Crystal
‘Compound (g/cm®) (g/cm?) (K) Structure

UAl, 8.14 6.64 1863 FCC

UAl, 6.80 5.08 1623 Simple cubic
UAl, 6.06 416 1003 Orthorhombic

NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY VOL.49 JUNE 1980

‘Fig. 1. Table II shows the properties, both specified
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operation to ensure that complete alloying is
achieved. In addition, uranium, aluminum, and the
uranium aluminides are all highly reactive materials.
To ensure that the final product is nuclear grade,
precautions must be taken to prevent contamina-
tion of the fuel materials with oxygen, nitrogen,
iron, copper, carbon, or any other detrimental foreign £
elements.

Since the uranium aluminides are friable mate-
rials, powders can readily be produced from the
alloy castings by the use of conventional jaw crushers
and hammer mills. The particles are sized by the use
of metallic screens with oversize and undersize
materials being recycled.

Compared to most commercial metallurgical oper-
ations, these powders are prepared on a very small
scale. The size of the uranium aluminide powder
operations is restricted by the high cost, high
strategic value, and low demand for the fuel materials.
In addition, nuclear criticality control and safe-
guarding problems tend to restrict the scale of }
operations. :

A flow chart for a typlcal method for the prepara-
tion of the uranium aluminide powder is shown in

and typical, of powders produced by the process
outlined in Fig. {.

Figure 2 is a flow chart showing the method used
for incorporating the fuel powders into finished
plates. The process used is based on the well-- -
established picture-frame process that has been used
for more than 25 yr to produce aluminum-ciad -
nuclear reactor fuel element plates. The  fuel plate:
cores are made by powder metallurgy techniques. - -
instead of the formerly used wrought U-Al alloy..
Fuel loading of 1.49 g ?%U/cm? of core translates =~ -
into 31 vol% of UAl; powder in the plate cores. Four- -
to eleven percent voids are incorporated in the ATR - -
fuel plate cores. As noted subsequently, these voids
are important to the satisfactory performance of the =
fuel elements since they participate in reducing the
swelling. :

When making highly loaded aluminum-clad fuel
plates with either wrought or powder metaﬂurgy
problem This proved to be the case when fabncatmg
ATR fuel plates. The problem has been solved byuse
of shaped cores and 1mproved mspectron techmque

compacts with square corners and. edges.‘Th
plates had extremely thin cladding at the leadi
trailing ends of the fuel plate cores. By chan in
core compact to provide for tapered comp
the cladding was made uniform in thickness an
dogboning effect was reduced. )
To ensure that the thin cladding proble
mained under control, an ultrasonic inspection :d
was developed.'® This machine, referred to::a
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Uranium Aluminum
fetal- Metal
715 wt% 28.5 wt%
\ 3
Arc Melting
0.5 atm—Argon |
)
Crushing
1 atm—Argon
<4% 0y
Screening
1 atm—Argon
<4% 02
r e
Acceptable Oversize and
Powder Undersize
Blending
R
Sampling
] i
Chemical and Storage
Physical
Analysis

Fig. 1. Flow chart of uranium aluminide powder production
process.

“min-clad gauge,” has the ability to determine that at
least 0.22 mm of cladding is covering the plate core.
This device has been highly effective in detecting
leak-prone fuel plates.

I1l. PERFORMANCE

Over 1700 plate-type uranium aluminide fuel
elements have been operated in INEL test reactors
(ATR, ETR, MTR) in the past 10 yr. Several measures
of performance are mechanical and nuclear stability,
radioactivity release, and fuel burnup. Two failure
modes postulated with extended burnup of plate-type
elements are

138

“UAI, Powder

Al Powder

T
B4C Powder J

Aluminum
Picture Frames

" Compact

L

3400 atm

Aluminum
Cover Plates

IERE

Prepare Rolling
Assemblies

Hot Rolling

500°C
1 atm Air

{

Blister Anneal

Th 435°C

-1 atm Air

9

Cold Rolling

~

Annealing

1 h 495°C
1 atm Air

t

Rough Shearing

1

Ultrasonic
Inspection

i

Min-Clad
Inspection

{

Final Sizing

!

Radiographic
Inspection

|

Forming

!

Final Inspection

1

Assembly into
Fuel Elements

Fig. 2. Flow chart of a fuel plate production process.
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TABLE 1I

PR SO prme W

e | ot < gt e +

Properties of Uranium Aluminide

(UAl,) Powder and Core Compacts

Specified Typical
Isotopic Composition:
S5 content 93.0+ 1.0 wt% -93.19
381 content 60+1.0wt% 5.37
| BéY content 03+02wt% 0.44
i 347 content 1.2 maximum wt% 1.00
Chemical Composition: . : '
Uranium 69.0 £ 3.0 wt% 71.28
Oxygen 0.60 wt% maximum 0.25
Carbon 0.18 wt% maximum 0.05
Nitrogen - 0.045 wt% maximum . 0.032
Hydrogen 0.020 wt% maximum 0.005 -
Nonvolatile matter 99.0 wt% minimum 99.9
Easﬂy extracted fatty and oily matter © 0.2 wt% maximum 0.09
EBC? 30 ppm maximum <6
- Physical Properties: T :
Particle size, U.S, standard mesh -100 + 325 mesh = 75% minimum 76.0
. : ~325 mesh = 25% maximum 24.0
Crystalline constituents—by x-ray diffraction 50% UAl; minimum no unalloyed U 6% UAl,
' 63% UAl,
' » 31% UAl,
"~ For ATR zone loaded ‘
core fuel loading, g ***U/cm> core (maxi- 1.0,1.30,1.60
mum) wt% UA13 in core ' 46.4
54.4
62.8
Uranium concentration, U atom/cm? of core (maximum) 2.76 X 10%
3.58 X10*
441 X104
EBC = equivalent boron content.
1. buckling due to axial compressive loads devel- w, ied mo than the original ma-

oped either from thermal stresses or irradiation
growth stresses

2, blistering due to excessive fission gas buildup..

During inspection no difficulties have been en-
countered due to the presence of loose plates, and

-measurements for nuclear stability have not revealed

any fuel element instability.

Of the 1700 fuel elements, 48 have been found to
contain blistered fuel plates, nearly all during the first
years of ATR operation. The investigations revealed
that the blisters were associated with thin cladding
over the ends of the plate cores. None of these plates
had been “min-clad” inspected. The corrosion of the
aluminum cladding and fuel particles close to the
surface as a result of the high heat flux, 0.95 to
473 X 10° W/m? (0.3 to 1.5 X 108 Btu/h ft?),
exposed small areas of the plate cores to the reactor

ccolant. The.ceszasion products_produced in_ the.

reaction of both fuel core and cladding with coolant

NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY VOL.49  JUNE 1980

terials. Thus, small pimples or blisters were produced

on the plate surfaces. The growth of these pimples
was a slow process so that only small amounts of
fission .products were released. Consequently, the
operation of the reactor was not interrupted.

The operating life of the fuel elements in the ATR
is determined by the burnup limit. Fuel burnup is
sometimes expressed as percent of the 235U isotope
fissioned, or percent of the total uranium, as well as
the total fissions per unit volume (fission density),
In this paper, the number of fissions per unit fuel
plate core volume will be taken as the basic param-

eter. The reactor burnup limit has been extended in - -~ -
steps to a fission density of 2.3:X 10*! fiss/cm®of ... .
core. The burnup extensions were made possibleasa -
result of the favorable irradiation performance- data,.:a. .
some of which is presented herein. The data consist: ' ..

both destructlve -

of postirradiation measurements,
and nondestructive, made on fuel elements and on
sample fuel plates.
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ILA. Grqwth and Swelling

'Fission results in solid and gaseous atom products.
otential exists for growth and swelling, both from
“iproducts and from chemical reactions that
-betWeen the fuel and matrix. [Growth is

B (decrease in immersion density).] In the
um aluminide fuel system, the differentiation of
amount of growth and swelling due to the
mechanisms of atomic volume increase (two atoms
TR _placmg one), and displacement damage—defects,
* 'voids, vacancies, and interstitials—has not been ac-
comphsh_ed The swelling due to bubble formation
_ _(gas atom agglomeration) and volume changes from -
. . chemical reactions is not great in uranium aluminide
. fuels.. Because of constraints in the fuel plates,
- growth of the fuel plate core occurs only in the
- ,_g.thickness' direction. It is recognized that the irradia-
.tion temperature has an influence on the swelling,
~“and must be taken into account. For purposes of this .
...paper; growth and swelling are treated together
~“except for gas agglomeration (bubble formation).
. 'Various studies®!¥!¢ have been made of these
‘-effects on fuel plate or sample performance, and
: f-“'conmderable experience with fuel element perfor-
mance has been obtained. The swelling or growth due
to "atomic fission products either in solution or in
o precipitates is not easy to distinguish from incipient
‘gaseous swelling. The gaseous atoms (krypton and
xenon) constitute ~15% of the fission products, and
it will be. shown (Sec. II1.C) that they are principally
in solution in the microstructure. The solid fission
product swelling would be expected to be proportion-
al to the fission density less any volume accommoda-
tion from fuel core porosity. The accommodation of
solid fission products in the core porosity appears
to be related to the core temperature. and ﬁssmn
rate.

It has been postulated’ !¢ that fuel core porosity
or void volume accommodates the increased atomic
-volume of the fission products so that the growth or
swelling (AV/V) can be given by

EL %= 6.4% F/10" fissjem® - Vp |, (1)

where
it F = fission density (fiss/cm? of core)
Vp = core porosity or void volume (%).

It was, however, recognized that positive or negative
swelling deviations might occur due to other factors.
It was calculated!¢ that complete reaction of UAl;
to UAl, in a 63% UAI;-Al matrix would result in a
volume decrease of ~0.3%. Gas bubble formation
appears® to be suppressed by the accommodation of
the gaseous atoms (helium, xenon, and krypton)

140
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'in the UAl, fuel particle, i.e., in solution. The SWellmg

~on sample fuel plates at low burnup (1.5 X 10%

. stead of 423 to 473 K). The constant (2.6% instead

datal®171% from four fuel elements and Sixieen
samples are represented by an empirical equaticy
obtained by least-squares linear regression. The dat ~
are given in Table IIl and plotted in Fig. 3. The :
fission density has been corrected to the Nd(14s5 + }
146) monitor (the most accurate monitor).?® Some L
of the swelling values were averaged before being
placed in the table (those for the same U-atom
concentration and fission densities). The averaging !
reduced the scatter for core thickness measurements
used in determining the vol% swelling. The empirical
equation for 24 data points is given as

%’% = 2.6% F/10%! fiss/cm? of core ,

where the constants have been rounded to the nearest
0.1, hence the first term “a” of the linear equation
AV/V =a + bF reduces to zero.

For high fuel loading plates (4.3 X 10%' (
atoms/cm® of core) this swelling corresponds to

0.11 vol%/% burnup. A similar value was obtained®

fiss/cm3 -of core) and low temperature (343 K in-

of 6.4%) corresponds to a relative atomic volume |
incréase of 1.2, instead of 3.04 calculated in Ref. 5,
which indicates (since two atoms are replacing one)
that gas is not agglomerating. Another indication
that gas. is not agglomerating will be given in Sec.
III.B. The burnup is proportional to fission density
for constant fuel loading (Fig. 4), and hence the value i

of ‘swelling (0.11%/% burnup) will vary with fuel

loading. Although there appears to be an effect of
core porosity on accommodation of the solid fission
products, the growth begins at fission densities at

Y
\"]

Sw_elling(

3 1 .] i L H
0O 0.3 06 09 1. 2 1. 5 1.8 21 24 27
fiss/em?® (X107?") :

3.0

Swelling- of uranium aluminide fuel plates as a func-
tion of fission density.

Fig. 3.
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TABLE III
Growth and Swelling of Fuel Plate Core and Samples
f Element Irradiation Core Swelling
and Sample U atom/cm? Fission Density Temperature Porosity AV %
Number (X102 (X107 (K) (vol%) v Reference
Comp 3 2.48 0.75 423.473 10.5 14 17
Comp 4 . 3.32 1.0 423-473 14.0 . 0.3 17
Comp 9 2.48 0.75 423-473 10.5 1.0 17
584 3.40 0.68 423473 4.6 0.6 18
587 3.40 1.52 : 423473 4.6 5.1 v 18
621 3.65 ' 1.18 423-473 4.1 2.5 18
622 3.65 0.80 423473 6.2 1.0 18
623 3.65 1.13 423.473 4.5 2.5 18
625 3.65 048 423473 45 1.5 18
169-11 3.38 2.16 -373-473 8.4 4.7 19
169-12 ' 3.39 227 373-473 8.4 59 19
169-19 2.65 1.84 373473 6.6 .47 19
169-36 3.34 2.35 ~373-473 7.9 64 19
169-37 334 2.38 373473 7.8 6.0 19
169-38 3.39 2.34 373473 7.0 74 19
169-39 335 2.23 423-473 7.5 5.7 : 19
XA8G - 2.69 0.72 - 423473 3-11 2.4% 14
XA8G 3.39 0.99 423-473 3-11 2.9 14
XA20G. 3.39 0.21 423473 - 311 1.8 : 14
- XA8G S 2.69 0.40 ) 423-473 . 311 2.2 14
XA8G 4.10 : 0.68 423473 3-11 3.02 14
XA8G ' 3.39 0.54 423473 311 1.7 14 R
XA8G : . 4.10 042 423473 4.11 . 1.5 14- - |/
Fuel elements : -‘ '
XAI130K&A135K- 4725 : 20 423473 ) 5.94 . 6.3% 19
169-4 422 2.46 423-473b 11.6 20 19
169-5 420 2.69 : 423.473b 12.0 4.7 19
XA20G ‘ 3.39 0.69 ] 423.473 o311 3.78 14
*Averages of growth data on fuel elements where fission density is within 0.15 X 102! fiss/em?.
bTemperature range is for fission densities between 1.2 X 102" fiss/cm? and value given.
80— ' ' - . ' ' ' which the pores have not filled. For example, for the .
Co . ’ core porosity of 4.6%, swelling by Eq. (1) should -
70+ S e o (."' 4 start at a fission density of 0.72 X 10?! fiss/cm?; and,

o at higher core porosity, swelling should start at
1 higher fission densities; however, Eq. (2) indicates
/ swelling starts with fissioning.

] Medium fue! loading
60 - (3.38 X 10?' U atom/cm?)
High fuel loading —-~—
(4.23 X 10%' U atom/cm?)

£ 50r - Several parameters affect the scatter in the data-
e of Fig. 3. These are
5 40- . . ' :
e P 1. irradiation temperature (however, the datah
20 / ey | been selected to be in a narrow temperatu
. o range, 373 to 473 K) :
20~ /// 7 2. fuel loading (atom U/cm? of core)
L - B . . : o
0305 08 12 15 18 21 24 27 3. core porosity.

fissfem? (X107 The data in Fig. 3 and Table III indica

Fig.4. Burnup of uranium aluminide fuel plate cores with  increasing core porosity tends -to reduce swell
different fuel loadings as a function of fission density.  Three data points (169-4, 169-5, Comp

NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY VOL.49  JUNE 1980



ues:.that lie well below the least-
geressiol curve in. Fig. 3, correspond
initial porosity (>11. 6%)
An effect of fuel loading is
ression analysis of the 17 data
‘constant fuel loading. The
‘points increased the correlation
90 to 0.93 and decreased the
imate of Eq. (2). Figure 5, a plot
known core density and porosity .of
I mdlcates that at constant core
oro 'ty ‘increases with increased fuel
ship tends to reduce the scatter
.3 due to different fuel loadmgs

_ellmg at zero fissioning (wh1ch is not
a‘lower slope. A statistical tolerance
one-s1ded tolerance limijt for normal
was used to show that these three

s. Examination of the porosity indicates
he likely factor. Two of the points have
sity than most of the data while the third
site (average of several samples). Hence,

'at’_es the solid ﬁssion products during the
own process of the ﬁssion fragments, i.e.,

~ HILB. Blister Testing
~ Postirradiation blister testing has been used as a
critérion‘for predicting failure of the fuel elements.
.The assumptlon is that, as the concentration of the
‘gaseous atoms (hel1um xenon, krypton) increases
~and-the pores or voids become ﬁlled the temperature
“at which breakaway swelling occurs is decreased. The

“

tion, gaseous atoms in bubbles undergo resolution
from the slowing down process of the fission frag-
ments.2122:23 Resolution of fission gas bubbles up to
300 A (30 nm) in diameter was reported?! in UO,
when irradiated at 373 K. The release of gas to the
boundaries was shown?? to be controlled by the
irradiation resolution of bubbles. For the aluminide
fuel the resolution mechanism will also apply and the
blister temperature in-reactor should be equal to or
greater than in postirradiation tests.

The postirradiation blister temperatures are given
in Table IV and a least-squares regression analysis
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criterion should be conservative since, under irradia- -
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4.0 Ll T T T T T T T ———
i * (4.2-4.4) X 10?' U atorn/em? |
390} o
T 3.0} 1
3
s T . ~
Z 3701 : .
g T . o (3.33.5) X 10?' U atom/em? |
o 3.60f T~ 1
S |
~~. . -
3.501 \ ~
] ' (2.6-2.76) X 10?' U atom/cm?
340} '\\< ]
.35 1 i ] i 1 1 - i 1
3 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Core porosity (vol%)
Fig. 5. Core density and porosity of uranium aluminide fue]

plates with different fuel loadings.

with proposed 20 and 3o limit curves is given in
Fig. 6. The proposed limit curves are extended to a
higher fission density from the fission density at the
minimum value of the polynom1a1 The polynomial
is given as

Tg=905-139.9 F- 448 F* |, 3)

where

F = units of 102! fiss/cm?
T'g = blister temperature in K.

Thus, up to a fission density of 2.7 X 102! fiss/cm?,
the potential for swelling from ‘gaseous atoms as
measured in a blister test is not strongly influenced by
burnup in the uranium aluminide fuels. The poly-
nomial fit to the data gave a higher correlation
coefficient (0.705) than either linear (0.04) .or
logarithmic regression analysis (-0.15), both of which

indicated no drop-off in the blister temperature at -

high fission density. It is not physically realistic that
the blister temperature would increase at fission
densities beyond 1.5 X 10%' fiss/cm3, hence. it is

900' T n L T T T T T T
_ ’ i N { ) Number of data points
X 850‘- {2) (3) , .
® L . s & .
5 ~
F N N - R ) .
g BOOIL N . s b
a . ~. o~ - 20 extended from
E el S s e _minimum value
S . _3g extended from minimum value
- i N
Z 700r . :

b
oi i L + 1 1 L i Il 1
85 0O 03 06 09 12 15 18 21 24 27 3.0

fiss/cm? (X10°?")

Fig. 6. Blister temperatures of uranium aluminide fuel plates
as a function of fission density.
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TABLE IV
Blister Temperatures for Fuel Elements and Samples
Sample 25 atom/cm® | Total Uatom/cm® | Burnup Fission Density Temperature -
Element | Number (X10°%) (X10Y) (%) [fiss/cm? of core (X107%%)] X)
XA3G 221 2.50 2.69 37.0 098 755
70 381 4.10 142 0.61 838
77 3.81 4.10 18.8 0.79 838
7-14 3.81 410 213 0.89 838
7-21 3.81 4.10 21.3 0.89 a
7-28 3.81 4.10 213 0.89
7-35 3.81 4.10 18.0 0.75
7-42 3.81 4.10 13.3 0.56
15-25 3.81 4.10 333 1.40
16-21 3.16 340 30.5 1.03
XA8G 7-T - 381 4,10 6.7 ~0.28
UAL,-7F 11-T 3.81 4.10 6.7 ~0.28
11-B 381 4.10 6.7 ~0.28
XA130K 0-7 396 426 - 13.2 0.56
. 0-6 3.96 426 26.1 1.11
0-5 396 426 39.7 1.69
04 3.96 4,26 44.1 1.88
0-3 3.96 426 46.2 1.97
.02 3.96 4.26 48.4 2.06
0-1 3.96 426 498 2.12
XA135K 52 395 423 194 0.82
5-3 3.95 4.23 313 1.32
54 3.95 4.23 414 175
55 3.95 4.23 49 - 1.0
5-6 3.95 4.23 488 2.07 -
5-7 3.95 - 4.23 514 217
5-1 3.95 423 49.3 2 09
Sample 1694 3.88 422 © 583 246
169-5 3.86 420 " 64.0 2.69 -
169-11 311 3.38 63.9 216 .
169-12 3.11 3.39 67.0 227
169-19 2.44 2.65 694 1.84
169-36 3.11 3.34 704 §2.35
169-37 3.11 334 713 2.38
169-38 3.14 3.39 69.0 234
169-39 3.12 335 66.6 2.23

believed that the polynomial fit in the region beyond
1.5 X 10?! fiss/cm? is due to the limited amount of .
data. The limiting curves for 20 and 3¢ were extended
as horizontal lines from the minimum valuesin Fig. 6.

The behavior in the blister tests whose gas atom
concentration in the fuel core increases with fission
density will be discussed. A gas atom concentration
of 1 gas atom per 100 core atoms at a fission density
of 2.1 X 102! fiss/cm? of core was measured (Table V)
by dissolution and mass spectrography.

With a model for gas behavior in UQ, at low fuel
temperatures, Nelson?? indicates that the mobility of
the inert gas atoms will be controlled by diffusion,
the value of which is on the order of 10°!7 cm?/s.
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ALUMINIDE FUELS
TABLE V

" Fission Gas Content

oo Fission Gas m
Total Concentration
| Uatom/em®of core | Burnup Fission Density . atom gas )
' ‘X102 (%) [fiss/cm? core (X1072Y)] atom core’)
426 48.431 206 . 0.0108
426 13.158 0.56 0.0029

( ults. in Fig. 7 show the
, caused by 30-min incre-

paratlon had not occurred on
_he- UAlx plates showed .the
the UO,

'e the' U308 and’ UAlx behaved as if all
dynaxmc solution.

i.W'o_vu_ld be enhanced, such as the pores that
to accommodate the solid fission products.

¥ - T T T T

"Nb coated U0,—43.0% burnup N

.Plate 0-4-852
UAI,-57.0% burnup
Plate P-I- 588

___—A/
7 305—40 5% burnup
/ Plate P-2- 601
/ ___a-——‘
7 ]
— bt " UA|3—40 3% burnup
Plate P-1-685

8o m—

I 1 i ~L 1
850 . 600 650 700 750

Annealing temperature (K)

800

Postirradiation annealing results of uranium alumi-
:-nide plates compared with uranium oxide fuel plates.

!

l' U,0,—55.4% burnup .
I' Plate P-2-593 4
]

Evidence of this behavior has been observed—blisters
have formed at fabrication flaws or at the pores in

low temperature and low fission rate regions on the .

fuel plates. The plates would be more susceptible to
this type of failure if a gas concentration were built
up (from nuclear reactions) before the pores were
closed by the plastic core behavior. This evidence has
been observed in some regions of plates where low

temperatures and low. fission rates prevail (for ex- -

ample, at the top or the bottom of the reactor core).
Such evidence is shown i in Figs. 8a and 8b.

1L.C. Gas Content and Behavior

The principal gaseous atoms in nuclear fuels are

krypton xenon, helium, and hydrogen. The krypton .
‘and xenon are fission products and the helium and

hydrogen are principally other nuclear reaction prod-

ucts from boron and impurities. The gas:content is . ‘

responsible for the swelling and. blister behavior and
some of the radioactive gaseous isotopes also affect
reactor performance in that. they are found in.the
stack release gases. ‘The source of the fission gases,
i.e., from tramp uranium or from fuel, is a broad
subJect but the containment of the ﬁssxon gases
within the fuel plate core is a function of the gas
retention behavior of the aluminide fuel and the
aluminum cladding. A number of studies have been
reported 2526 that describe the gas retention behavior
of the aluminide fuels. The gas retention has been
attributed to the defect structure of UAl, (although
UALl, also retains the gas) and to the porosity.

Fission gas retention in the fuel plate core, as
indicated by the high gas concentrations reported in
Table V (0.0105 represents 1 gas atom in 100 core
atoms) has been confirmed in other ways.

First, two punchings from an ATR fuel plate were
analyzed for krypton and xenon by mass spectrom-
etry. One punching was in a low and the other in a
high burnup portion of the plate. The punchings
were chemically dissolved and the gases collected.
The analysis was made for the isotopes by adding
known quantities of 7%Kr and '*°Xe. The burnup
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Fig.8. Microstructures from three fuel element plateS with various burnups: (
fuel loading plates. ‘

a. Fuel core—1.05 X 10*! fiss/cm®. Pores = 10 to 20 um diam. Immersion derisi’_cy’é 3

b. Fuel core—0.67 X 102! fiss/cm?. Pores = 15 to 40 um diam :Immersion density = ;

NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY VOL.49 JUNE 1980




icator of burnup,
rnup detérmined

ENDF/ B-V ratio by 1%,
. punching-is higher by

'g.reément between the
des and the yield of

nd hlgh burnup fuel plate
,dlfferent although1 the

JAl;, it was ~1548 K). In
inum-clad UAl, dispersion-

Al4 to release the fission gas at a
ire than the 1003 K peritectic tem-
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flat fuel plates were pinned instead of roll swaged t,
side plates so that axial slippage was restricted, some
buckling was observed. :

Thermal stresses are restricted by standard reactor
operating practices. The result is that plate cores
plastically flow before the plates buckle under
loadings produced from differential thermal expan.
sion. The buckling resistance is produced by bending
stresses in the cladding. Under. initial irradiation, in
the ATR environment, the fuel plates héat up to
420 to 450 K while the side plates, heated by gamms
absorption, operate at ~330 K (Ref. 15). This tem
perature differential results in a compressive loading
on the fuel plates that produces a potential for
yielding or buckling. The criteria for thermal stress
loads that restrict yielding to the edges of the plates
is evaluated by calculating -thermal. conditions at
which the yield strength would be exceeded.

The. irradiation swelling shown in Fig. 3 is
expected to be isotropic, and would be ~6% at a
fission density of 2.3 X 102! fiss/cm?® of core. This
swelling represents a potential for yielding or buckling
greater than from the thermal stress. However, the
dimensional change is not isotropic. Because of the
restraint in planar directions produced by the clad-
ding, the dimensional change is virtually all in the
thickness direction. The planar growth restraint
results in compressive loading in the fuel core and
tensile loading of the cladding material. Inasmuch as
general stress conditions may have an effect on
swelling, this compressive loading of the fuel core
may provide a reason for the blister temperatures
assuming the parabolic shape or-leveling off as in
Fig. 6, since annealing of the residual stresses might
affect the nucleation mechanism. It has been
shown?®29 that tensile stress enhances swelling in
irradiated steels, and it has been assumed3? that
compression stress reduces the swelling. Thus, a
contributing factor for swelling in blister tests may
be the temperature at which the residual compressive
stress is relieved.

It is standard operating practice to require that
the calculated thermal stress, for the operating
conditions in the center half-span of the fuel plates,
be at some margin below the unirradiated and
irradiated yield strength of the fuel plate composite
throughout the cycle. Some typical limiting strength
values!®3! are given in Table VI. The compressive
yield strength values from the thinner cladding
composite plates and the higher wt% UAl; fuel cores
tend to be higher. There is an effect of irradiation
initially to reduce the strength of the composite
cold-worked plates (Type 1100-H12), and increase
the strength of the Type 6061-0 plates. The limiting
strength values (at minus sigma for more than one

test) should be conservative since they include effects

of irradiation, thick annealed cladding, and a low
UAIl; content fuel core.

NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY VOL.49 JUNE 1980




Beestonetal. PERFORMANCE OF URANIUM ALUMINIDE FUELS

o - : | TABLE VI
o Typical Values Selected for Limiting Thermal Stress

: 1 : . : Measured Compressive
. , Yield Strength (MPa)
TR . Limiting Strength o
- { Material Temperature (K) (MPa) Unirradiated Irradiated
) g ATR type 6061-0 clad 367 (200°F) 96 98.5 TS
; 100-mil plate ' 422 (300°F) 90 91.0 ---
N 35 wt% UAl, 478 (400°F) 79 ' 81.1 -
I 533 (500°F) 44 44 .8
: 50-mil 51 wt% UAl, 478 (400°F) _— -
; { 3to 14 X 10? fiss/cm® 533 (S00°F) 47 473 :
C _ 589 (600°F) _— -—=
t ‘ ETR type 1100-H12 clad : : :
] 35 wt% UAl, 422 (300°F) 48 107
s f 50-mil plate, unirradiated and 578 (400°F) 48 83
a irradiated to 2 to 14 X 10%° 533 (500°F) = 42 61
S fiss/cm? . ’
g
€
- 3 lILE. Release of Gases ' volumes of the uranium and the fission products Efi
i . The, release of radioactive fission gases to the ?:ﬂ :.-CJISIS tl};}ﬁ:ffegt‘slt;fralt):aiie!:i?: gg}s :or ol
d 't = . primary cooling water is detected by monitoring the do terlmin. d for gtrhe data of Fig: 3. Thé
s ¥ stack gases. The subject is pertinent to the perfor- }? : t‘ b - ogr‘t] i
n mance of fuel elements. The release of radioactive :pﬁ ear, ﬂc:weve; a(t) et}f;? P i o
e ( gases appears to be divided into two categories: . ate tsti?,breauls(al::lv a;c plcl)lli t is rglo t oce
; 1. a background release that comes from tramp core acts to absorb- the increa:
n uranium, diffusion of the fission gases and fission products with an atten
ity ~argon in the water crease and without appre
n- : :
n 2. a release that comes from defected fuel ele- f;::?f ci%%ligrfh:g{;t?: :‘:olrlrllc:erroslon
at | ments (leakers, etc.). The accommodatmn of fissit
a f The question of the irradiation  enhancement of porosity in UO
D A diffusion has been examined® and it appears that noted.3¥3¢ Low denSLty ( 85%
A ¢ irradiation does not increase the diffusion of fission particles were shown to pnd
' gases in fuel materials. _higher density fuel thus exhi
at v _ . utilize -the voidage prov1d¢d ‘The mat
B ¢ IV. DISCUSSION : force the UO, to swell th its.o
S, £ . ‘ _ plastic core behgvxor y and particle
d ¥ Although the amounts of growth and swelling, reduced\
te § because of their effect on the buckling or blister . Although the potentlal\ for ‘blic
th } failure modes, are considered to be.the limiting growth process is. greater thg a
e ;’; criteria * determining the service life of the fuel - thermal expansion, the mt_’.a‘sﬁ
1B E elements, tle low swelhng and the anisotropic growth  plate length and ,'width_ have b
es f behavior (growth in the thickness dlrectton) have not plate thickness has increased onl
mog limited the service life. several measurements. T!
te § In examining the swelling, % AV/V per % burnup’ can be explained by the 'lash
se k (fission density), evidence has been presented to , accommodation of the
ng show that swelling is reduced by fuel core porosity. :reaction with the-matrix
ne It has been estimated® that the growth rate without ;strength than the fuel core.m
;ts the presence of fuel core porosity should be ~6.4% X . stress in the cladding and
w 10721 fiss/em® (0.27%/% burnup for the high fuel .~ fuel core with the disp
loading). The estimate is based on relative atomic fragments causes the . fue
180
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2! fiss/om® of core—a

Welling of uranium aluminide
021 ﬁss/c:m3 is proportional

20 K at the o value, margm
1an. the peak operating temperature

as i'srp'rincipally retained in the fuel

a failure mode for ATR fuel plates
rved, and the operating practice of
alculated thermal stress values to a
1an the yield strength appears adequate
failure mode.

f radloactlve fission gas to the primary_
ppears to be adequately prevented by’
iform thickness (0.2 mm).
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1. Introduction

The aim of this report is to present the work carried out during the internship that took place between April
and June 1997 at MIT Nuclear Reactor Laboratory.

MIT Nuclear Reactor Laboratory is a part of the MIT Nuclear Engineering Department, which also
includes: '

- Laboratory for Accelerator Beam Applications

- Radiofrequency Accelerator Laboratory

- Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Laboratory

- Plasma Fusion Center

- Nuclear Reactor Laboratory

The MIT nuclear research reactor can be used by universities, industries. and hospitals, for irradiation and

experiment purposes. A notable example of reactor utilization is the program by Massachusets General

Hospital to perfect the neutron capture treatment of glioblastoma (brain cancer). Other research fields are

the applications of neutron activation analysis, biomedical research, neutron physics, nuclear physics, solid
state physics or radiation effects...

1.1. Description of the MIT research reactor (MITR) .

The MIT research reactor is a tank type reactor. It has an outer tank for the heavy water reflector and is

cooled and moderated by light water. Originally, it was cooled and moderated by heavy water too but the

present design allowed to increase sngmﬁcantly the thermal neutron flux in the reflector region where the

experimental beam ports are located.-

Designed to operate prlmarlly at a rated power of 5 MW, MITR uses highly ennched (93%) uranium in the -
form of uranium aluminide (UAly). The core contains 24 rhombic shaped fuel element assemblies and 3

~ dummy elements (which can be sample assemblles)‘ Each fuel assembly consists of 15 fuel plates. Fins

along the aluminum fuel cladding allow to improve the heat exchange between the fuel and the coolant.

One regulating rod and six shim blades are used to control the rate of fission in the core. At SMW, the

reactor operates with a thermal flux of around 510" nem?s!, at a low temperature (<55°C) and at an

atmospheric pressure.

1.2. Objectives of the study

The current license of MIT reactor will expire in 1999. In order to obtain a new license and improve its

tesearch capabilities, a large redesign effort is underway. :

In the process of redesigning the reactor to increase the power to 10 MW (MITR-III), studies are being

made about the extension of fuel element fission density limit. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission asked

about the corrosion of the cladding and the effects of the oxide layer building on the surface of the finned

clad.

The following questions were asked in 1991 ([1]):

- Do the new predictions of the oxide thickness lead to fuel temperatures above limits - previously
analyzed and approved for normal operation?

- Does the oxide thickness affects reactor responses to rapid insertions of reactivity?

- Can the oxide clog the grooves between the clad fins and if it is the case what are the consequences?



Besides, it was added that the value of the oxide thermal conductivity should be 1.3 Btu/hr-°F-ft instead of
2.0 Btw/hr-°F-ft as had been assumed in the previous studies.

The aim of the present study is to try to clarify these points, to predict the oxide layer thickness and its
effects on the heat transfer in the core, and to determine if the oxide layer formation may have an influence
on the fuel burn-up limit. As no precise study about this subject had been performed at MITR laboratory
until now, it was asked for a physical description of the oxide building too, an interesting question being the
influence of the pH.

1.3. Organization of this report

Chapter 2: Bibliographical research

First, a bibliographical research was performed in order to understand the physical mechamsms leading to
the building of the oxide layer, to identify the important parameters influencing this phenomenon and to
find the appropriate way to predlct the oxnde thickness and its effects.

Chapter 3: Effects of the oxide layer on the clad thermal behavior

Two-dimensional computations were performed to investigate the influence of the oxide layer on the heat
exchange between the clad and the coolant. The results were compared with the one-dimensional analysis
proposed by Taborda ([2]).

Sensitivity studies were also performed.

Chapter 4: Calculation of the oxide layer thickness in the hot channel _
Correlations found in the literature were used to compute the distribution of the oxide layer in the hot
channel that was identified as the critical area where the thickest oxide layer could be found.

Chapter 5: Influence of the oxide growth on the coolant velocity
The influence of the oxide formation on the coolant flow was investigated on the conservatwe assumption
that no dissolution of the reacting aluminum occurred during the oxxdatlon '

Chapter 6: Transxent analysis - : .
The initial steady state 2-dimensional program was adapted to study the influence of the oxide in the case of
a rapid insertion of reactivity.

Chapter 7: Conclusions and recommandations



2. Blbhographlcal Research / Descrlptlon of the oxide layer

building

2.1.

The fuel cladding of the MIT reactor consists of A-6061 aluminum. This material is a widely used medium-

General behavior of the oxidation process

“strength wrought Al-Mg-Si alloy. It typically contains 1% Mg, 0.6% Si, 0.25%Cr and 0.25% Cu.

Although aluminum is inherently highly reactive, it is resistant to significant oxidation because of the thin,
highly protective product film formed under most exposures. This film remains less than one micrometer or
so in thickness for all practical purposes in gaseous oxidants. The corrosion behavior in aqueous media,
however, is known to be more complex, and reaction rates can vary from nil to rapld depending upon the

thermal, chemical and physical environment.

According to Godard [3], the rate of growth decreases with time and depends on the temperature, the
oxygen content of the water, the ions present and the pH. As the MITR primary coolant is pure, the
influence of aggressive ions like chlorides or copper is not to be expected. As far as the velocity of the fluid
is concerned, it would have little influence in the pH range 4.5 to 7. Since MITR coolant pH is around 6-
6.3, the fluid velocity is not to be considered as a determining factor.

The Pourbaix diagrams below are showing the nature of the oxidation products as a function of the potential
and the pH. As we can see, the protective oxide of aluminum is being formed for pH values between 4 and
10 at 25°C, 3 to 8.5 at'60°C and 2.5 to 7 at 100°C. Outside this range of values, the corrosion of aluminum
becomes intense since the oxide film loses-its protective role and is dissolved quickly. Inside this range, the
oxide film is stable and the oxide growth is relatively slow. The pH of the coolant in MITR ‘is around 6-6.3
and no temperatures higher than 80°C are expected in normal conditions, so that the passivity requirements

are fulfilled.
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Despite the presence of the oxide layer that acts as a protection against corrosion, cations and anions still
diffuse across the oxide, which explains why the oxide thickness still increases and why a part of the
reacting aluminum is dissolved in the coolant, as reported by Griess ([5],{6]) and Pawel ([8],[9]). Besides,
one can understand that a temperature increase will make the ions diffusion easier hence an increase of the

oxide growth. The pH will also affect the ion diffusion as ions, like H and OH", have an 1mportant role in
the corrosion mechanisms.

2.2. Nature of the oxide pfoduct

Several hydrated oxides of aluminum are known to exist in hydrothermal systems. These include gibbsite

and bayerite Al;03.3H,0, boehmite and diaspore Al;03.H,0 and corundum Al,03. According to Griess

({51), boehmite is the substance that must be expected in MITR conditions. Other authors report that the

nature of the oxide film is bayerite. According to Mac Donald ([11]), this lack of agreement is due to the

tendency of the various oxides to exist as metastable phases. This behavior is particularly relevant to the

corrosion of aluminum at temperatures below 150°C where it has generally been found that the passivating |
film consists of bayerite or boehmite rather than the. thermodynamically stable gibbsite. The formation of

these metastable products is in keeping with the following series of transformations: :

Al+3H,0 — Al(OH)3 (amorphous) +3HY

2 AHOH); — Al;,03.H,0 (boehmite)+2 H,0
Al;03.H;0 (boehmite) + 2 H,O — Al»0s. 3H20(bayer1te)
Al,03.3H;0 (bayente) — Al;03.3H;0 (gibbsite) -

The initial corrosion product AI(OH); transformation into boehmite is fast whxle it has been found that
transformations into bayerite and gibbsite are extremely slow. :

The most recent experimental studies on the corrosion of 6061 alummum under reactor heat transfer
conditions were performed at Oak Ridge National Laboratory ([8]) in the corrosion loop specially designed
for the Advanced Nuclear Source (ANS) project. The product film consisted mainly of boehmite.

Yet, the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory ([12]) reports to have identified amorphous aluminum
oxide and bayerite on Advanced Test Reactor (ATR) and Engineering Test Reactor (ETR) fuel plate
cladding at normal operating’ conditions, even at temperatures that would result in ‘the formation of
boehmite out of the reactor.

+2.3. Effect of the pH

During the ANS corrosion tests, Pawel & al ([8]) report that at low coolant pH values (4.5-5.0) and “low”
coolant inlet temperatures (<57°C), a thin iron-rich layer was generally found on. the outer surface of the
boehmite. The iron was thought to come from the piping corrosion and to act as a barrier against the
diffusion of the oxidizing agents. Higher pH values (=6) yielded comparatively high growth rates and little,
if any, iron enrichment of the outer boehmite layer. The absence of iron in high pH cases would be due to
the behavior change of iron solubility which is a function of the temperature and of the pH.



Besides, Pawel observed that a region of high pH sensitivity existed, leading to striking changes in rate as
the pH is increased from slightly less than 5 to slightly more than 5. He also noticed that the effect of the pH
was more important when the temperature increased. A
These effects are illustrated by figures 2 and 3. The rate factor on the y-axis corresponds to the measured
rate constant divided by the constant predicted by the ‘correl 2’ correlation established for a pH of 5. The.
‘correl 21 correlation was specially developed for the ANS design (see 2.4.1).
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As the high pH tends to increase the corrosion rate and the film growth., test reactors using aluminum clads,
such as the High Flux Brookhaven Reactor, the Missouri University Research Reactor, etc, maintain the
coolant pH at about 5 during normal operations.



The pH is generally lowered by use of nitric acid. In Brookhaven ([13]), the acid is continuously
replenished to account for the removal by the resins in the primary loop purification system. The pH control
- and regulation is based on conductivity. The resins are replaced every 5-7 months.

2.4. Correlations used to predict the ‘oxide film thickness in
nuclear reactor conditions

2.4.1. Descfiption

The complexity of the mechanisms leading to the oxide formation explains why laboratories developed
empirical- correlations to predict the oxide layer growth in nuclear reactor condmons No satisfactory
theoretical model seems to exist until today.

The correlations found in the literature are generally based on data found in ex-reactor condmons which
approx1mate1y follow the common general equatlon

d_x _ k
dt x"
~ where

“x=film thickness (Lm)
t=time (hour)

k=rate constant (p.m"”/hr)

n=constant (mechanism number)

Many oxidation systems seem to follow this simple rate equation, with n=1 or 0.
The integrated equation takes the form:

1
X, = [xonv”. +(n+ Dkt (a+D
where
x=film thickness at time t

xg=film thickness at time t=0 .

The oldest correlation, developed by Griess ([6]) has been widely used to predxct the extent of alummum
corrosion under various reactor conditions. It was obtamed from a set of ex-reactor loop experiments,

mostly 10 to 20 days in length, conducted with an aver_age heat flux of 5.3 MW/m? , average coolant
velocity of 78°C. Griess correlation can be written in the form:

.778
X, = [xo‘--z“” + 128535kt

2 . L . ~
k (p.ml"'8535/h) is the rate constant and is given by an Arhenius type law:

k=1.2538.10° exp(-Q/Txc)

where
Q=5912.6K



Ty/c=interface temperature (K)
T=time (h)

Although the heat flux is not a variable in this correlation, Griess remarked that at 1.6 MW/m?, the oxide

growth rate was about half of that observed at heat fluxes of 3 to 6MW/m?,
This observation explains why Kritz considered the heat flux as a variable for his correlation. He proposed
the same expression as Griess with:

k = 8.686 ®"?* exp(-2416.5/T,,.) um'?35/nh (8]

where d=heat flux, MW/m>

A recent correlation for certain ANS data, called “ANS Correlation II” (Correl 2)'is:
X, = [xo‘-”‘ +1.351 kt]"74

where

k=6.992.10° exp(-7592/(Tx/c+100))

A limiting requirement of these correlations is that the pure coolant water pH be maintained around 5 by
adding nitric acid. According to Griess observatlons, k should be' multiplied by 3.6 for higher pH ‘values
between 5.7 and 7. '

The following table summarizes the conditions in which each correlation was established.

Griess | 60611100 | 10.7-155 | 66.94 66120 | 136.174 3.20-6.30

5-7
Kritz | 1100 9-15 . - - _ 90-140 0.057-5.70 | 5-5.20
Correl 2 6061 25-28 39-49 | 45-82 95-200 16.20-2000 |5

It is important to note that.in each case, the studied aluminum cladding was non-finned. Besides, the
investigated range for the heat flux was generally much higher than in MITR (less than IMW/m? for MITR-
1I1)

2.4.2. Comparison

During ANS corrosion loop tests, the different correlations quoted above were compared. It was found that
the predictions varied widely from a correlation to another, which justified the development of “Correl 27
correlation for own ANS purposes. A few tests were performed on 8001 Al, whose behavior turned out to -
. be very similar to 6061 Al. .

Figure 4 below illustrates the results obtained on 8001 Al with a high coolant pH (6+O 2), an inlet bulk

temperature of 65°C, a heat flux of 1.0 MW/m? and an oxide/coolant temperature of 111°C (for a slightly
pressurized system). The oxide thickness is determined by the temperature drop across the film by assuming
the boehmite conductivity of 2.25 W/mK. This test appears as one of the ANS tests the closest to MITR
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conditions, especially as far as the pH and the heat flux are concerned. The coolant pH during the early part
of this test was about 5.8, increasing to about 6.2 in the latter stages. According to Pawel, the increasing pH
has probably influenced the film growth kinetics so that the usual decreasing rates found in the other tests
(cf figure [2.4]) is not observed. It seems indeed that the growth rate suddenly changes after =850 hrs.
According to this result that shows a seemingly good agreement between the experimental data and the
Griess and Kritz correlations, it would be tempting to use them for MITR-III oxide film calculations, even if
the oxide/coolant temperature is higher than the expected value. On the contrary, the “Correl 2" correlation
seems to underestimate significantly the oxide growth for low heat flux values like in MITR.
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2.5. Oxide thickness limits

The question is to know what is the maximum oxide thickness which can be accepted for MITR-IO
conditions. ' : ' .

The two potential major fuel assembly problems for common reactors are the structural failure due to
overheating of the fuel plates, and the fission product release after spallation, that is the flaking or sloughing
of some significant fraction of the oxide layer that can lead to clad deterioration,

2.5.1. Oxide thermal effects

The oxide film represents an added thermal resistance that leads to an increased temperature in the fuel and
in the aluminum clad. -

Although aluminum melts at about 660°C, it begins to soften significantly at approximately 450°C, which
can be considered as the maximum temperature guaranteeing the cladding integrity. Besides, Beeston&al
({19]) report that the temperature limit for the UAl, fuel is about 470°C. This temperature corresponds to a

11



fuel blistering due to excessive fission gas buildup and is valid for UAl, fuels up to fission densities of

2.7x10%! fissions per cm’ (the current burn up limit for UAI, fuel is 1.8x1021).

In high flux reactors, one cmay fear that the fuel temperature limit be exceeded, because of the high heat
flux values and the low oxide thermal conductivity (2.25W/mK according to Griess). For MITR 111, though,_

the maximum heat flux value is about lMW/mz, so that the expected temperatures in the clad and the fuel
for usual values of oxide film thickness (around 50 wm at most) should remain very far from the limits.

Yet, the presence of the oxide film may have an effect on the heat transfer performance of the finned
cladding, as Taborda ([2) and Para ([14]) remarked. This point will be investigated more precnsely in
chapter 3.

2.5.2. Spallation.

An important issue of engineering concern is thé spallation of the oxide film.

Spallation results in a very rough surface (in comparison to unspalled regions), and tends to decrease the
average oxide thickness and therefore the thermal resistance imposed by the oxide film. However,
particularly for 6061 Al, this phenomenon may increase the resistance to heat flow and threaten the integrity
of the cladding since it is often accompanied by structural damage of the aluminum in the form of blisters or
subsurface reaction products and veids. It could eventually lead to fission gas release in the coolant. '
According to Yoder ([15]), spallation may be associated with the migration of hydrogen released durmg the
* oxidation process which leads to rapid mtergranular corrosion. '

Pawel & al([8]), for experiments performed on 6061 Al at hlgh heat fluxes (6-20 MW/m? ) and coolant
- velocities (to 28m/s), insisted that spallation was due to stresses by thermal gradients and found that no
spallation was observed until the temperature difference across the oxide film, AT, reached a certain range.
The minimum value for whxch spallation occurred was 119K, even if the experxmental range of AT was
wide.

Griess ([5], [6]) reported spallatxon for several alloys at about 2mils (50 pm), which, accordmg to Yoder,
corresponds to roughly the same temperature drops in the oxide. :

2.6. Conclusions for MITR-llI

The bibliographical investigations show that it is impossible to predict the oxide layer buildup in a reactor
by a theoretical- model. Yet, three empirical correlations, used for in-reactor prediction of aluminum
oxidation, are available.

"The characteristics of MIT reactor that make the applicability of these correlatxons difficult to predict are:

- its high pH (6-6.3).
- its low coolant velocity (<4.5 m/s)
- the presence of fins on the fuel clad

To take the pH effect into account, a correction factor of 3.6 for the oxide growth rate constant k (2.4.1) is
to be used in the Griess and Kritz correlations. Besides, a correction factor of 4.5 is proposed in the current
study for “Correl2” correlation by extrapolating linearly the results showed in figure 2.2 for a pH of 6.3.

Although the mechanisms leading to oxide spallation are still not totally understood, an oxide thickness
limit of 2mils (50m), as proposed by Griess, allows to prevent any spallation phenomenon. This value can
seem to be very conservative, since the heat flux in MITR-III is very low in comparison with Griess or
Pawel tests and the actual temperature drop in the oxide film is far below the spallation temperature drop of
113°C proposed by Pawel. This is all the more true as the low fluid velocity (around 4m/s at most) should
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reduce the risks of spallation. Still, this conservatism is supposed to reflect the uncertainties linked to the
high pH effects and the finned geometry of the fuel cladding.

Besides, the finned geometry of the clad should not affect the availability of the correlations used as long as.
the oxide film is thin enough. As the fins width and length is 10 mils (0.25 mm), a 2 mil thickness limit
seems to be appropriate too. :
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3. Effect of the oxide-laye'r.on the heat transfer in MITR clad

3.1. Introduction

MITR fuel elements consist of finned plates held by two side plates. The fuel is highly enriched (93%)
uranium aluminum alloy clad with 15 mils of 6061 aluminum. 10 mil high rectangular fins extend the heat
transfer area of the cladding surface, allowmo high power density without nucleate boiling in the core
channels.

For a system as shown in figure 3.1 subjected to a constant heat ﬂux qg at the back surface to be convected
into a coolant, a heat balance yields:

gs =h(Ty - T)

where h is the convection coefficient
Ty is the exposed plate surface temperature
Ty, is the coolant bulk temperature

The presence of the fins (figure 3.2) requires introduction of a correcting factor Mg, called “surface

effectiveness”, which represents the ratio of the heat dissipated by a finned surface to the heat dissipated by
an unﬁnned surface at the same conditions of temperature and heat transfer coeffxments

qp =M h (Tw ~ Ty) ,
The question is to determine Ty in the case of a ﬁnned clad covered by an oxide layer.

J T——’
To h ) ’ Ty h
il | a.
coolant

. N B T
- non- T, coolant ’
_J finned : 1, finned

> clad ~ clad

——
—»——-b
Figure 31 - Figure 3.2

3.2. One dimensional analysis

Taborda ([2]) has proposed the following one dimensional analysis for MITR-II.
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3.2.1. Fin without oxide layer -

If the heat convected through the fin is considered as a one-dimensional conduction problem, the profile of
temperature changing only with x along the length as in figure 3.3, an energy balance in an element of
thickness dx of the fin can be made, assuming a steady state:

—(kdiv T) Adx+ h(T-T,)Pdx=0.

[diffused energy + convected energy = 0] / P

2 ' W
X ' =

where . . ) o
k is the conductivity 2 ‘/ dx
P=2(2t+w) is the perimeter of the fin /
A=2tw is the fin surface area -
m2=£=lf0rw>>t _ _ '
kA kt , .
8(x)=T(x)-Ty o o figure 3.3
B(x=0)=T, -T, =6,
Considering the boundary conditions c dé =h 6 , the solution is:
dx|, ., - *°
8(x) = 8, cosh m(l - x) + mtsinh m(l - x)  where 8,=T\-Tg

cosh m! + mt sinh ml

The total heat dissipated by the fin is:

do [~ Sinh ml+ mt cosh ml
) Qﬁn=—k-A_—l - o, JhkaP sinh ml + mt cosh m
dx{e=0 coshml + mtsinh ml

Let us introduce the fin efficiency my, defined as the ratio of the heat dissipated by the fin to the heat
dissipated if the entire fin surface was at the base temperature T,,. .

1 sinh ml + mt cosh ml
m(l + t) cosh ml + mtsinh ml

N =

As the magnitude of mt is small, we can make the following approximation:

N, = 1 sinh mlcosh mt+sinh mtcoshml _ tanh m(l +1)
© 7 m(+t) cosh mlcosh mt+sinh mtsinhml  m(l+1)

This approximation represents an error of only 0.2% for the following values:
h=10000
1=2.54e-4
t=1/2
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The concept of fin efficiency can be used to model the surface effectiveness. Indeed, the heat flux qg is
 dissipated either by a fin or by the base of the clad and an energy balance yields: :

qgAp =h8, (A +A,) |
where A=2tw is the area of the finned part of the clad and A, =2uw is the area of the unfinned part,
Ap=Art+A,.

tanh m(l + t) +u
NeAe + Ay m_
Apg u+t

for mt<<1

. We deduce: T\o =

Besides, the resolution of the heat equation in the internal region of the plate al]ows to express the
temperatures in the clad as'a hnear function of x.

,

d29 ‘
9...d__=o x<g 0=8, +05(1-x/g), x<g
. X
6(x=0) =085 =Ty =T, _ , hence : w=qh
qB=n0h6w ’ ‘

Lo

figure 3.4

If we consider now a fin covered by a thin uniform oxidé layer (cf figure 3.4), whose thickness and
conductivity respectively are to, and ko, the same heat balance as previously made for a clean fin yields:
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(T-Ty)

—(kdiv T) Adx+ ———Pdx =0, if we neglect the longitudinal heat conduction through the oxide
ox
. h kox )
layer. . o : "
. . . - , 1 , h'P
Defining an equivalent convection coefficient h’= ————— and a parameter m'= ,/—— , and by analogy
| - Ly toe | ka . |
h &k

ox

to the case without oxide layer, the same solution applies for 8 and n¢’, the new fin effectiveness:

coshm’(l - x)+m’tsinhm’(l - x)

8(x) = 8,, -
coshm’l+m’tsinhm’l
. l sinhm’l+ m’tcoshm’l  tanhm’(l +t)
T+ coshml+mtsinhml w1+ 0

Still assuming a monodimensional conduction, the presence of the oxide layer can be considered as a simple
additional thermal resistance at the fin base:

T, - T,

k u = h(T, - Ty)

ox
224

The same analysis as previously applies, and by analogy:

qsAp =hO (n,'A; +A,), where 8, =T, - T,

‘Hence, we have: .

A A tanh m'(l+t) u
= h'n,’0,, and =, — 4+ L +
s =0T M= s As. Ag  m@u+t . t+u

- . L . L . 1
where ng’ is the surface effectiveness for an equivalent convection coefficient h’=

—1-+t.°"
h &k

ox

3.2.3. 1-dimensional results

The following 1-dimensional results are obtained for the Griess oxide conductivity of 2.25‘W/m2K
Still according to Griess observations (high ﬂux reactor), it was assumed that the oxide thickness was equal
to the transformed aluminum thickness. According to Griess, it means that approximately 50% of the

-reacting aluminum atoms are dissolved in the coolant, as boehmite density is lower than aluminum density.

We can observe a decrease of the fins efficiency for increasing values of the heat transfer coefficient. It is
due to the fact that a higher value for h represents a better cooling of the fin and a decrease in the
temperature along the fin. This temperature reduction means a higher heat flux at the fin base and thus a

lower surface effectiveness. The selected values for h, from 20000W/m’K to 40000W/m?K, are supposed
to cover the range of values expected for MITR-IIL

The effect of the oxide layer thickness is more surprising as 1-dimensional analysis predicts that the
presence of the oxide film tends to increase the surface effectiveness. The oxide would have a positive
effect on the heat transfer within the clad by favoring the heat release in the fin.
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surface et{ectiveness
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Figure 3.5 Surface effectiveness predicted by the 1-dimensional analysis

3.3. TWO DIMENSIONAL STEADY STATE CALCULATION

3.3.1. Presentation

The previous analysis had assumed a flat temperature distribution in the transverse direction. Although
according to Taborda, this hypothesis can be justified by the high value of aluminum conductivity , it was
thought that the presence of an oxide layer with a very low conductivity might challenge this hypothesis.
Two-dimensional finite-difference calculation has been performed to check the validity of one-dimensional
equations and to interpret the influence of the oxide layer thickness more precisely.

3.3.2. Equations and modeling

Consider a part of the clad with an oxide layer subjected to a heat flux g, as shown in figure 3.6. We assume
a uniform coolant (heat transfer coefficient h, bulk temperature Tp) and symmetry conditions at lower and

upper borders, which means that we neglect the axial variations of the back heat flux. The steady state
temperature profile is a solution of the following equations:
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Local equation;
2 2
AT = _8_'5 + —a—’g- =0
ox ay

Upper boundary condition: -

_k_a_’_r_ =0
Iax x=0

Lower boundary condition: _ i

figure 3.6

Continuity conditions between medium 1 (aluminum) and medium 2 (oxide):
sforx=x,,y, <y<y,

T, =T, (nothermalresistance between aluminium and oxide)

—kl[g_T] =—k2(Z—T) (heat flux continuity)
X A X J

VOfory=y3,O<x<x,andfory:y,,x,<x<x3 :
T, =T, (nothermalresistance between aluminjum and oxide)

-k, aT =-k, T (heat flux continuity) -
oy % )

Boundary conditions at the interface oxide layer / coolant fluid:
sfory=y,,0<x<x,andfory=y,,x, <x<x,

(T, —Tb)‘_'—kZ[g_yJ
2

eforx = x,,¥, < ¥ <¥as

The subscripts 1 and 2 respectively refer to aluminum and oxide, k is the conductivity.

3.3.3. Finite-difference formulation

A first finite-difference model with constant mesh grid steps in the x and y directions was developed first.
Yet, Matlab imposes a limited number of mesh points (around 700) above which the matrix inversion
‘required for the calculation is impossible. As the “external” geometry of the clad is imposed, the number of
possible values for the oxide thickness was limited. Furthermore, it was impossible to check the
convergence of the results by increasing the number of mesh points and to have an estimation of the error.
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It was thus decided to choose a non uniform mesh grid. The values of the step between each point in the x-
and y-directions are chosen by the user.

Defining the temperature matrix (8;;) where 8;; is the vtemperature on the node located on the i-th line and

the j-th column, a heat balance can be made on the control volume surrounding the point (i,j) (figure 3.7).
As there is no energy production and as we assume a steady state, it yields: '

Qule + Qulw+Q,]s +Q,ln =0

or
kei.j+l IJE_kGi.j—l -‘ei,ja__kem,j‘ei.j-— ei—l.;"gi,j-A—;=O
ay; AV Ax; Ax;
——’Z - AXi +2Axi_,
where _ by +yy
= 5

e
i1

S YN TR

8, : |

— i | 1

2 —— e e
T

_Aiv ! v

2 i E

Ay, Ay,
< 2 - 2 >
1+1,j
Figure 3.7

The boundary conditions are obtained the same way by a heat balance on each finite control volume
surrounding the concerned node. As an instance, let us consider the upper-right convection boundary, ie .
j=n4 and 1<i<m?2. ' : '

We can write again that the heat entering the control volume is globally equal to zero:
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]
-1
Qx|W+QyIN+Q)’|5+QXIE=O r_.__.._ .._Q;\.
b
where Q | =-k O = O Ax : |
lw Ay & ! -
5 .
9 | " Oirr,j — 85 Ay I 3 *—_[L_' h.Te
yIN Ax; j=1 N -1 :Qx‘w
Q I = -k .i‘l'j ei’j Ay . —:)—L Il
ylS Axi—l j-1 ~ |L
QX|E= h(eu —Tb)AX )’IS

figure 3.8

Similar heat balances for the other boundary conditions of the problem were performed. One will notice that
it is necessary to use specific conditions for the “corners” for the heat flux being conservative. The results
are the following:

Node localization Equation
Interior node 1 Ax Ax Ay Z;, | Ax | Ax Ay
S ~ 3 + = )8i; — i+l ——— 8 = — 0,
Y, Ay Ax; i-1 Ay, Ay, - Ax;
| Ay
-—2-0,,;=0
Ax;
A= DX XAy = é_yl-'-AYJ“
- 2
Upper right | Ax Ay Ay Ax . Ay Ay o
. : y .
: i + + +Bi)g, ~—0, ;. ——06,,,. — —8;_,; =Bi T
ionvecnon boundary (ij Ax, Xt i ij ij+! Ax; i+1,j Ay i-1j b
Lower right Bi = hAx
convection boundary b= k,
2<i<my-1, j=nq
: — ) . — Ay,
my+1<isms-1, j=n; X = Ax; +2AX‘_| d Ay = L]_
Medium right | Ay - Ax Ay Ax Ax Ay ]
convection boundary | (= + -2+ S )0, 5 = e By o 0.1 v 8,.;; =Bi T,
i=m2. n2+l.<_jSﬁ4-1 y’{ _y‘l-] it Y Vit . -1
: gi < h&y —;=Ay,~+AY,_, 4 Ax o By
k, 2
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Left boundary _
(constant surface heat | Ay Ay Av ~ Av Ay ’ Ax
y Ax y y X
flux g in the y (—+—+ )ei,j - i, j+1 "—em.j ——ei-l,j =q-T—
direction) Yi A% Axig A, A% By ki
j=1, 28ism3-1 & = Ay; ind A < A% +2Ax,-,,
Upper boundary (no |* Ay Ax A_y Ax Ax , A_y
heat flux in the x| ‘77— Ay, +K)9i,j ‘rei.w T Ay, 9, _K9i+l.1 =0
direction) . Y] Y1 i i Y-t [
=1, 2<j<ng- —  Ax — Ay + Ay,
=1 25jsne-1 X = —iand Ay = —.yJ Yt
2 - 2
Lower boundary (no| Ay  Ax Ay Ax Ax Av
heat flux in the x A + A +A )9 —"A‘—“ei,j+1 A 9.1 N ! 0i.; =0
direction) - Vi i B Yi o A Xi-1
i=my, 28jSmpl | = BKp iy = Ay; + 48y,
. e Y=
Upper right and lower , ‘ : :
right - interface Ax Ax  — A_y — Ay Ax . Ax
aluminum/oxide (ks Ay +ky A +k; Ax +k; Ax )85 —k, 'A‘—‘ei.jH -k 'Z"——ei,j-l
.j=n3, 2<i<m;-1 &Y Vit o i ;yj ' _Yj_’
jeng, mp+lsismg-1 0 . ' o B .."Ej-_"Ay"'em.j - k;j &y 8i.1; =0
. . . Axi L0 Axi_l
A = Ax; + Ax,_, ' Z;_: A¥j+AYj-1 ,E;=.A)’j-|kx'+4)’jk2
2 - - 2 Ay + Ay;
Medium interface | = Ax — Ax Ay Ay : ._ Ax — Ax .
aluminum/oxide (k; +k; +k, + k= )8 — ki — 6 j. — ki —8; ;.
. . . Ay AY'—I Axi Axi_l Ay . il
i=my, ni+15jSng-1- 1 ! . - : _r
‘ ' Ay ' Ay
—'k'l 0. l,'_kl =1, =0
_ Ax; o i !
oo Akt = Ay + 4y, o o Axiaik, + Ax;k,
2 2 TN A + A
Upper left corner
For i=1, j=1 (Z; E)' ,5.9 _-A—y _qE
Ay;  Ax i Ay; L+t Ax; i+l k,
—_ . — Ay,
X = —A—X—Land y = ——-yj
2 2
Lower left corner _ . »
For 1=m3,J=1 (E A_y ) _ A o A—y o —a Ax
. A)’J Axi_l b ij iyl Axi_l S k
Ax = i-zmd E = ——-——yj
2
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Upper right corner for T AX Ax — A AX Ax
the aluminum (ko A_+kl —+k; ’A—X‘)ei,j —ky—8;ju -k, _—ei.j-l
(interface A/A1203) i AV Xi Aj A
For i=1, j=n3 k_‘ Ay ) =0
| - j__Axi.iH.j—v
A—X=é§_'_andE=AyJ+AyJ_' k_=AyJ lk]+Aka2
2 2 ! Ay;—l + AY]
Medium right corner Ax  — Ax Ay — Ay Ax A
for Al (external | (K2 A ki A—+ k, Axy +k; _y )9., kg —8; s — ki iei,j-l
corner Al/A1203) Yj Y-l i AXi-y j i
For i=my, j=n; . E — Ay
. —kz—el+l'1 —kJ y el_l'j —O
Xi Xi-
= A +2Axi:_l 455 = Ay; +2Ay,-_|‘
‘l;_~ _ Ayjaky + 4y ik, and & = Ax;_ k; + Axk,
. ! Ay;.; + 4y l Axj_y + Ax
Medium | medium | Ay Ax — Ay Ay — Ax Ax
corner (internal | (k; + ki +k; Y 4 ky Y )65 — k; —‘x“ei.j+| -k . 8,1
corner AI/AI203) Ayi ._ij“ DA Ay A i Ayja
For i=my,j=n, T Ay 0 — ke A_y 0 .
- j AXi i+1,j I Axi—] i-Lj
A—"( - Axi. + Ax;_; and A_y_= Ay + A?Ij_,
. Ay + Ay, o Ax;_ | + AXx;
Lower right corner | — Ay - Ax  — Ay Z; — Ax Ax
for'Al (k; A +ky A +k; A +k R )0 — ki — 651 — kK 8; ;-1
For  i=mj, j=n; Y Yi-1 Xi Xi-1 i il
T 4y Ay
k.29 k. 0. ..
j Axi i+l,}) 1 Axi—l i-Lj
R=Axi_l andE=AYj+AYj—I k—=A)’j—lkl+Aij2
2 : 2 ! Ay, + Ay
Upper right corner for Ax Ay Ax Ay . :
Al203 (o +—Ay + BB, | ~ —— 8, ;) ——=0;,,; = Bi T,
For i=1,j=n4 yj—l X A j=1 AXi
- . hAx —  Ax, — Ay
Bi= DA R = BXi and By = L
k, 2 2
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Medium right corner Ax Ay Ax Ay ]

. A .
for AI203 (o B8 -8~ Y 6,_,,=Bi T,
For i=my, j=n4 yj"ﬁ X_i" it i1
’ Bi=hAX+ y
ky

. Ay

Ax = —=Land Ay = Y-t
Medium-medium Ax Ay AX. Ax Ay,
(internal) corner for (A‘ +A ! + Bi); ; _EAI_I L+l T g 0.1 _E_Aj—eiﬂ.j
Al203 - B Y Y-l X;
For i=my, j=ny , Av

M2, J=N2 , _ y.9;-1j=Bin
AX; ' :
Bi = h 24 4]
2k,
’—;z Axi +Axi_] and z; _ AYj +AYj-l
2 2
Lower right corﬁer Ax K;,' . © Ax X)j R
for A1203 | Gt Bey - vt~ 8iey =BTy
For  i=m3, j=n, yl“__ i-l j-! i1 : :
h
Bj = DAx
ky
— A Ay,
Ax = =2i=l apg Ay = YZ) l

By defining the vector 'r=(e,'l,el'z,...,e,M,;..,e.,'j,...,em,',,z)' and the appropriafe matrix M, all these

relations can be written in the form:
MT=V

M can easily be inverted with Matlab so that we can find the approximate temperature distribution in the
clad. ' : '

A problem is now to define the surface effectiveness since the temperature on the surface of the oxide is not .
uniform as in the 1-dimensional case. The maximum temperature at the interface oxide/coolant has a
particular importance as it determines the onset of nucleate boiling and can be used to predict the oxide
growth under conservative assumptions. ' '

That is why we define:

_— 98 where T is the maximum temperature on the oxide surface.
M min h(T i ¢ max P
cmax . 1b : '
We also use
Ny = heT ds oS where T, 5y is the average temperature on the clad fin base.
cav ~ b
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‘We assume a uniform oxide distribution along the fin surface. Still basing on Griess observations, the oxide
thickness is supposed equal to the corroded metal thickness.

3.3.4. Program validation

3.3.4.1. Test calculations

A series of test calculations were performed in order to check the validity of the written finite difference
~ program.

- The analogy with the l-dimensional case was checked with a maximum width t and a
minimum length | for the fin. The surface effectiveness tended towards 1 and the maximum
temperature gradient in the y-direction tended towards O, which corresponds to a flat

“temperature profile as in the 1-dimensional case with the corresponding temperature drops.

- The surface effectiveness tended towards its maximum value (2, which is the ratio between the.
clad outer surface and the back surface) when the conductivity was increased and when the
convection coefficient was decreased. This behavior was predictable as an increase of the
conductivity tends to homogenize the temperature in the clad and a decrcase of the convection.
coefficient tends to decrease the temperature drop through the fin. '

On the contrary, the surface effectiveness tended towards 1 when we increased the convection
coefficient.

- Finally, for every calculation, the heat flux entering the clad by the back surface was found
equal to the heat flux going out by the clad/coolant interface.
It was also checked that the calculated efficiencies were independent from the surface back
heat flux (g or qg) and from the coolant bulk temperature T}, -

3.3.4.2. Mesh grid choicé.

The choice of the mesh grid was a complex question, as the number of nodes was limited by Matlab ability
* to invert the system matrix M. Sensitivity studies about the choice of Ax(i) and Ay(j) were performed. It was
found that it was possible to take a relatively large step in the aluminum regions without influencing the
results. On the contrary, the choice of a thinner step in the oxide region had more importance, as the
conductivity and so the temperature changes are more important in the oxide region.

Besides, the temperature gradients in the x-direction (parallel to the ‘back surface) were found to be
. relatively important and justified the choice of a thinner step in the x direction.

As the most important effect of the oxide is expected for a maximum oxide thickness, the step conﬁgura’uon
in the “aluminum region” (O<i<nl, n2<i<n3,.0<j<ml, m2<j<m3) was defined with an oxide thickness of 2
mils and was globally conserved for the other configurations.

By taking a y-step of ) mil and an x-step of ) mil for the other (i,j) values, where the presence of the
oxide imposed higher temperature gradients, it was established that quite precise results were obtained.
The following table shows the results obtained for h=30000 and a 2mil oxide film. It illustrates the
influence of the steps Ax and Ay in the “oxide region” (nl<j<n2, n3<j<n4, ml<i<m2).

Ax Ay ’ MNav . Nmin
%mil : %mil 1.718.. 1.528
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Somil . K mil 1.718 1.530
% mil L )4 mil 1.717 1.532
Y4 mil _ 5 Smil 1717, 1 1.533
Y5 mil 1 Y mil 1717 1.534.
Y4 mil | Yamil 1.718 1.530
Y4 mil | Ve mil 1717 | 1.533
J4 mil L Kmil 1717 1.533
)4 mil ' Ky mil 1717 _ 1.534

These results allow to estimate the accuracy of the results to.about 2.1070r 0.15%.
. The figure 3.9 presents the mesh grid used for the calculation with a 2 mil oxide layer.
~ For the other oxide thickness values, a minimum step of’%mi_l and Y mil (respectively in the x and y

direction) was taken. Actually, the step was generally thinner, so as to obtain the most precise result.

Flgure 3.9 —Mesh grid used for a clad
with 2 mil oxide layer

3.3.4.3. Compérisdn with other authors

Taborda ([2) had performed finite difference calculations on the fin clad. The resolution method chosen was
a point-successive iteration over-relaxation instead of a matrix inversion. His conclusion was that the one-
dimensional equations offered results that were accurate enough compared to the 2-dimensional analysis.
Yet, the range of values for h investigated by Taborda was quite different from the values expected for
MITR-III (5000-10000 instead of 20000-30000). Besides, Taborda investigated the behavior of the clad
with a crud oxide deposit whose conductivity he considered equal to 3.5 W/mK. So Taborda took a
conductivity twice as high as the value proposed by Griess and he considered that the oxide was an
additional layer on the clad surface while it should be considered as formed in the aluminum clad. '
Besides, the definition considered for the surface effectiveness in Taborda’s 2-dimensional computations
was unclear, and the values of the heat flux entering the clad and the heat flux going out were slightly
different, due to the numerical method used. That is why Taborda’s calculations of the clad with an oxide
- layer are difficult to compare.

For the appropriate mesh points, h=5678 W/m 2K and no oxide layer, the results are similar though:
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n(1 dimensional) | 1,y Tmin

Taborda ‘ 1.985 1.983 7

Present study 1.985 1.983. 1.979
Para [14] performed clad 3-dimensional calculations with FLUENT. Like Taborda-, he assumes an
additional crud layer rather than an oxide layer building up in the clad. Besides, the surface effectiveness he

calculates is based on the wall temperature, that is the mean temperature at the fin base.

For h=25000 (average value for FLUENT 3D calculations), the results are the following:

T(based on the average | Nmin
temperature on the fin o N : -

clad base)
Para - 1.952
Present study 1.928 _ 1911

- The difference may be due to 3-D effects and to the definition of the effectiveness.

3.3.5. Calculation results

3.3.5.1. Comparison with 1-dimensional results
An important difference was found with the one-dimensional predictions. The results showed that this
difference rose when increasing the heat transfer coefficient and the oxide thickness. 1-D predictions always
overestimated the surface effectiveness values. This error reached up to 20% for nav and 30% for Mo for h

=30000W/mK which is a typical value for MITR-IIL
The following figure presents the results obtained for a 1.5 mil oxide thickness.

Figure 3.10 Computed surface effectiveness -.Cdmparison between 1-D and 2-D results

19+ 1-D prediction |

1.8F

1.7+

Effectiveness

16

Eta min

1.4 L 1 L ) 1 L - i I

0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3 35 4 4.5 5 . i
Heat transfer coefficient h(W/m2K) <10 :
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The presence of the oxide layer was found to favor the energy release by the fin base (non-finned part of the
clad) rather than by the fin itself. So that an increase in the oxide thickness, as well as an increase in the heat
transfer coefficient value, led to higher maximum temperatures on the fin base and lower fin tip
temperatures. . S
In order to understand the important error made under one-dimensional assumptions, the heat circulation in
the clad was investigated. The figure 3.11 represents the heat flux distribution for a clad covered by-a 2 mil
oxide film. It tends to prove that it is impossible to neglect the two-dimensional effects, especially in the
presence of the oxide film that acts as a thermal barrier and creates important gradients in the x-direction by
diverting the heat flux to the fin. ‘
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_Figure 3.11 2-D heat fluxes in the clad with a 2 mil oxide layer - h=25000MW/m *K

3.3.5.2. Effects of the heat transfer coefficient and of the oxide thickness
on the surface effectiveness

Tav and Tmi, are represented as functions of h and e (oxide thickness) in figures 3.12 and 3.13. They show
that the oxide debases the heat exchange between the clad and the coolant. At h=30000W/m’K, TNmin
switches from 1.89 for a non-oxidized clad down to 1.53 in the presence of a 2 mil oxide layer. :

In order to use these values in subsequent calculations, we performed least-square regressions with Matlab
to write the effectiveness in the form:
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figure 3.12 Minimum surface effectiveness for different oxide layers
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figure 3.13 Average surface effectiveness (clad base) for different oxide layers
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n=p,(e)+ p,(e)exp(ps(e) h)

h (W/m?K)
e (mils)

Although satisfactory for . this formula did not predict N, accurately. This was due to the location
_change of the maximum temperature point on the surface clad from (i=m3, j=n2) to the interior corner

(i=m2,j=n2) (cf figure 3.6) which occurred when the oxide thickness reached about 0.25 mil.

Yet, Nmin can be well predicted by:

T =p,(e)+p,(e)h+ps(e)exp(py(e) h)

The values of the parameters p; are given in the appendi'x L.

.
T ~T,)'
surface, was found to vary widely along the lateral edge of the fin in the presence of a thick oxide film.
Local effectiveness variations were quite low when no oxide was formed on the clad. The figures 3.13, 3.14
and 3.15 represent the profile of the local effectiveness along the clad surface and illustrate the temperature
heterogenexty due to the oxide film. For.an oxide thickness of 2 mils and a heat transfer coefficiént of 30
000 W/m K, the surface effectiveness varied from 1.52 to 3.75 along the lateral edge of the ﬁn It varied
from 1.9.to 2.1 for a non-oxidized clad.

This means that temperature differences of a few. Celsms degrees are to be-expected between the clad base
and the fin tip, which could lead to the oxide film being thicker at the fin base than at the fin tip.

The local effectiveness, which can be defined as 1 = where T is the local temperature at the

3.3.6. Sensitivity studies

3.3.6.1. Oxide d)‘stn’bUtion

The previous remark incited to study the case of a non-uniform distribution of the oxrde along the clad
surface. Assummv a conservative value of 0.5 MW/m? for the heat flux and a heat transfer coefficient of 30

000 MW/m’K, a temperature difference of about 7°C would exist between the fin tip and the fin’ base. This
difference of temperature implies an oxide growth rate difference between the two extremities of the fin. In
the same conditions and for bulk temperatures of 40-70°C., the ratio of the oxide growth rate at the fin tip
by the growth rate at the fin base is approximately equal to 0.75, according to Griess correlation.

Therefore, the two following oxide distributions were compared for h=30000MW/m2K:

‘ Case | Case2 Case3 Case4 Case5
Oxide thickness ( mils) Fintip: 1.5 | Fintip:1.8 Fin tip: 2 Fintip: 1.8 | Fintip: 1.5
: Fin  edge: | Finedge:1.9 | Finedge: 2 Fin.  edge: Finedge: 1.5
1.8 Fin base:2 Fin'base: 2 1.8 : Fin base: 1.5
Fin base: 2 ' Fin base: 1.8
[ Nay 1.819 1.760 1.718 1.743 1.824
! Nemin 1.605 1.564 1531 1.570 1.707
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Figure 3.13 Surface effectiveness variations along the fin tip (h=30000\V/m=K)
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As can be seen, assuming a lower thickness distribution leads to a significant improvement of the surface
effectiveness, even in the case 2, where a low heterogeneity was assumed.

Conservative results will be obtained if we suppose that the oxide thickness distribution is uniform and
equal to the maximum thickness on the clad, as assumed in chapter 4.

3.3.6.2. Corroded oxide thickness

“The previous calculations assumed that the thickness of corroded metal was equal to the oxide film
thickness, so that the external geometry of the clad was conserved. This implies that a part of the reacting
aluminum be dissoived in the coolant. Assuming that the corrosion product is boehmite ant no aluminum is

dissolved, the ratio volume of oxide — is about 2.0 (cf chapter 5), which means that, for an
volume of corroded aluminum :

oxide thickness of 2mils, the corroded metal thickness is only I mil. The consequences of the resulting clad
swelling were calculated for e=2mils, h—3000QMW/m K:

Initial case . No dissolution
Tay 1.718 . 1.761(+2.5%)
Timin : : 1.531 : 1.569 (+2.5%)
Percentage of heat released by the | 70.9% 73.0%
fin . ‘ ’ | , :

The “no dissolution” hypothesis leads to wider dimensions for the aluminum part of the clad, which favors
the heat release by the fin and explains the observed improvement.
Conservative values are expected with the initial hypothesis.

3.3.6.3. Aluminum conductivity

The aluminum conductivity varies with the temperature and the nature of aluminum. The conductivity of
pure aluminum is 204-206 W/mK. The conductivity of Alloy 6061 would be a bit higher (217-221W/mK
(16D).

kal(W/mK)_ 1200 1206 220
Nav 1718 1.712 1.725
e | 1.531 1.534 1.537

As seen in results above obtained for e=2mils , h=30000W/m? and for different values of the conductivity, ,
the value of 200 W/mK considered for ali the calculations leads to slightly conservative results (a maximum _
relative difference of 0.4% exists for Npyin). A higher value of the aluminum conductivity favors the heat .
release by the fin.
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3.3.7. Conclusions

The surface effectiveness of the clad was found to be a decreasing function of the heat transfer coefficient
and of the oxide thickness, so that for significant oxide films (above 0.2 mils), the oxide thickness influence
cannot be neglected. ’

The 1-dimensional analysis does not seem to be.valid and underestimates the influence of the oxide and of
the heat transfer coefficient.

The hypothesis of a uniform oxide formation driven by the maximum temperature on the clad surface will
lead to conservative results.

The penetration of the oxide into the clad mﬂuences the fins efficiency. We assume for the following that
the oxide thickness equals the dissolved metal thickness and believe that it should be a sufficient hypothesis
to obtain conservative results.

All the calculations assumed constant properties for the coolant (h and T,). We did not take into account the
temperature variations of the coolant along the fins. Logically, the coolant should be slightly warmer in the
grooves, which should lead to overestimate the surface effectiveness in the present calculations.
Although we believe that the flow is turbulent enough to homogenize the temperature in the coolant, this
point should be studied more precisely.
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4.  Calculation of the oxide distribution in the hot channel

Matlab computations were performed in order to determine the distribution of oxide along the hot channel.
As a matter of fact, as the oxide growth increases with the temperature at the oxide/coolant interface, the
maximum thickness and the maximum effects on the clad temperature are to be expected in the hot channel.
The aim of this calculation is to compare the predictions of each of the correlations available to predict the
maximurn oxide film thickness in the core and to give an idea about the oxide distribution.

The presence of the oxide film causes a decrease of the clad surface effectiveness, thus an increase in the
oxide/coolant temperature. This temperature increase leads to a change in the correlation parameters so that

the oxide growth cannot be simply determined a priori. That is why the current results took into account the
growth rate variations thh the time.

4.1. Geometry of the channel

The surtace of each side of MITR fuel plates is mcrcased by 110 fins whose dimensions are 0.254 mm th:ck
and 0.254 mm hth The cross sectional view of the channel is represented below:

) ] A
Fin Tip
- ~
FLOW AREA = 130989 mm sq. S 3
. - Laa]
110 Fins 0.254x0.254x0.254
g 'Y
3
Q
3
< v
52.883
$8.674 (Al wnits in millimeters)

figure 4.1 Cross sectional view of a flow channel and finned fuel plates
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4.2. Modeling choices

4.2.1. Principles

The used Matlab program consists in resolving for each hot channel element i characterized by a heat flux
valueg:

q; =Nihi(To; - Tyy)

where the subscript i refers to the i-element, 1} represents the surface effectiveness, Ty, is the bulk coolant
and T, is the wall temperature.

The value considered for Ty ; is the mean value between the temperature at the inlet of the channel element i
and the temperature at the outlet. It depends on the heat flux distribution, on the velocity and of the coolant
temperature at the channel inlet, Tipjey.

The velocity is considered equal to the mean velocity in the core and is given as the global flow rate divided
by the total flow area. This represents a conservative assumption as the velocity in the hot channel is a bit
higher than in the average channel, which should favor the heat transfer between the clad and the coolant.

4.2.2. Oxide growth correlations

Griess, Kritz and “Correl 2” correlations were used to predict the oxide growth. The correction factor of
3.8, recommended by Griess in the case of a high pH, is used in Griess and Kritz correlanons A pH
correction factor of 4.5 is used for “Correl 27, following an extrapolation of the figure 2.2.

The heat flux used in the correlation is the maximal heat flux at the clad surface (ie q/ 1, )-

As we explained, the oxide growth constant is expected to change with time, and is recalculated at every
time step.

4.2.3. Heat transfer coefficient correlation

The modified Seider-Tate correlation was used to calculate the heat transfer coefficient,

0.14
= 0.023Re" Pr‘“[ﬁj 1+ 2)
K -
1.12D,
o(Z) =
0 for Z > 400 mm

for Z < 400 mm

where

Nu= hlze is the Nusselt number of the bulk coolant

h is the heat transfer coefficient (W/mzK)
D, is the hydraulic equivalent diameter of the channel
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k _ is the thermal conductivity of the Bulk coolant (W/mK)

Re= Pvfe is the Reynolds number of the bulk coolant

Pr is the Prandtl number of the bulk coolant

v is the fluid velocity in the channel

p is the volumic mass of the bulk coolant

i - is the dynamic viscosity of the coolant at the bulk temperature (b subscript) or at the wall
temperature (W subscript). » :

4 is the axial height

According to Parra ([14]), this correlation is valid in the range 0.7<Pr<120, and L/De>60, where L
represents the channel height, and is more precise than the Dittus-Boelter or the Colburn correlations. It
allows to take into account entrance effects which enhance the heat transfer coefficient in the coolant
channel entrance region.

4.2 .4, Surface effectiveness

The 1-dimensional expression for the surface effectiveness was initially used. When it became obvious that
this ‘solution led to overestimate dangerously the surface effectiveness, the 2-dimensional computation
results were introduced in the form of a table of values which gave the surface effectiveness as a function
‘of the heat transfer coefficient and the oxide thickness. Cublc interpolations between the data were
performed to determine the surface effectiveness.

The used data were the values of the minimum surface effectlveness computed in chapter 3.

4.2.5. Heat flux distribution

The heat flux dlstrlbutxon in the hot channel, at the early life of the fuel was previously calculated by -
Bhutta ([17}).
- We assume the same heat ﬂux dlstrlbutlon (cf figure 4.2) durmg the whole history of the ‘core, until the

fission density limit of 2.3 10?! fissions/cm® be reached at the hottest point. This hypothesis logxca!]y leads
to a conservative assumption for the calculation of the maximum oxide thickness. Indeed, the heat flux
flattening, which must be observed during the fuel burn-up, would contribute to a reduction of the hot point .
temperature and would lead to a more homogeneous oxide growth rate. Besides, we do not take into
account the fuel management program and the fuel element inversions, which makes our hypotheses
obviously very conservative.

A simple calculation allows to determine the burn-up limit in hours, assuming a constant power of 10 MW
and a power release of 200 MeV per fission. It is equal to 7030 hours. :

4.3. Resu_lts

4.3.1. Maximum oxide thickness

After 7030 hours of normal operation at 10 MW (average heat flux g= 0.45 MW/mz), the results depended
widely on the values of the flow rate and of the temperature at the channel inlet. The following tables give
the maximum thickness predicted by the different correlations in mils. If the thickness limit of 2 mils is
exceeded, the result is the maximum time t (in hours), at which the oxide thickness limit is reached.
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Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of

2500gpm 2750gpm 3000gpm 3250gpm 3500gpm
Tinle=40°C 6500<t<6600 1.89 1.73 '1.60 1.49
Tinler=45°C | 5200<t<5300 5900<t<6000 | 6600<t<6700 1.94 1.81
Tinte=50°C 4300<t<4400 4700<t<4800 5200<t<5300 5700<t<5800° | 6200<t<6300
Tine=55°C 3500<t<3600 3800<t<3900 4200<«t<4300 4600<t<4700 4900<t<5000
Tinler=60°C 2800<t<2900 3100<«t<3200 3400<t<3500 3700<t<3800 3900<t<4000

Maximum oxide thickness (miis=25.4um) in the hot channel
and maximum times predicted by Griess corrclation
Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of
. 2500gpm 2750gpm -3000gpm 3250gpm 3500gpm
Tinler=40°C 1.35 : 1.32 1.29 1.27 : 1.25
Tinle=45°C | 1.46 1.43 141 1.38 1.37
" Tinler=50°C 1.58 - 1.55 1.53 1.51 1.49
Tinler=35°C 1.72 1.69 1.66 1.64 1.63
Tin1e=60°C 1.86 1.83 1.81 1.79 1.77
Maximum oxide thickness (mils=25.4ium) in the hot channel .
predicted by Kritz correlation C
Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of | Flow rate of |
: 2500gpm 2750gpm 3000gpm 3250gpm 3500gp
| Tinle=40°C 0.23 0.21 0.19 0.17 0.16 .
Tinier=45°C 0.29 0.26 0.23 1021 0.20
. Tinter=50°C 0.35 10.32 029 0.26 0.24

Tinle=55°C 0.44 0.39 0.35: 0.33 .0.30
Tinle=60°C | 0.53 0.48 0.44 0.40 0.38

Maximum oxide thiékness (mils=25.4um) in the hot channel
predicted by “Correl 2” correlation

The Griess correlation predicts that the oxide thickness limit of 2mils will be exceeded unless a low value of
the inlet temperature and a high value of the flow rate are guaranteed. It must be reminded, though, that
these calculations used conservative hypotheses about the heat flux. Besides, the fuel disposition. is
supposed to be modified according to the fuel management program, so that the oxide growth should be
" slowed down when moving the fuel from the hot channel to another one.
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Figure 4.2
Surface heat flux q(W/m?), v
Z is proportional to the axial height (Z=1 is the core inlet, Z=10 is the core outlet)
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Above all, the Griess correlation is known to predict very conservative values, so that the results obtained
by the Kritz correlation are more reliable. As far as the “Correl 2" correlation is concerned, the predictions
are very low, which is probably due to this correlation not belng valid for the low heat flux and high pH
conditions of MITR-IIL

4.3.2. Oxide distribution

Figures 4.2 4.3 4.4 give the calculated oxide distribution in the hot channel, in the worst case, that is for a
maximum inlet temperature of 60°C and a minimum flow rate (2500gpm) and at the maximum time (7030
hours or 2900 hours for the Griess correlation). For the calculation, the channe! was divided in 10 elements
and Z, which is proportional to the axial height, represents the number of each element.

Once again, the results vary widely from a correlation to another. Griess and Correl 2 predict a maximum
oxide layer at the outlet of the channel (Z=10), where the bulk temperature and the surface temperature are
maximal, while the Kritz correlation locates the maximum oxide thickness at the channel inlet (Z=1) where
the heat flux is the highest. The oxide distribution globally follows the heat flux. profile along the channel
and appears very heterogeneous.

4.3.3. Oxide thermal effect

The presence. of the oxide results in a lower clad surface effectiveness , which leads to a wall temperature
increase illustrated in figure 4.5. The maximum temperature increase compared to a configuration with no
‘oxide is less than 4 °C. The global maximum surface temperature for all the calculations is 95 °C, which
corresponds to the channel outlet temperature predicted by the Griess correlation. This value is still well
below the 106°C value that corresponds to the onset of nucleate boiling.

4.3.4. Conclusions

The maximal thermal effect due to the oxide formation, as long as the oxide thickness remains less than 2
mils, is to increase the clad surface temperature by a maximum of 4°C. This temperature tise should not
represent a major concern in MITR-III design, even if it cannot be neglected.

If we admit that the Kritz correlation is the most suitable to predict the oxide growth in MITR-III case, the
oxide layer should not exceed the critical value of 2 mils above which film spallation could be feared. The
maximum calculated oxide thickness was found equal to 1.9 mils for an extended burn-up limit of 2.3 10
fissions/cm®, a pH of 6, a core inlet temperature of 60°C, a flow rate of 2500 gpm and with conservative
. hypotheses on the heat flux.

Yet, the pH factor used for the present calculation was so empmcal that we have doubts as to its validity for
MITR case, so that we recommend a low core inlet temperature and a high flow rate for MITR-IIL.-

A lower coolant pH, maintained below 5 by use of nitric acid would be the best solution to make sure that
no risk of spallation exists.

In any case, the use of the Kritz correlatlon is recommended in the current MITR-II fuel management
program as calculations performed in MITR-II configuration (SMW, maximum time of 11000 hours, same
heat flux distribution) led to widely exceeded oxide thickness limits.
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Tcmax(Celsius degrees)

Figure 4.5

Maximum temperéture at the clad surface — Kritz Correlation
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5.  Influence of the oxide growth on the coolant flow in the
channel

5.1. Maximum‘ swelling of the clad

In the previous parts, we generally made the hypothesis that the oxide thickness was equal to the corroded
metal thickness, following the partial dissolution of the reacting aluminum in the coolant. Yet, if we assume
that no dissolution occurs and that al} the reacting aluminum remains on the clad surface, the consequence
would be a partial clogging of the grooves' between the ﬂns and a global reduction of the hydraulic
diameter.

If the oxide is entlrely boehmite Ale3 3H,0, as suggested by all ex-reactor experiments, the productlon of
one mole of oxide cones from the reaction of 2 moles of Al

So that Volume of oxide =Mbmhmj,c Pal =199

Volume of reacting aluminium  Pyoehmie 2Mas

With:
par=2710kg/m’
Phochmi=3020kg/m’
M,=27.0g/mole
Mpoehmie=120g/mole

We can deduce the clad maximum swellmo due to the oxide formation, assummv a uniform oxnde‘
distribution as below: :

l=10mils

eox

[}
]
]
1
}
3
1
!
|
1
|
1
L
1
[}
T
i
1
}

1=10mils 1= Omils
: —

i

i

Figure 5.1

eox d+e)+2e,,.(I-€)
el+2(1-e)e

The ratio of the oxide volume by the volume of corroded metal is - =1.99.

For an oxide thickness of 2 mils, we find e=1.0 mils.
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5.2. Effects on the average velocity in the channel
Such a situation would lead to a 2.4 % reduction of the channel hydraulic diameter from 2.25mm to
2.20mm and a 2.4 % reduction of the channel flow area from 13 1.8mm2 to 128.7mm?.
Assuming that the friction coefficient follows the Darcy law A =0316 Re®?*, where Re is the Reynolds
_number, we can prove that, for a same configuration, the velocity (v) variations are bound to the hydraulic
diameter (De) variations and the head loss (AP) variations by

~dAapP dv

175——125 =0

e

So that, for an unchanged head loss, the relative velocity reduction in the channel is about 1.7%.

This value supposes that a uniform 2 mil oxide layer has formed along the considered channel, and that no
dissolution of aluminum occurs and consequently must be considered as a very conservative value. We can
conclude that the oxide formation should have a very small effect on the mean velocity in the core channels.

5.3. Velocity variations in the groove

It appears by intuition that, in the presence of fins, the boundary layer close to the roots of the fins is
thicker, being more pronounced at the corners of the fin bases. This augmented boundary layer would -
increase the resistance to the heat transfer and reduce the flow velocity in the groove.

In such a case, the partial clogging of the grooves by the oxide could increase this effect.

An estimation of the boundary layer thxckness comes from the law of the wall which gives the followmo
expressxon for the dimensionless velocity u* in the boundary layer

=—lny +C

where

* =-—E—\/—£ and y* =_y‘/§
u, Cf v 2
u is the velocity in the boundary layer
u. is the bulk velocity
v is the cinematic viscosity
C: is the Darcy friction factor, gwen by C=0.3164 Re’
K is the Von Karman constant.
Mills ([15]) proposes x=0.41 and C=7.44.
Defining the boundary layer thickness 8 as the location where u=0.99u,, we find the following results:

-0.25

Th=40°C  Th=60°C Tb=80°C

v=3.35m/s | 8=4.6um  §=4.0um  3=3.6um
v=4.68m/s | 8=4.0um  6=3.5um  &=3.lum

The two values for the velocity v correspond to the mean velocity in the core channels for flow rates of
2500 and 3500 gpm.
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As the distance between two fins is 254 um with no oxide and more than 200 pm in the worst case in the
presence of oxide, the dimensions of the flow space between fins remains about two orders 'of magnitude
greater than the boundary layer. It is consequently expected that the partial clogging of the grooves will not
affect the velocity, nor the heat transfer coefficient in the grooves.
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- 6. Transient analysis

6.1. Presentation

The presence of the oxide is supposed to modify the thermal behavior of the clad in the case of a sudden
heat-flux variation, following a rapid insertion of reactivity for instance. This change is due to the low
conductivity of the oxide and to its slightly higher heat capacity. It is also due to the general lower
performance of the fins in the presence of oxide as shown in the previous chapter.

It is important to know whether the presence of oxide can lead to exceed the temperature limit of 450°C for
the clad, which corresponds to the integrity limit. A

'6.2. 1-dimensional hypothesis

A sirnple hypothesis, widely used' for MITR thermal-hydraulie'transient calculations consists in
homogenizing the clad in the form of a I-dimensional 20 mil flat plate.

In the case of a sudden variation of the heat flux from a constant value qoto another one qy, the temperatures
in the clad follow an exponentlal Iaw

T(t) =T, +(Tp - T.) exp(-t/ t.),

where tc is a time constant, Ty is the initial temperature for a heat flux q and T. is the temperature after an
infinite time at a heat flux q;. '

In the I-dimensional case, one can show ([_16j) that:

where o = —pkE is .the thermal diffusivity

_k is the thermal conductivity
- pC is the heat capacity (J/m3)
L is the plate thickness

2 . _ .
Besides, P-z - (TIE/Z) for large Biot nlrmbers Bi - -1
) Bi for small Bi (

where Bi= —r-lk
k

h is the heat transfer to coolant.

We found the followmg results for h=30000 MW/mzK which should be a characteristic value for MITR-
III:
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k (W/mK) pC (kJ/m’) te(ms)
no oxide 200 2520 44
2  mil oxide | 164 2680 47
thickness |

The homogenized value for k and pC were found by still assuming a uniform oxide thickness and with the
following values:

ka=200 W/mK
Koniae=2.25W/mK
pa=2710 kg/mj
Poxice=3020 kg/m’
C.=930kJ/kg
" Conige=1100kJ/kg (boehmite [11]).

These results would tend to show that the. mﬂuence of the oxide on a thermal transient in the clad is small
and can be neglected in a first approximation.

6.3. Finite difference formulation .

As the first part showed unexpected differences between the 1-dimensional and the 2-dimensional results,
the ‘'steady state finite difference_program was adapted for transients to obtain a Crank-Nicholson method,
which has the advantage of being unconditionnally stable (unlike the explicit method) and is known to give
more accurate results than fully explicit or implicit methods for a given mesh size.

Like prevrously, we write heat balances on finite control volumes, whxch yields for an interior node:
n+1 n
[ h

o} hi
Qe +Q:+l|w+Q;+l|s +Q;+IIN)+(1—(X)(Q e+ Qxlw+Qy[s + Qj |N)+(AxAy)p,C| JAt =0

where a=0.5 for a Crank-Nicholson method
QX [E represents the heat passing throuoh the eastern face of the control volume in the x-direction,

n
e|._|+]

at the time step n, so that Q2| ¢ =—k,Ax I (see figure 3.7)

i

T had been previously defined as (8) | 812 . 8114 821...)"

The matrix M characterizing the steady-state problem MT=V (cf chapter 3.3.3) may be easily modified to
characterize the new system of equations.

In a first step, we multiply the appropriate lines of M by k or kj, so that the elements of the vector M'T,.
where M’ is the modified matrix, represent the heat powers exiting the control volumes (i,j). V' is then
deduced by multiplying the lines of V by the same coefficients so that MT=V and M'T=V’ are two
equivalent problems.

Ci;j

For each node (i,j), we define p;; = Y where C;; is the heat capacity of the control volume

surrounding the node (i,j). This heat capacity has to be calculated for every control volume type.
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We can then build the matrix P defined by PT = (p1,8,; P12812 --Pm,.0,Omy.n, )T
Assuming that the same boundary conditions as in the steady-state problem are fulfilled, the transient finite

element problem then becomes:

(@MHP)T™ + (1 = M=P)T" = V'7

where T"= (8], 81, ....0M3 47) is the temperature distribution in the clad at the time step n.
Thus the transient problem can be explicitely solved by Matlab, :

T"*' = AV’ "-BT"

 where A=(oM'+P)” and B=A((1-0)M'-P),

Heat flux data, varying with n, appear in V' "

6.4. Validation tests

After an infinite time, it was checked that the time dependent temperature drstrrbutlon converges to the
solution given by the steady-state program.

Besides, least square regressions still performed with Matlab allowed to check the values grven by the l-'
dimensional analysxs in chapter 6.2 in the case of a homogenized clad.

For h=30000 W/m’K, the time constant corresponding to the maximum temperature in the clad was found
to be 42.7 ms with no oxide and 46 ms with a 2 mil oxide ﬁlm Wthh is relatlvely closed to the theoretical
values. - ' -

6.5. Results

6.5.1. Time constants

“Least square regressions performed on the maximum temperature in the clad after a small heat flux change
(0.1MW/m>)- gave the results presented in figure 6.1 . For a bad heat exchange between the clad and the

“coolant, it is physically more difficult for the fluid to drain off the energy stored in the clad after the heat
flux increase. That is why a lower heat transfer coefficient leads to significantly higher time constants, as I-
dimensional expressions foresee.

We can notice important differences with the time constant values predlcted by the homogeneous plate
mode! (figure 6.2). First, the time constant without oxide is twice lower than that calculated under the
hypothesis of a homogeneous clad, which means that the real clad thermal inertia is much lower than that
generally assumed. Moreover, the oxide formation consistently increases the thermal inertia of the clad,
leading to a higher time constant: 37.8 ms at h= =30000W/m’K for a 2 mil oxide film, instead of 22.2 ms -
with no oxide.

The time constant for the maximum temperature at the clad surface was a bit higher (respectively 40 5 ms
and 23.5 ms). This difference can be interpreted as the transport time of the energy from the inner part of
the clad to the surface. It is logically increased in the presence of oxide.
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6.5.2. Thermal behavior for a rapid insertion of reactivity

In order to illustrate better the influence of the oxide on a reactivity insertion scenario, we exploited a result
by Dutto&Evo ([20]) who used the Paret code to investigate the most penalizing case of reactivity insertion
in the MITR II. A reactivity step insertion of 23 at a low initial power of 10 kW led to the power peak
- represented in figure 6.3.
We assumed the same power peak to compute the evolution of the maximum temperature in the clad at the
hot spot. As the used model is limited to the behavior of the clad itself, we had to assume a constant heat
transfer coefficient as well as a constant coolant temperature, so that our results must be considered as a
sensitivity study. A constant hot spot factor of 2.2 was assumed for the heat flux, which is the steady state
- value computed by Bhutta ([17]).
First, the hypothesis of a homogeneous clad was used .to compute the temperature evolution in the clad.
Dutto&Evo had precisely used this hypothesis, which leads to double the exchange surface to take into
account the presence of the fins. In order to translate this hypothesis in our calculation, we divided by two
the hot channel factor. The result was a peak temperature of 165°C with no oxide layer and 161°C with a 2
* mil oxide film (cf figure 6.3). The calculation was performed for Ty=40°C and h=30000 W/m’K and the
maximum temperature increase of 120°C due to the reactivity insertion corresponds fairly well to the
temperature increase in the clad predicted by Dutto&Evo (around 110°C).
- On the contrary, the 2-dimensional calculations resulted in a worrying peak temperature increase up to
300°C for a 2 mil oxide thickness and a still high temperature of 250°C with no oxide (cf figure 6.4).
The higher temperature peak obtained for the 2-dimensional hypothesis is probably due to the finned clad
having a lower thermal inertia than the homogeneous non-finned clad (cf time constants). When adding an
oxide layer, we increase the thermal inertia, but the surface effectiveness is lowered, Wthh explains the
higher peak temperature obtained.
The reduction of the heat transfer to h=10000W/m’K logically resulted in higher temperatures (up to 300-
320°C) but the influence of the oxide was lower (a few degrees only) '

' 6.6. Conclusions

We found a disagreement between the ‘homogenized clad’ model and our 2-dimensional finned clad model,
which would tend to prove that the homogeneous hypothesis, which has been commonly used for the
transient analysis of the MITR, is not valid for MITR-III.

At h=30000W/m2K, the presence of a 2mil oxide thickness resulted in a snomﬁcant increase of the peak
temperature (50°C ). Yet, our results still predict temperatures well below the 450°C limit.

As in the steady state analysis, higher values for the heat transfer coefficient lead to a mcrease the oxide
influence.

Yet, we must not overlook the sxmphclty of our modelmg. which does not take into account the heat transfer
exchange between the clad and the coolant, nor the presence of the fuel or 3-dimensional effects. The real
problem is. much more intricate.
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Figure 6.3

Maximum temperature in the clad - 2-dimensional computations
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7.  Conclusions and recommendations

The 2-dimensional calculations performed on the fuel clad tended to prove that a more conservative margin
must be considered to determine the maximum temperature at the surface of the finned clad for high values
of the heat transfer coefficient as foreseen for the MITR-III reactor, and to take into account the presence of
a'layer of aluminum oxide at the clad surface.

An oxide thickness limit of 2 mils should prevent cases of spallatlon which could lead to the release of
radioactive gas in the primary water. The Kritz correlation predicts that this limit should not be exceeded,
even for an extended fuel burn-up limit of 2.3 IO21 fissions/cm®, while the Griess correlation leads to
unacceptable values.

Yet it is difficult to be sure of the validity of this correlation because of the high pH value of the prlmary
water in the MITR reactor. A pH regulation by. use of nitric acid would allow to maintain a lower pH value
(below 5) and to reduce significantly the oxide formation. '
In other respects, an experimental ex-reactor program could allow to check the. vahdlty ‘of the Kritz
correlation and/or prove that no case of spallation is to be feared.

The use of the Kritz correlation in the fuel management program is recommended.

Asfar as the effects of the oxxde layer are concerned, we found a maximum temperature increase at the clad
surface of less than 4°C in the hot channel for an operation power of 10 MW. ' '
As long as its thickness is less than 2 mils, the oxide should have a very limited influence on the primary
water flow in the channels.

Yet, its influence in case of a reactivity insertion accident should be more 1mportant than foreseen by the
usual ‘heterogeneous clad’ approximation. The temperature limit of 450°C should not be exceeded, though.
The very different behavior noticed between the homogeneous 1-dimensional clad hypothesis and the 2-
dimensional clad would justify further investigation.
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APPENDIX 1

Values of p(l), p(2), p(3), p(4), etamin=p(1)+p(2)*h+p(3f*exp(p(4)*h)

NP FRPOOOODOOON

e(mil) p(1) . p(2) ' p(3) p(4)
0.00 1.8605010e+00 -2.0162631e-06 1.3963113e-01 -1.4592113e-05
0.10 1.8267363e+00 -1.5850129e-06 1.7335863e-01 -1.5330724e-05
0.15 1.8186180e+00 -1.4279620e-06 1.8145320e-01 -1.6021888e-05
0.25 '1.8062708e+00 -1.1699121e-06  1.9372838e-01 -1.7509670e-05
0.35 1.7937893e+00 -1.3981472e-06 2.0619439%e-01 -1.7910801e-=05
0.50 1.779419%4e+00 -1.7061679e-06 2.2051593e-01 -2.2293530e-05
0.75 1.7520198e+00 -~2.3146956e-06 2.4776036e-01 -2.9724734e-05
1.00 1.7241165e+00 -~2.8448090e-06 2.7535175e-01 -3.6753076e-05
1.50 1.6596023e+00 -3.9296169e-06 3.3854280e-01 -4.9466156e-05
2.00 1.6023398e+00 -4.4150916e=06 3.9344200e-01 -6.1079958e-05
2.50 1.5409483e+00  -4.9501131e-06 4.5114290e-01 -7.1517684e-05
Values of p(1), p(2), p(3), etaav=p(l)+p(2)*exp(p(3)*h)
e(mil) p(1) p(2) p(3)

.00 1.3451977e+00 6.5474158e-01 -5.6032905e-06

.10 © 1.5008278e+00 4.9905168e~-01 -7.8042616e-06

.15 1.5492427e+00 4.5059942e-01 -8.8775188e-06

.25, 1.6146930e+00 3.8505340e~-01 - -1.1052148e-05

.35 - 1.6572083e+00 3.4740145e-01 -1.3295599e-05

.50 1.6912399e+00 3.0810652e-01 -1.6646046e-05

.75 1.7130506e+00 2.8557376e-01 -2.2420642e-05

.00 1.7120526e+00 2.8548030e-01 -2.8034554e-05

.50 1.6769716e+00  3.1705721e-01 -3.8319891e-05

.00 1.6301483e+00 3.5876435e-01 -4.7981864e-05

.50 1.5720452e+00 4.0977805e~-01 -5.6747397e-05



Appendix 2

Answers to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Reqﬂest (ref [1])

1. Compare directly the predicted oxide thickness for extended burn-up with the oxide thickness assumed
in the FSAR for the presently approved burn-up. Discuss whether the new predictions lead to fuel
. temperatures above limits previously analyzed and approved for normal operation.

Cf chapter 4,

According to the present study, a maximum thickness of 1.9 mils for the oxide layer thickness should not be
exceeded in MITR-III. According to Griess, no risk of spallation or clad deterioration is to fear below this
limit: The calculations used the Kritz correlation with the correcting factor proposed by Griess to take into
account the high pH of MITR and is valid for a low flow rate hypothesis (2500 gpm) and a high core inlet
temperature (60°C) hypothesis. The calculation took into account the increase of the wall temperature due
to the oxide formation . The maximum temperature increase obtained was inferior to 4°C and the wall
temperature never exceeded 94°C in the hot channel. ' :

The 2 mil limit to prevent risks of spallation is probably very conservative though. Indeed, according to
recent studies ([8,15 1), spallatlon is linked to thermal stress and should not occur for a temperature drop of
less than 113°C in the oxide layer, a value which will never be reached in MITR as the heat flux is too low
- (IMW/m? at the hot spot for a 10 MW power). A maximum clad temperature increase of 15°C must be
expected in the presence of a 2 mil oxide thickness, according to 2-dimensional complementary results, so
that the clad temperature will remain very far from the integrity temperature limit (450°C).

2. Ocxide thickness also affects responses to rapid insertions of reactivity, and ,perhaps, other MIT
accident scenarios. Please review and re-analyze all potential accidents and discuss whether FSAR -
conclusions would remain valid with the projected increases in oxide thickness. .

Cf chapter 6. : .
- It is usually assumed for transient analyses that the clad is a homogemzed non-finned plate. If the same
hypothesis is assumed in the presence of a 2mil oxide layer, the oxide influence should be relatively small
and would even lead to lower peak temperatures in the case of a.reactivity insertion scenario. :
Yet, 2-dimensional modeling revealed that the influence of the oxide layer should lead to higher
" temperatures. For a 2§ reactivity insertion scenario, the peak temperature was estimated to 290°C, while it
was around 250°C for a clad with no oxide. The obtained temperatures remain far away from the clad
structural integrity limit of 450°C, though. :

3. The increased oxide thickness will decrease the hydraulic diameter of the grooves. This will result in
increased pressure losses due to friction and to decreased coolant velocities in the grooves. Please
provide analyses of the impact of these changes on hot channel factors, and assess to what extent the
decreased coolant velocities affect the oxide build-up or other crud deposition in the grooves. Unless
Jjustification can be provided that grooves do not become clogged, please provide analyses of fuel



temperature conditions both.in steady state and potential accident scenarios with the grooves filled
with oxide. ' .

Cf chapter 5. .

In the worst case (no dissolution of the reacting aluminum in the coolant), a 2 mil boehmite layer would
represent a reduction of the hydraulic diameter by 2.2%. This is a very conservative value, though, as a part
of the reacting aluminum should be dissolved in the coolant.

On the same assumption, the space between the fins would be reduced from 10 mils to 8 mils (>2001m). As
the boundary layer thickness is less than 5 um for MITR-III, it is expected that this reduction would have a
very limited influence on the coolant velocity in the groove.

4. The thermal conductivity assumed for the oxide on the fuel plates appears to be inconsistent. The
response o the request for information dated- 11/28/89 satets a thermal conductivity of 2.0 Btu/hr-°F-ft. The
conductivity used will influence fuel plate temperatures, transient response to accidents, and additional
oxide growth since the oxide-aluminum interface temperature controls oxide growth. Please justify the use
of the 2.0 Btu/hr-°F-ft value in your analyses, or re-analyze reactor behavior with the Griess value of 1.3
Btu/hr-°F-ft. ’ '

‘All the present study assumed the Griess value-of 1.3 Btu/hr-°F-ft for the conductivity of the oxide.
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Natural Convection CHF for the MITR

8=98
pf:=953 pg=075  hf:= 448.47-103 hg = 2686.9-103 G = 6410 3 Tsat == 107

: , -6
(properties for P=0.13 MPa, 3 meters under water) uf := 260-10 ~ cpf := 4200

05  Alit lside = 0.031757
A= [ 2 ] . '

(pf - pg)-9.8 Aht := Aht_lside-2-1.9-15-22
-2
Axs = 22-151.2490-10" 4 W= 358810
0.5683 ’
R= 0.697 + 0.00063 ———— R = 0.861
2.1864-10° ‘
' ' 0.611
0.5 G 5000 f
o CHF(G, DT _sub) := 0.005-(hg ~ hf){r-pg(pf ~ pg)-9.8] - 11+ DT_sub-—2—
- 0.5 G (hg - hf)
[r-pe(pf - pg)-9.8] —
[A-pg-(pf-pg)-9.8}
(Sudoet al, 1993)
v
A

SAR Eq(4-30) q CHF3:= om%-(rlg —nf)r-pelof - pg)-9.8]0'5v

e

(minimum CHF heat flux due to blocked channel)

q CHF3 =2.353 % 10"
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Experiments were carried out with a vertical rectangular channel simulating a sub-
channel of the upgraded JRR-3 fuel element, in order to investigate the validity and the
error of the correlations predicting the superheat at the onset of nucleate boiling. These
correlations, were used in the core thermal-hydraulic design of the upgraded JRR-3. As the .
results, the following were made clear: @ The existing Bergles-Rohsenow correlation gives
a good prediction for the relationship of heat flux. vs. superheat at the onset of nucleate
boiling, with the error of about 1K against the lower "limits of the measured superheat.
® There are no 51gn1ﬁcant differences in the characteristics of the relationship of heat flux
vs. superheat at the onset of nucleate boiling between upflow and downflow. & There are
no significant differences in the histories of relationship of heat Hux vs. superheat from the
forced convection single-phase flow to the subcooled boiling between increasing heat flux
and decreasing heat flux, with little overshoot of superheat at the onset of mucleate boiling
both in the upflow. and in the downflow.

KEYWORDS: incipient nucleate boiling, vertical rectangular channel, forced
convection, subcooled boiling, upflow, downflow, hysteresis, ONB temperature,
heat flux, superheating

I. INTRODUCTION

~ The problem which is addressed to in this study is of the incipient nucleate boiling in
ajnarrow vertical rectangular channel simulating a subchannel of the upgraded Japan
Research Reactor-3 (JRR-3). The Japan Atomic Energy Research Institute (JAERI) is plann-
ing to remodel] the existing research reactor, JRR-3 from 10 to 20 MWt with 20% low
enriched uranium (LEU) fuel to primarily provide much higher thermal neutron fluxes and
adequate neutron flux sources for beam experiments. The upgraded JRR-3 is designed to
be a light water moderated and cooled berylhum and heavy water reflected, pool-type
reactor. '
A key design criterion was set up for the core thermohydraulics so that the fuel may
have enough safety margin under the condition of normal operation;in which the core is .
cooled by either the natural convection or the forced convection. Heat generated in the
core is removed by the natural convection cooling mode due to a natural circulation be-

* Tokai-mura, Ibaraki-ken 319-11.
“* No. 1-1.2, Marunouchi, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100.
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tween the core and the reactor_pool through a valve up to 200 KW and by the forced
convection cooling mode with the downward core flow up to 20 MW. The criterion is that
nucleate boiling should be avoided anywhere in the core in order to give enough margin
against the burnout of the fuel even at the hottest spot in the core, to avoid any flow
instability induced by partial boiling and to obtain stable neutron fluxes for experiments.
For this criterion, the margin of the fuel surface temperature against the onset of nucleate
boiling (ONB) temperature was evaluated and secured in the core thermohydraulic design,”
using so-called hot channel factors”’. The ONB temperature was determined by the fol-
lowing two simultaneous equations : '

Revqes 2~
: Yju-ﬁ q:1.76><IO_S'PLIM{%(Tw—TS)

rLclz\je,»'\@ [N s

q=0.023 Re Pr°"—D1—2— T =T )+(T—Tw)}. (2)

(1)

}2_33/1 0.0234

—

Equation (1) was proposed by Bergles & Rohsenow ®
as a relationship of heat flux ¢ vs. superheat 47T,
(=T,~Ts at the onset of.nucleate boiling for
water, and Eq.(2) was proposed by Dittus &
Boelter® for the forced convection single-phase
flow. The ONB temperature Tone and the ONB
heat flux gons are obtained as an intersecting point
of Egs. (1) and (2), as shown in Fig. 1.

Equation (2) gives higher heat flux with higher
water velocity, that is, highér Reynolds number
and higher inlet water subcooling (T',—7T,). There-
fore, the intersecting point of Egs. (1) and (2)

gives higher heat flux and superheat at the onset ATs=Tw-Ts (K)
of nucleate boiling with higher water velocity and Fig. 1 Determinations of heat flux
inlet water subcooling. This is a remarkable fea- g and superheat 47T, at

ture of the conditions of the:onset of nucleate incipient nucleate boiling

boiling predicted by Egs. (1) and (2). In Fig. 1 are also illustrated the following theoret-
ical predictions which were obtained by Davis & Anderson‘® from the postulation of Hsu®,

. _ 20'T3 1 qoNB V¢ .
. TONB T,= Fiare 7o b (3)
for the given radius r. of active cavities, and
Do b ?/\ . h )
/n ey Se goNB= _—é;t; (Tonp—T,)* ' (4)

- for any size of r.. Equations (1) and (4) are in good agreement with each other as
shown in Fig. 1 and fairly well predict the onset of nucieation in the experiments carried
out by Bergles & Rohsenow® with water flowing at velocities up to 17.5m/s at low pres-
sures and low temperatures and also in the experiments of Clark & Rohsenow® at high
pressures. o ' .

For the evaluation of the margin of fuel surface temperature against the ONB tem-
perature, the precision of Eqs. (1) and (2) should have been made clear. The precision
of Eq. (2) has been evaluated in the experiments with a vertical recténgular channel
simulating the subchannel of the JRR-3 for both upflow and downflow”. Meanwhile, the
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precision of Eq. (1) was not always clear for the application to the subchannel of the
JRR-3 because the amount of available data was small on the condition of the onset of
nucleate boiling for the forced convection flow though some data have been reported‘®~"®,
The objectives of this study are, therefore, (1) to estimate the error of Eq. (1) by carry-
ing out the experiment with a vertical rectangular channel properly simulating the sub-
channel of the JRR-3, (2) to investigate the applicability of Eq. (1) to the subchannel of
the JRR-3 in the viewpoint of safety design and at the same time, (3) to make clear the
characteristics of the process from the forced convection single-phase heat transfer to the
departure from the nucleate boiling (DNB) through the ONB.

. II. EXPERIMENT

Figure 2 shows a schematic diagram of symbol

the test l.oop, V‘Vhlch is thfa same a§ thfe one NG) z;?sowegauge ELecTRoes PRER,,
used to investigate the difference in single- w---dowrflow mf z
. A B — 7
phase forced-convection heat transfer charac- g == — _@Eg
e s . = ~ i =
teristics between upflow and downflow with 5__ = STORAGE ’6 g
O 27 L TANK ~He
.a narrow recta?gular channel'”. The lqop 3 e X §| B /§§
is co:nl?osed of a water .storag(.a .tanllc with S ‘ RoTog FLow <t ® gté
0.2m?® in volume, aﬁrecxrculauon line, a L x\ 2 B!
bypass line, a pump, flow meters, regulation N\ 2l w
ypass li pump eg : BYPASS LINE X é#f o
valves, stop valves and a test section \. i &8 F'®
simulating a subchannel of the JRR-3 stand- -] o 7
ard fuel element. Any of upflow and down- _ L pl | X ~®
flow can be selected in the test section in ¥ ELECTRO-MAGNETIC \
order to investigate on the upflow for the : PLERU
natural convection and on the downflow for Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of experimental rig

the forced convection.

The test section is composed of a flow channel, a lower plenum and an upper plenum.
The configuration of the flow channel which is composed of adjacent two heating plates is
rectangular with 50 mm in width, 2.25mm in water gap and 750 mm in length, and is very
similar to the subchannel of the JRR-3 whose configuration is 66.6 mm in width, 2.28 mm
in water gap and 750 mm in length. The width of the flow channel is, thus, smaller than
that of the JRR-2 subchannel. This is because the capacity of electric power supply for
the experiment is not enough to realize the required maximum heat flux with the same
width as the JRR-3 subchannel. It is considered that such difference in the width of flow
channel does not give any significant effect on the ONB temperature. The heating plates
are made of Inconel 600 with 1.0 mm in thickness. From both sides of the flow. channel
the inside of the flow channel can be observed through the window made of lucite.

The heating plates are heated by direct current and the heat input into the flow
channel is obtained by measurements of current and voltage for each of heating plates.
Water temperatures at the inlet and outlet of the flow channel are measured with 1.6 mm
O.D. thermocouples inserted in the upper and lower plena. Coolant pressures are measured
at several locations along the flow direction as shown in Fig. 2, and the pressure at the
ONB is obtained by interpolation at the location where the ONB was observed. '

The temperature of heating plates required to identify the ONB temperature is.the .
surface temperature T,; on the flow channel side. To.obtain the surface temperature 7y
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along the flow direction, sheathed thermocouples of 0.5mm O.D. are attached on the sur-
face on the thermal insulator side as shown in Fig. 2 because it is difficult to attach the
thermocouples on the flow channel side. Under the assumption of no heat loss into the
thermal insulator, which has been confirmed in Ref. (7), T,: is obtained with the local
surface temperature T, of heating plate measured on the thermal insulator side, the elec-
tric power supply Q to the heating plates, thermal conductivity % of heating plates and
thickness S, width W and length L of heating plates as follows:
QS

. 4RW L .
The error of T.; is expressed with the sum of errors due to the first term T, and the
second term QS/4kW L. The error of the first term is about 0.5K and that of the second
term is about 1.5K at Q=4.8x10* W, increasing linearly with the increase of Q.

The condition of ONB, that is, the superheat at ONB is considered to be affected by

Twi:Two"_

the properties of coolant and the surface roughness of heating plates. Therefore, in this

experiment were used the pure water which is used as primary coolant in the upgraded
JRR-3 and the heating plateswhose'surfacé roughness was almost the same as that of the
JRR-3 fuel plate. Other factors which might affect the condition of ONB are. dissolved
gases and the gases trapped in the cavities on the surface of heating plates. Because the
amounts of dissolved gases depend on the water temperature at a given pressure, the water
temperature is selected as one of major parameters in this experiment. On the other hand,
the heating plates were cooled for a long time enough before the data of the ONB condi-
tions were taken, in order to avoid the effect of gases trapped in the cavities on the sur-
face of the heating plates as much as possible.

The key items for instrumentation are flow rate, heat input into the flow channel
water temperatures at the inlet and the outlet of the flow channel, surface temperatures of
heating plates and pressures.

Major parameters in this experiment are Table 1 Test conditions

flow direction (upflow or downdow), heat in- Flow direction Upflow, downflow
put, flow rate, inlet water temperature and Heating method Both sides, one side
. " o . Velocity 0.07~1.5m/s
e that is e ;
Fh heating condmon,. hat is, if t}? channel Inlet subcooling 2885 K
is heated from one side or both sides. The Pressure ~1.2%10°Pa
ranges of these parameters investigated in Heat flux 3x104~8x 108 W/m?

this study are listed in Table 1.
. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Relationship of ONB vs. Surface Temperature Profiles

Figure 3 shows typical surface temperature profiles of heating plate along the flow
direction together with the bulk temperature profiles of water, which were obtained for
upflow at different heat fluxes under the pressure of 1.2x10°Pa, the water velocity of
7.3 cm/s and the inlet water temperature of 308K. In the figure, T, is the surface tem-
perature of the heating plate, T the bulk temperature of water and 7, the saturation
temperature at 1.2x10°Pa. It is clearly observed that the surface temperature of heating
plate and the bulk temperature of water become higher with an increase of heat flux, and
at the heat flux higher than 3.4x10* W/m?* there occurs the region where the surface tem-
perature becomes higher than the saturation temperature.

The arrows shown in Fig. 3 indicate the locations where the ‘ONB was observed at
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i X 400 %
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perature Tong could be easily iden-
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by Tons in the figure shows the 0! 2
locus of the ONB temperature ob- 12
tained by observation at different
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the location where the ONB was ob-
served, the surface temperature -is
above the saturation temperature and
is almost uniform while this region is considered

At the downstream of 0100
DISTANCE FROM INLET OF HEATING PLATES {(mm)

-Fig. 3 Profile of surface temperature

L 1 1 L
200 300 400 500 600 T00 800

along heating plate

to be a nucleate boiling region. This

means that the location of the ONB obtained by observation is correspondent to the location
of the ONB which is judged from the characteristics of the surface temperature profile of
heating plate along the flow direction. It is clear in Fig. 3 that the length of the nucleate
boiling region along the heating plate becomes longer with a further increase of heat flux.

2. ONB on Boiling Curve.

Figure 4 shows the effect of the water velocxty on the ONB in both upflow and down-

flow under the constant pressure of 0.12 MPa and
the constant inlet water subcooling of 69K.- In
the figure, the relationships of ¢ wvs. 4T, are
shown at different distance-to-hydraulic diameter
ratios x/D. for each constant water velocity.
Open symbols show the non-boiling condition while
solid symbols show the nucleate boilirig-condition.
The solid line shows the relationship of ¢ vs.
4T, given by Eq. (1) and the dotted lines show
the relationship of ¢ wvs. AT, given by Eq. (2)
under the condition of the given pressure, inlet
water subcooling and water velocity at x/D.=143
and 168 for upflow and at x/D.=152 for down-
flow. The effect of the ratio z/D. on the super-
heat at ONB is rather small between x/D.=168
and 143 as seen in Fig. 4.

In general, the ONB temperature obtamed for

upflow and downflow in this experiment is higher

than the ONB temperature given by the intersect-
ing point of Eqgs. (1) and (2). [t is also pointed
out that higher water velocity gives higher super-
heat for ONB which is the same tendency as the
prediction by Eq_s. (1) and (2). Besides, the
tendency that the temperature margin to the super-
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Fig. 4 Effect of coolant velocity on ¢
vs. 4T, at incipient nucleate
boiling in rectangular vertical
channel for upflow and downflow




78 Tecunical ReErorT (Y. Sudo et al.)

J. Nucl. Sci. Technol.,

heat predicted by Egs. (1) and (2) becomes larger with an increase of water velocity is

clearly observed especially in the upflow.

Figure 5 shows the effect of the inlet water
subcooling on the ONB under the constant pressure of
0.12 MPa with the constant water velocity of 0.15

m/s for upflow and the constant water velocity of-

0.74 m/s for downflow. The solid symbols show
the nucleate boiling conditions and open symbols
show the non-boiling conditions. It is clearly re-
cognized that higher inlet water subcooling gives
higher superheat and higher heat flux at the ONB
for both upflow and downflow. This is the same
tendency as Egs. (1) and (2) predict. '
It is, therefore, clear in Figs. 4 and 5 that the
water velocity and the inlet water subcooling have
strong effects on the condition of the ONB.
Figure 6 shows the relationship of ¢ vs. 47,

from the forced-convection single-phase heat transfer
" to the departure from nucleate boiling (DNB) through

the ONB for both upflow and downflow. The data
were obtained by raising the heat flux stepwisely
until DNB was detected with a steep increase of
any of the surface temperatures of the heating
plates, which were recorded on pen recorders.

" Once the DNB was detected, the electric power
- supply to the heating plates was turned off so

that the heating plates might not be burnt out.

The experiments were carried out under the pres- |

sure of 1.2x10°Pa, the inlet water subcooling of
69K and the water velocity of 0.15m/s for upflow

‘and 0.37m/s for downflow. Open symbols show

the non-boiling conditions in the figure. In the

figure the ONB and DNB are indicated with arrows. :

Figure 6 shows the definite difference in the
relationship of ¢ vs. 4T, between the forced-con-
vection single-phase heat transfer region and the
nucleate boiling region. It should be noted here
that the ratio of the DNB heat flux to the ONB
heat flux is much smaller in the downflow than
that in the upflow. As a major réason for this, it
is point out that the flow condition in the down-
flow becomes oscillatory once the nucleate boiling
occurs in the flow channel. ' In the downflow, vapor
bubbles generated on the surface of the heating
plates go downward as a co-current downflow,
accompanied by the downward water flow. An
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increase of heat flux gives the alternative occurrence of the co-current downflow and the
counter-current flow. Inthe counter-current flow, the vapor bubbles go upward and water
goes down, and the vapor bubbles disappear or stop going upward before the vapor bubbles
reach the upper end of heated length of the channel. With a further increase of heat flux,
the alternate occurrence of co-current downflow and counter-current flow continues with the
vapor bubbles reaching the upper end of the heated length in the counter-current flow, and
at last the DNB occurs. In the upflow, on the other hand, there is no alternate occurrence
of cocurrent downflow and counter-current flow but there is always a co-current upflow.
Therefore, there is no oscillatory flow in the upflow. Figure 7 shows the typical responses
of the surface temperature of heat- - '

ing plate before ONB and just be- 450 | ' 450 1 ONB —
fore DNB for both upﬂOW and dOWI_l- UPFLOW UPFLOW

flow, in order to show the above- _

mentioned oscillatory flow condition 400 400 kg

during the nucleate boiling in the é 1 min.— 1 min-|
downflow. The temperature re- g 350 - 350 ! :
‘sponse for downflow was obtained = 450 ———1——— 450 [ DNB—3 °
at x/D,=152 under the pressure of :‘g DOWNFLO : DOWNFLOW

1.2x10° Pa, the inlet water subcool- & 44¢ 400

ing of 69K and water velocity of ,

0.37 m/s and the temperature re- - 350 ~{min— 350 J——t mm.—{

sponse for upflow was obtained at
x/D.=150 under the pressure of 1.2
% 10° Pa, the inlet water subcooling
of 69K and the water velocity . of
0.15m/s.

The amplitude of oscillatory temperature responses is very small within about 2.5K
in both upflow and downflow before ONB, as shown in Fig. 7(a). The oscillation amplitude
is, on the other hand, about 20 K just before DNB in the downflow. while that is about
5K at the most before DNB in the upflow. '

3. Hysteresis of ONB .

Figure 8 shows the typical histories of the ONB between the case of increasing heat
flux and the case of decreasing heat flux. They were obtained at z/D,=143 and 168 for
upflow under the pressure of 1.2x10° Pa, the inlet water subcooling of 69K and the
water velocity of 0.074m/s. In the figures, the solid line shows the relationship .of ¢ vs.
4T, in theé case that the heat flux '
increases . while the dotted line

(a) Before ONB (b) Just before DNB -
Fig. 7 Differences in characteristics of surface
temperature responses between upflow and
downflow before ONB and just before DNB

shows the case that the heat flux Ea(1)

decreases. The dark symbols show r h

the nucleate boiling conditions and =

the open symbols the non-boiling .

conditions. _ . Loz >0
It is observed that at the loca- ATs (=Tw-Ts) {K) ATs(=Tw- Ts ) {K)

tion of x/D,=143 the history during (a) x/De=143 (b) x/De=168

the increase of heat flux is a little ‘ Fig. 8 Hysteresis of ¢ vs. 47T, between processes

different from that during the de- in increasing and decreasing heat fluxes
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crease of heat flux and there exists an overshoot of superheat for ONB both during an
increase of heat flux and during a decrease of heat flux. But the magnitude of difference
between the histories during the increase and the decrease of heat flux is not large and
the magnitude of overshoot of the superheat at ONB is also not large within 2K at the
most. At the location of z/D.=168, on the other hand, there is neither significant
difference in the histories between the increase and the decrease of heat flux nor signi-
ficant overshoot of the superheat at ONB during both the increase and the decrease of heat
flux. Therefore, it is understood that the differences in the histories between the increas-
ing and the decreasing heat flux and the overshoot of superheat at ONB are not significant
though some are observed. Meanwhile, Hino et al. reported that a significant difference
in the histories between the increasing and the decreasing heat flux and a significant over-
shoot of the superheat at ONB were observed for R-113°, It should be, therefore, noted
that the result obtained in this experiment for water is quite different from the result of
Hino et al., with respect to the hysteresis of ¢ vs. 4T, and the overshoot of the superheat
at ONB. :

4. Conditions of ONB ,

Figure 9 shows the comparison of the experirrie_ntal results obtained for both upflow
and downflow in this experiment with Eqgs. (1), (3) and (4), with'respect to the rela-
tionship of ¢ vs. 4T, at the onset of nucleate boiling. The conditions of the experiments
are listed above the figure. From this ﬁguré and test conditions listed above the figure,
it is clearly recognized that higher inlet water sub- '

cooling and higher water velocity~ give higher heat ' Teting utm/sz\mmm
flux ‘and higher superheat at the ONB. This is the = EE— :
same tendency as predicted by the simultaneous E UPFLOW  |BOTH g:':’g 9
Egs. (1) and (2), or the simultaneous Eqs.(4) _3- ' g.?? 5
and ( 2).- I.t is also ‘p_omted out in this figure tha_t t.':l - ‘1)% 68
(1) no significant difference between upflow and [ | DONNFLOW 0.37
downflow is observed with respect to the relation- é oNE| 0.74 ~—2§~
ship of ¢ vs. 4T, at the ONB and (2) higher heat 108 = — r&
flux gives higher superheat at the ONB, giving ;32)) V4

a larger difference in the superheat between the 5 Feuidiwater ‘;EDO .
measured and the prediction of Eq. (1) or (4). o

The former is correspondent to that there was 2 i
no significant difference in the responses of the Ng 5

surface temperatures of the heating plate between = 10+ 1
upflow and downflow, which was described in s | |
Sec. M-2. On the latter, the previous studies » o -
with water® (@00 reported the similar results to . .

the present experimental results, except for the 2 r / "’% ]
tendency that a higher heat flux gives a larger 10 ' e
difference in the superheat between the measured ! 2 5 1 2 50
and the prediction of Eq. (1). It should be men- ATs (=Tw-Ts) (K]
tioned here that the latter tendency cannot always Fig. 9 Comparison of Dresent.experi.

mental data with -existing
predictions of ¢ ws. 4T at
incipient nucleate boiling

be observed in the case of fluids other than water,
because Hino et al.*® reported that for R-113 the
superheat at the ONB is almost constant in spite
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of the differences in the inlet coolant subcooling and coolant velocity.

Figure 10 shows the comparison of the experimental results including the available
existing data'®®® 0 with the predictions by Eqs. (1) and (4), in order to evaluate the

errors of Egs. (1) and (4).

81

- clearly indicates that the error of Eq. (1) is about —1 K against the lower limit of the

~design and analysis of the upgraded JRR-3. Therefore, the use of Eq.(1) is recommended.

. magnitude of error against the lower limits of the measured superheats at the ONB as Eq.
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Fig. 10 Comparisons of predictions with experimental results including
existing data on superheat at incipient nucleate boiling

Figure 10(a) shows the cor_nparison_ of the measured superheats with the predicted
superheats of Eq. (1) at the ONB for water. These experimental data include high pres-
sure data of Clark et al.® and high water velocity data of Bergles et al.'® - This figure

measured superheats at the ONB. In the viewpoint of safety design that nucleate boiling'
should be avoided in the normal operation of the upgraded JRR-3; a correlation which predicts
the superheat lower than the measured with a given heat flux should be used in the

for the evaluation of the ONB temperature to show that there exists a margin in the fuel
surface temperature against the ONB temperature. On the other hand, Fig. 10(b) shows
the comparison of the measured superheats with the prediction of Eq. (4). - Figure 10(b) ‘
shows that the error of Eq. (4) is also about —1 K against the lower limit of the measured

superheats at the ONB. It is clear from Fig. 10(a) and (b) that Eq. (4) has the same

(1) does.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

On the relationship of heat flux vs. superheat at the onset of nucleate boiling which is
imporfant as one of the design criteria for the core thermal-hydraulic design of the JRR.3,
experiments were carried out with a vertical rectangular channel simulating a subchannel
of the JRR-3 fuel element in order to investigate the validity and the error of the adopted
correlation. As the results, the following were made clear:

(1) The ONB temperatures predicted by the Bergles-Rohsenow coriela_tion (Eq. (1)) with
given heat fluxes are correspondent to the lower limits of the measured -ONB tem-

Etures and therefore, the use of Eq. (1) is recommended to evaluate tke ONB tem-
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perature and show that there exists a margin in the fuel surface temperature against
the ONB temperature.

(2) The error of Eq. (1) is within —1K against lower limits of the measured superheat
at the ONB. : :

{3) As the remarkable features of the ONB for water, it is pointed out that (i) there
are no significant differences in the characteristics of the relationship of ¢ vs. 47,
at the ONB between upflow and downflow, (ii) there are no significant differences in
histories of relationship of ¢ vs. 4T, from the forced convection single-phase flow to
the subcooled boiling through ONB between increasing and decreasing heat flux, and
(iii) the overshoot of the superheat at ONB is very small with 2K at the most.

[NOMENCLATURE)

D,: Equivalent hydraulic diameter (m) Ty: Bulk temperature of coolant (K)
hyg: Latent heat of evaporation J/kg) Tonp: Temperature at ONB (K)
k: Thermal conductivity ) Ts: Saturation temperature (K)

of coolant (W/mK) Tw, Tywy: Surface temperature of heating
L: Length of heating plate (m) plate on flow channel side (K)

P: Pressure ’ (Pa) Two: Surface temperature of heating
Pr: Prandtl number v plate on insulator side (K)
~ 'q: Heat flux L (W/m2?) . - 4T,: Superheat (=Ty,—-T;) - T(K)

"gonp: Heat flux at ONB (W/m? dTsub: Inlet water subcooling (=7,—T,) (K)
Q: Electric power supply to u: Velocity of coolant (m/s)
heating plates (W) 2: Distance along the heating plate. (m)
Re: Reynolds number W. Width of heating plate (m)
r.: Critical radius of active cavity (m) o: Surface tension (N/m)
S: Thickness of heating plate (m) rg: Density of vapor . (kg/m?)
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ABSTRACT

An in-house thermal hydraulics code was developed for the steady-state and loss of primary flow
analysis of the MIT Research Reactor (MITR). This code is designated as MULLti-CHannel-II or
MULCH-II. The MULCH-II code is being used for the MITR LEU conversion design study.
Features of the MULCH-II code include a multi-channel analysis, the capability to model the
" transition from forced to natural convection during a loss of pfimary flow transient; and the ability
to calculate safety limits and limiting safety system settings for licensing applications. This
paper describes the validation of the code against PLTEMP/ANL 3.0 for steady-state analysis, and
against RELAPS-3D for loss of primary coolant transient analysis. Coolant temperature
measurements obtained from loss of primary flow transients as part of the MITR—II startup testing
were also used for validating this code. The agreement between MULCH-II and the other

computer codes is satisfactory.

1. Introduction _ v

An in-house thermal hydraulics code, MULLti-CHannel-Il or MULCH-II, was developed for the
steady-state and loss of primary flow analysis of the MIT Research Reactor (MITR) [1,2,3]. The
MULCH-II code features the multi-channel analysis, natural circulation and anti-siphon valve models, fin

effectiveness model and correlations for low pressure systems. In addition, the MULCH-II code is

! Corresponding author: Email: lwhu@mit.edu; TEL: (617)258-5860
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capable of modeling forced to natural convection during a loss of primary flow transient and calculating

the safety limits and limiting safety system settings for licensing applications.

This paper presents the benchmark results of the MULCH-II code for the MITR low enrichment uranium
(LEU) conversion study. The PLTEMP/ANL (version 3.0) [4] and RELAP5-3D (version 2.3.6) [5] are
chosen to benchmark MULCH-II for steady state analysis and loss of primary flow transient, respectively.
Furthermore, coolant temperature measurements obtained from loss of primary flow transients as part of
the MITR-II startup testing were also used for the benchmark of the MULCH-II.

2. Description of the MIT Research Reactor

Figure 1 is an isometric view of the MIT Research Reactof (MITR). The MITR is a 5 MW nuclear
research reactor that is owned and operated by the Massachusetté Institute of Technology to further its
educational and research missions. It is currently being relicensed for 6 MW operation. The reactor uses
finned plate-type fuel with aluminum clad and is cooled and moderated by light water. Thenlongitudinal
fins are 10 mils by 10 mils which doubles the heat transfer surface area. Currently the MITR uses highly
enriched uranium (HEU) fuel in the form of UAl cermet. The fuel elements are rhomboid in shape and -
each contains fifteen plates. The reactor core can hold up to twenty- seven of these elements. The normal

core configuration is twenty-four fuel elements with three positions available for in-core experiments.[6]

CONTROL
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Figure 1. Isometric View of the MIT Research Reactor
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Reactor control is provided by six boron-impregnated stainless-steel shim blades and one cadmium
regulating rod. The core is contained in a tank of light-water and this tank is in turn surrounded by first a
heavy-water and then a graphite reflector. Forced flow removes heat from the primary, heavy water, and
graphite region with ell heat loads being deposited in a common secondary cooling system. There are two
anti-siphon valves located in the upper core tank to prevent complete drainage because of a siphon effect
in the event of a break in the inlet primary piping. Four natural convection valves, that are located next to
the flow guide, provide a natural circulation flow path for decay heat removal. The pressure in the system .

is 'practic_ally atmospheric, and coolant temperature is approximately 50 °C (120 F).

3. MULCH-H benchmark study for steady-state analysis using PLTEMP/ANL

PLTEMP/ANL is developed and maintained by ANL and has been used for other conversion studies [7].
Benchmark analyses are based on a steady-state reactor power of 6 MW for the existing high enrichment
~ uranium (HEU) core. For simplicity, in the following paragraph the terms “MULCH” and “PLTEMP”
will be used instead of “MULCH-II” and “PLTEMP/ANL” code. |

The fin effectiveness of the MULCH code is a multiplication factor used in conjunction with the coolant
heat transfer coefficient to account for the heat transfer augmentati‘on,due to the longitudinal fins on the
clad surface. Since PLTEMP v3.0 cannot include the fin effectiveness as in the case of MULCH, the plate
“width was increased to account for the larger heat transfer area. Regarding the heat transfer correlation,
PLTEMP uses Dittus-Boelter to calculate single phase and Bergles-Rohsenow to calculate two-phase heat
transfer coefficient. MULCH uses the Chen correlatlon to calculate both single and two-phase heat

transfer coefﬁcwnt

Figure 2 is the comparison of coolant temperature. Average and hot channel temperature are both plotted
in the figure. Coolant temperature is determined by energy conservation equation which is a function of
power (integrated heat flux) and coolant inlet temperature. Since these parameters are the same in
MULCH and PLTEMP as input parameters, as shown in Fig.2, the calculated coolant temperatures are.
-about the same. Figure 3.is the comparison of cladding temperature. As shown in Fig. 3,.the cladding
temperature curves are very close between these two codes. PLTEMP predicts slightly lower cladding

temperature than MULCH which is consistent with the coolant temperature difference.
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Table 1. Temperature difference* between MULCH and PLTEMP (Steady state)

Hot Channel Average Channel
Node Cladding Coolant | Cladding Coolant
O C) (C) C)
1 1.028 2.088 0.75 0.672
2 1.03 2.105 | 0.804 0.631
3 1.078 2.173 0.728 0.733
4 1.198 - 2.261 0.736 - 0.739
5 1.17 1.984 0.707 0.662
6 0.755 1.205 0.653 0.633
7 0.846 0.732 0568 | 0.501
8 0.757 0.525 0.581 0351
9 0.53 0.453 0.312 0.293
- 10 0.465 0.319 0.351 0.27

* Temperatlire difference = MULCH -~ PLTEMP/ANL.
Clad temperature refers to the clad/crud outer surface temperature.

Table 1 summarizes the temperature differences for coolant, cladding surface and fuel for each axial
node. It shows that the maximum temperature difference Between MULCH and PLTEMP occurs at
node 4, which is also the hottest node. Overall, MULCH predicts _higher temperature of coolant, cladding
 and fuel. The température difference in the hot channel is higher than it is in the average channel due to
higher heat flux. It is noted that the first five nodes have greater temperature difference than the following
nodes due to bottom peaking of the power distribution. One possible cause for the discrepancy in
coolant temperature is that MULCH réports ‘maximum node temperature (e.g., coolant temperature at -
node outlet) while PLTEMP reports the node-average temperature. Since the difference of the coolant
~ outlet temperatures is small (~ 0.3 °C), it is determined that both éodes are consistent in éalculating the

coolant energy equation.

Table 2 summarizes the comparison of hot channel heat flux and heat transfer coefficient. It shows that
‘ .the heat flux is exactly the same in the two codes. Since the simulation case is steady state, i.e., no boiling
occurs, MULCH and PLTEMP use the same correlation for single phase heat transfer (Chen’s correlation
reduces to standard Dittus-Boelter during single phase ﬂow). Therefore the values of heat transfer
coefficient should be roughly the same. It should be noted that the discrepaﬁcy in cladding-coolant

temperature difference is less than 4% and is consistent with that of heat transfer coefficients.
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Table 2. Comparison of hot channel heat flux, temperature difference* and
heat transfer coefficient (MULCH VS PLTEMP, steady state)

Heat Flux Temperature Difference | Heat Transfer Coefficient
qQ” (W/m?) Tc — Tw (°C) h (W/m? °C)

Node MULCH PLTEMP MULCH | PLTEMP | MULCH PLTEMP
1 4 21E+05 4.21E+05 24.9 25.96 1.69E+04 1.62E+04
2 4.33E+05 4.33E+05 24.7 25.775 1.75E+04 1.68E+04
3 4.52E+05 4.52E+05 24.9 25.995 1.82E+04 1.74E+04
4 4.70E+05 4.70E+05 25.1 26.163 | 1.87E+04 1.80E+04
5 4.06E+05 4.05E+05 21.1 21914 1.92E+04 1.85E+04
6 2.51E+05 2.51E+05 12.8 13.25 1.96E+04 1.89E+04
7 1.65E+05 1.65E+05 8.7 8.586 " 1.89E+04 1.92E+04
8 1.17E+05 1.17E+05 6.3 6.068 1.86E+04 | 1.93E+04
9 9.77E+04 9.77E+04 5.1 5.023 | 1.92E+04 1.94E+04

10 6.95E+04 | 6.95E+04 3.7 3.554 1.88E+04 | 1.95E+04

*Temperature Difference = cladding temperature (Tc) — coolant temperature (Tw)

4. MULCH-II bénchmark study for loss of priihary flow transient using RELAP5-3D

The RELAPS5-3D input model for the MITR 6 MW power uprate was assembled. Analyses are based on a
* steady-state reactor power of 6 MW with an initial flow rate at 2000 gpm for the existing HEU core. For
simplicity, the term “RELAPS5” will be used instead of “RELAP5-3D” in the following description.

Figure 4 is a comparison of the simplified primary loop control volumes of MITR for MULCH and
RELAPS5 code for the LOF transient simulations. Anti-siphon valves (ASVs) and natural convection
valves (NCVs) are also shown in the figures. Both ASV and NCV are very important components for
establishing natural circulation during the loss of primary flow transients. As shown in Fig. 4, it can be
found that RELAPS5 divides the primary loop into more control volumes. In the RELAP5 MITR model,
mixing area is split into three sub-regions and the average channel, hot channel and bypass flow are

separate control volumes.

Convection heat transfer correlations are different in the MULCH and RELAPS codes. MULCH uses
Chen’s correlation for both single and two-phase transfer. For RELAPS, single phase heat transfer
correlations are calculated relying on evaluating forced turbulent convection, forced laminar convection,

and natural convection and selecting the maximum of these three. The correlations are by Dittus-Boelter,



Reduced Enrichment Test and Research Reactors (RERTR) Conference
Prague, September 23-27, 2007

Kays, and Churchill-Chu, respectively. Two-phase heat transfer correlations are calculated by Chen’s

correlation for nucleate boiling and transition boiling; by Bromley correlation for film boiling,

When a pump coast down accident occurs, the reactor will shut down automatically upon receiving a low
primary coolant flow scram signal. In the loss of primary flow simulation, MULCH assumes the reactor
will shut down after 2.3 seconds (one second of instrument delay time and 1.3 seconds for shim blade
insertion) by a step reactivity insertion after the low flow scram setpoint is reached. For RELAPS, it is
- assumed that the reactor will scram by a ramp reactivity insertion with a reactivity insertion of -7.5 beta

(corresponding to MITR shim bank height of 10”) within one second after the scram is initiated.

There are four natural convection valves (NCVs) and two anti-siphon valves (ASVs) installed in the
reactor core tank. During normal operation (forced convection), NCVs and ASVs are closed due to
primary coolant pressure head. Determination of the friction loss coefﬁcients of these ball-type check
valves is givenv in Ref [8]. When the pressure reduces (e.g., pump coastdown), NCVs and ASVs will
open. Natural convection flow is then established within the core tank because of the buoyancy force of
the heated coolant in the core region. In the MULCH simulatio'n. cases, it is predicted that the NCV and
ASV will open at the same time, about 4.4 seconds after the initiating event. For RELAPS, we use this
timing as an assumption to force open the NCVs and ASVs at 4.4 seconds. It is reasonable since RELAPS

adopts the same pump coastdown curve as MULCH.
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Figure 4. Primary loop control volumes for MIT reactor
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Figures 5 and 6 are the calculated flow rates of ASV and NCV. In Fig.5 and Fig. 6, positive flow rate
means it is an “up-flow” or “bypass flow”; if negative, it is a “down-flow” or “natural convection flow”.
As show in Fig. 5, the flow passing through ASV is always a down-flow during the transient, Overall,
RELAPS predicts higher ASV flow rate than the prediction of MULCH. Besides, MULCH predicts the
steady state ASV flow rate of 1.37 (kg/s), which is slightly less than RELAPS’s prediction. of 1.40 (kg/s).
Figure 6 shows that at first, the flow passing through NCV is upward during pump coastdown. MULCH
predicts flow through the NCV would become downward (natural convection flow) at 18.4 second.
RELAPS predicts the natural convection flow established at time equal to 15.0 second. For RELAP5 and
MULCH, the steady-state NCV flow rates are 0.51 (kg/s) and 0.29 (kg/s) respectively.

- Comparison of core flow rate is summarized in Table 3. At the beginning of the transient, MULCH
predicts a higher core flow rate than RELAPS5. After ASV and NCV open (at 4.4 second), the core flow
rate of RELAPS becomes greater than MULCH. Once the natural con_vection flow is established, the core
flow rate would be steady and equal to the summation of ASV and NCV flow rate. It can be found in
Table 3 that RELAPS predicts a higher steady state core ﬂow rate than MULCH, which is con51stent with

 the results shown in Figs. 5 and 6.
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Figure 5. Comparison of ASV flow rate
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Figure 6. Comparison of NCV flow rate

Table 3. -Comparison of primary flow rates throdgh reactor core during LOF transient

Time (sec) Core flow rate (kg/s)
MULCH = .|  RELAPS
0.0 - 1151 115.2
1.0 63.2 56.9
20 - 342 30.6
3.0 18.6 1 16.7
4.0 996 9.04
4.5 - 5.80 v 5.63
5.0 3.46 3.62
60 ‘ 1.74 , .2.60
7.0 1.08 2.10
- 8.0 - 077 1.82
9.0 0.68 1.66
10.0 0.69 1.56
20.0 1.35 1.89
30.0 _ o152 1.91
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MITR-II startup test are coolant temperature measurements from compared with the predictions by
MULCH and RELAPS. The loss of primary flow in MITR-II has been studied in detail by Bamdad [9].
Measured data from thermocouples TC-6, TC-7, and TC-9 are compared with the predicted values of
coolant outlet temperature. Notice that the thermocouples are located in different positions. It is expected
that the measured temperature would fall between the predicted average and peak temperatures (within

experimental error).

Figure 7 shows the comparison of coolant temperature between MULCH and measurements. One can
observe that the predicted values lie above and below ‘the measured values. Figure 8 shows the
comparison of coolant temperature between RELAPS and measurements It can be found that RELAPS
seems to over-predict the peak temperature. I-Iowever in general RELAPS has good performance and the

predicted trend and values are closer to the measured values.
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Figure 7. Comparison of coolant temperature between MULCH and measurement
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5. Conclusions .

Steady state analyses are performed by using the MULCH and PLTEMP codes. Comparison of the
coolant and cladding temperatures shows that the calculated temperatures by MULCH-II code are in_
agreement with PLTEMP. Results of loss of primary flow transients show that RELAPS predicts higher
ASV, NCV and core flow when natural convection is established. RELAPS also predicts that the natural
convection ﬂow will establish earlier that the predlctlon of MULCH.

The calculated outlet coolant temperatures are compared with measurements. Results show that RELAPS
seems to over-predict the peak temperature but the predicted trend and values match the measured values
well. MULCH is less conservative than RELAPS; however it can be used for safety analysis since the

predicted péak values are always higher than the experimental data.

Based on the benchmark analysis results, the MULCH code is qualified for the LEU core conversion
analysis. In the future, a sensitivity study for decay power will be performed. The point kinetics model in
MULCH can also be improved. It can be expected that MULCH will predict better results for loss of

primary flow transient if the step reactivity insertion is replaced by a ramp reactivity insertion.
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Coolant channels along the edges of fuel elements are formed with the minimum
distance between elements given by the condition where the “shoulders” for adjacent fuel
elements are touching. As shown in the fuel element drawing (R3F-201-4), the shoulders

~of an element are 2.405” apart in both the fuel plate and side plate directions.

Calculations of the channel thicknesses as well as hydraulic diameters of different fuel
element orientations are made below. Note that all dimensions listed are nominal values.

Values involving fuel plates are taken from the fin tips.

Interior fuel plate coolant channels:

Spacing between interior fuel plates: 0.078"
Width of coolant channel: 2.308”
. Fin height and width: 0.010”

Hydraulic diameter (De):
Area = (0.078 +0.020) * 2.308 — 2 * 111 * 0.010 * 0.010 = 0.2040 in’
~Pw=((0.078 + 0.020) + 2.308 +2*111*0.010) * 2 =9.252 in
D.=4A/Pw =0.08820 in (0.2240 cm)

Edge fuel plate facing edge fuel plate:

Space from edge fuel plate to end of side plate: 0.044”

Distance from end of side plate to end of other side plate: 2.380”
Distance from shoulder to shoulder along same (fuel plate) axis: 2.405”

Additional gap due to shoulder: (2.405 - 2.380) /2 =0.0125 in



Resultant gap from edge fuel plate to shoulder: (0.044” + 0.0125”) = 0.0565 in

If fuel orientation is fuel plate to fuel plate, total gap between fuel plates is
0.0565 + 0.0565=0.113" -

Hydraulic diameter: :

Area=(0.113 +0.020) * 2.308 — 2 * 111 * 0.010 * 0.010 = 0.2848 in’
Pw=((0.113 + 0.020) + 2.308 + 2*111*0.010) * 2=9.322 in
D.=4A/Pw=0.1222 in - (0.3104 cm)

Edge fuel plate facing side plate:

Distance from side plate to side plate: 2.375”
Distance from shoulder to shoulder along side plate axis: 2.405”
Gap due to shoulder: (2.405-2.375)/2 =0.015”

If fuel orientation is fuel plate to side Dlate, total gap is
0.044 +0.0125 + 0.015=0.0715 in

Hydraulic diameter:

Area = (0.0715+0.010) * 2.308 - 111 * 0010 * 0.010 = 0.1770 in®
Pw = ((0.0715 + 0.010) + 2.308 + 111 * 0.010) * 2 =6.999 in
D.=4A/Pw=0.1012in (0.2570 cm)

Grid at edge of core:

The fuel plates at the edge of the core are next to the reactor grid structure (as shown in - -

“drawings R3S-14-5 and R3S-15-4). The minimum distance from fuel plate to the core
edge is made with the fuel element nozzle placed in the grid as close to the edge as
possible.

Spacing from nozzle to shoulder:
(2.405-2.119)/2=10.143

Element-to-core edge grid spacing 0.245”
Gap from fuel plate to edge of core:
0.245 - 0.143 + 0.044 + 0.0125=0.1585 in

Hydraulic diameter: »
Area = (0.1585 + 0.010) * 2.308 - 111 * 0.010 * 0.010 = 0.3778 in®
Pw=((0.1585+0.010)+ 2.308 + 111 * 0.010) *2="7.173 in
D.=4A/Pw =0.2107 in (0.535 cm)

Thus, from the calculations given above, the interior fuel plate' channels have the
smallest hydraulic diameter.



