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Abstract |

Activities involving regulatory implementation of updated source term information were pursued. These activities |
include the identification of the source term, the identification of the chemical form of 1odine in the source term, and the |
timing of the source term's entrance wito containment. These activities are intended to support a more realistic source term |
for licensing nuclear power plants than the current TID-14844 source term and current licensing assumptions. MELCOR
calculations were performed to support the technical basis for the updated source term.

|
This report presents the results from three MELCOR calculations of nuclear power plant a cident sequences and ‘
presevts compansons with Source Term Code Package (STCP) calculations for the same sequences. The three low-pressure |
sequences were analyzed to identify the materials which enter containment (source terms) and are available for release to [
the environment , and to obtain timing of sequence events. The source terms include fission products and othei materials 1
such as those generated by vore-concrete interactions. All three calculations, for both MELCOR and STCP, analyzed the ‘
Surry plant, a pressurized water reactor (PWR) with a subatmosphenc containment design. ‘
1
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background and Objectives

Activities involving regulatory implementation of updated
source term information were pursued. These activities
include the identification of the source term, the
identification of the chemical form of iodine in the source
erm, and the timing of the source term's entrance into
containment. These activities are intended to support a
more realistic source term for hcensing nuclear poyrer
plants than the current TID-14844 source term and current
licensing assumptions. MELCOR calculations were
performed to support the technical bias for the updated
source term.

This report summarizes the results from three MELCOR
calculations of nuclear power plant accident sequences and
TID-14844 presents comparisons with Source Term Code
Package (STCP) calculations for the same sequences.'
The program task was to run the MELCOR program for
three low-pressure sequences to identify the materials
which enter containment (source terms) and are available
for release 1o the environment, and to obtain timing of
sequence events. The source terms include fission
products and other materials such as those generated by
cofe-concrete interactions.  Afl three calculations, with
both MELCOR and STCP, analyzed loss-of-coolunt
accidents (LOCAS) in the Surry plant, a pressurized water
reactor (PWR) with a subatmosphernic containment design.

In the AG sequence, a large break LOCA, both passive
and active Emergency Core Cooling System (ECCS)
safety systems for protection of the primary system were
assumed to be available until containment failure
occurred.  Containment protective systems available for
use inciuded the containment fan coolers and containment
sprays. Since the containmen! recirculation spray system
coolers were inoperable, there was no capability for
containment heat removal as the accident progressed, For
the small break LOCA’s, $2D and S3D, the ECCS
systems were assumed unavailable, with the exception of
the passive accumulators. For those two accident
sequences, the containment spray systems were fully
operable, including the capability for containment heat
removal via the containment spray recirculation system
voolers.  Since each of the three accident sequences
progressed through core melt, core slumping, reactor
vessel failure, and ex-vessel core-concrete interaction,
they provided a good test of the ability of MELCOR to
simulate integrated accidents that progressed to the point
of radionuclide release to the containment or environment,

7 s report is designed o satisfy the documentation
requirements  of FIN L2486 (Surry MELCOR
calculations) performed for the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) by Sandia National Laboratories
(SNL). The purpose of the report is to compare the
results of three STCP analyses of Surry accident
sequences carmied out by Battelle Memorial Institute
(BMI) for the NUREG-1150 program with new analyses
of the same acaident sequences using MELCOR.

1.2 MELCOR

MELCOR’ began development in 1982 as a fully
integrated, engineering-level computer code that models
the progression of severe accidents in light water reactor
nuclear power plants. MELCOR is being developed at
Sandia National Laboratories for the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission as a second-generation plant risk
assessment tool and the successor to the Source Term
Code Package.” The entire spectrum of severe accident
phenomena, including reactor coolant system and
containment thermal-hydraulic response, core heatup,
degradation and relocation, and fission product release
and transport, is treated i MELCOR mn a unified
framewaork for both boiling water reactors and pressurized
water reactors. MELCOR has been especially designed
to facilitate semsitivity and uncertainty analyses, [ts
current uses include estimation of severe accident source
terms and their sensitivities and uncertainties in & variety
of applications.

The newest version of MELCOR, MELCOR 1.8.2, was
released in May 1993, The Surry analyses documented in
this report were carried out with that release version,

{This report assumes a reader having some famibarity
with MELCOR terminology and capabilities. For those
with little or no previous experience with MELCOR, Ref,
2 18 recommended as a good introduction and source of
background information. )

1.3 Organization of Report

Section 2 contains a brief description of the Surry PWR
with subatmospheric containment design. The AG, S2D,
and 83D accident sequences are summarized briefly in
Section 3. Section 4 descnbes the MELCOR model,
along with features particular to the given accident
sequences bemng analyzed.  Results of the MELCOR
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calculations, along with comparisons to the STCP results,
are presented in Section 5, for each of the three accident
sequences. Section 6 contains & brief summary and
conclusions.
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2 PWR Subatmospheric Containment Design

The MELCOR analyses described in this volume were
based on the Surry Power Station, Unit 1. Operated by
the Virginia Electric Power Company, it is located on the
James River in southeastern Virginia, about 16 kilometers
(10 miles) south of Williamsburg, Virginia, Two umts
are located on the site, with Unit 2 essentially identical to
Unit 1.

2.1 Reactor and Primary System

The nuclear reactor of Surry Unit 1 is a 2441 MWt
pressurized water reactor (PWR) designed and built by
Westinghouse. The Reactor Coclant System (RCS) 1s &
three loop design, with a reactor coolant pump (RCP) and
a U-tube sieam generator (SG) in each loop. In addition,
Loop C contains the primary system pressurizer. Under
normal operating conditions, the RCS operates at ~15.5
MPa (155 bar, 2,250 psia), with a core inlet coolant
temperature of 557 K (543° and a core exit coolant
temperature of 593 K (608°F) The RCS coolant fiow
rate dunng normal operation is 12,688 kg/s (27,972 Ib/s).

The reactor vessel (see Figure 2. 1) contains the core, core
barrel, core support structures, and control rod and
instrumentation component structures. Water from the
SGs 1s pumped through the cold legs by the RCPs to the
reactor vessel (RV) inlet nozzles, transitting the
downcomer and RV lower plenum prior to passing
through the lower core support plate and entering the
core, Moving upward through the core, the coolant flows
out the top and exits the RV via the outlet nozzles,
flowing through the hot legs into the steam generators
again. The reactor core is made up of 32,028 Zircaloy-4
clad fuel rods containing sintered UO, distnibuted in 157
fuel assemblies, The core . ctive height is 3.66 m (12 ft).
RCS overpressure control is assured by three safety
valves set 10 open at 2 nomina! pressure of 17.24 MPa
(172.4 bar, 2,500 psia). Capacity of each safety valve is
36.3 kg/s (B0 Ib/s). Two Power Operated Relief Valves
{PORVs) are available, set 1o relieve RCS pressure when
it reaches 16.2 MPa (162 bar, 2,350 psia). PORV
nominal relief capacity is 22.6 kg/s (49.7 Ib/s).

Safety grade emergency systems are designed to protect
the RCS in the event of an accident. Should normal
feedwater flow be lost, the auxiliary feedwater system
(AFWS) is available to provide coolant to the steam
generator secondaries. The AFWS has three pumps: two
sre driven by electric motors; the third is driven by a
steam turbine. The AFWS takes suction from the

condensate storage tank (CST). The Emergency Core
Cooling System is a suite of systems designed to deliver
coolant water to the reactor vessel in the event of a
LOCA. The ECCS provides makeup water during small
break sccidents when the RCS remains at a relative high
pressuve via three High Pressure Injection System (HPIS)
pumps. These pumps serve as charging pumps under
normal operative conditions. For larger breaks in the
RCS, the Low Pressure Injection System (LPIS) is
available to provide high volume, low pressure coolant
flow to the RCS. Both the HPIS and the LPIS can
function in 8 recirculation mode as well as in an injection
made. In the recirculation mode they take suction from
the containment sump. Surry also has three passive
accumulators fo provide immediate, high flow, low
pressure injection to the RV in the case of large breaks in
the RCS.

2.2 Containment

The Surry containment, designed and buiit by Stone and
Webster, is a reinforced concrete cylinder with a
hemispherical dome. Figure 2.2 shows a cross section of
the containment. The cylindrical portion of the
containment sits on a basemat that 1s 3.05 m (10 ft) thick.
The wall of the cylinder is about 1.3 m (4.3 ft) thick.
The dome thickness 1s about 0.8 m (2.6 ft). A welded
steel liner forms the pressure boundary. Containment
volume is 50,971 m’ (1,800,000 ft"), and the design
pressure is 0.41 MPa (4.1 bar, 45 psig, 59.7 psia). Due
to conservatisms in design and construction, most
estimates of the failure pressure are between two and
three times the design pressure. For the MELCOR
analyses, a containment failure pressure of 0.97 MPa (9.7
bar, 126 psig, 140.7 psia) was used, which identical to
the mean value used for the calculations done for the
Surry plant in support of NUREG-1150" and documented
in the supporting document.*

During normal operation, the interior of the containment
is maintained at about 0.07 MPa (0.7 bar, 10 psia).
Normal containment cooling is by fan coolers, These are
not safety grade, and they will be partially submerged if
the contanment sump is full of water. Emergency
containment beat removal 1s accomplished by the spray
systems. The containment spray injection system (SCIS)
has two trains, each with one pump which takes suction
from the Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST). There
are two containment spray recirculation systems (CSRS;,
each with two trains. Each of the six containment spray
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trains is independent of the other spray systems, except
that each roquires electrical power for the pumps. Each
containment spray recirculation train includes a heat
exchanger that is cooled by the service water system and
a pump that tekes suction directly from the containment
sump. One system has its pumps located inside the
containment and the other has its pumps located outside
the containment.

NUREG/CR-6107

There is no connection between the containment sump and
the reactor cavity at a low elevation in the Surry
containment.  Water from a pipe break in containment
will flow to the sump. The reactor cavity will remain dry
unless the containment sprays operate,
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3 Accident Sequences

The accident sequences analyzed with MELCOR and
documented in this report are described using the
nomenclature originally defined in the Reactor Safety
Study, also referred to as WASH-1400" The AG
accident refers to a large break loss of coolant accident,
and the S2D and S3D accidents refer to small break
LOCA’s, as per the WASH-1400 accident naming
convention, all imtiated when the reactor is at full power.
The accident sequences are defined in the following

paragraphs.
3.1 AG Large Break LOCA Sequence

The AG accident sequence analyzed with MELCOR was
characterized by a 0.74 m (29 in) diameter break in the
Loop A hot leg combined with loss of containment heat
removal capability, but with all the other safety systems
operational Additionally, the Auxiliary Feedwater
System (AFW) remained in operation throughout the
accident, and the steam generator secondaries were
depressunzed 1o a target pressure of 1.31 MPa (13.1 bar,
190 psia) by the operators, starting at 30 min. At the
beginning of the incident, the normal containment cooling
system (fan cooling system) was operating but tnipped off
within & few seconds due to the rise in containment
pressure above the 0.172 MPa (1.72 bar, 25 psia)
setpoint.  The Containment Spray Injection System
mitisted based on this same 0.172 MPa setpoint,
delivering water from the Refucling Water Storage Tank
through the spray nozzles located in the containment dome
and reducing containment pressure in the process.
Concurrently, the passive accumulators and the active
ECCS components, the High Pressure Injection System
and Low Pressure Injection System, provided cooling
water to the core. The combined action of the
containment sprays and ECCS led to rapid depletion of
the RWST and consequent switchover to recirculation
mode. From that point onward, with the Containment
Recirculation Spray System (CSRS) coolers inoperable,
the containment pressure began to nse slowly toward the
containment failure point. Upon containment failure, the
ECCS systems ceased operation and boiloff of the
remaining inventory commenced, leading to core
uncovery, core melting, and vessel breach. When the
core exit gas temperature reached 922 K (1,200°F), the
operators manually opened the pnmary system power
operated relief valve (PORV), although, by that point, the
primary system was already depressurized.

3.2 S2D Small Break LOCA Sequence

This accident sequence was initiated by a 0.05 m (2 in)
diameter break in the Loop A hot leg. The AFW system
was available indefinitely, but all active ECCS systems,
i.e., HPIS and LPIS, were unavailable for injection to the
primary system. Pnmary system passive accumulators
were functional. Once they were discharged, boiloff of
the pnmary system inventory progressed through core
uncovery, core meiting, and vessel breach. Containment
Engineered Safety Features (ESF), containment coolers
and containment sprays, were available from the start of
the accident. The containment coolers were operating at
the beginning of the accident, shifting to high capacity
when the containment temperature reached 3137 K
(105°F). When containment pressure rose to the 0.172
MPa (1.72 bar, 25 psia) setpoint, the contamnment coolers
shut down, and the containment sprays began injecting
water drawn from the RWST. With RWST depletion, the
containment spray system shifted to recirculation mode,
drawing water from the containment sumps and passing it
through the containment spray recirculation coolers prior
to spraying it back into the containment atmosphere.
Operator  depressunzation of the steam generator
secondaries to a pressure of 1.31 MPa (13.1 bar, 190
psia) began at 30 mun, with completion scheduled for 60
min. The primary system was depressurized by the
operators when the core exit gas temperature reached 922
K (1,200°F).

3.3 S3D Pump Seal LOCA Sequence

This accident sequence was imtiated by & very small
break, characterized as a pump seal LOCA, with a total
leak rate at normal operating conditions of 2,839 liters per
mun (750 gpm). For the MELCOR run, all three primary
system loops were given breaks sized to produce leakage
flows of 946.3 liters per min (250 gpm) &t normal system
pressure, All other pertinent scciden! sequence
charactenstics were identical to those specified for the
$2D sequence described in Section 3.2,
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4 MELCOR Plant Model

4.1 General Features

Our MELCOR Surry model was developed from a
MELCOR input deck originally received from the Idaho
Nationa! Engineering Laboratory™ (INEL), which in turn
was based on a SCDAP/RELAPS wnput deck developed by
INELY and subseguently modified by a Sandia Narional
Laboratories analyst for use in station hlackout sequence
calculations."*  For the analyses documented in this
report, that deck was modified further, from a single loop
to a three loop model. ECCS active and passive systems
models were added, along with containment Engineered
Safety Features models. Furthermore, models were
created to sumulate intentional depressunzation of the
steam generator secondanes and manual depressunization
of the primary system when the core exit gas lemperatare
reached & specified valus,

4.2 Nodalization

The MELCOR Surry model for thess caloulations is made
up of 33 contrel volumes (6 for the reactor vessel and
internals, 16 for the primary svstem loops, ¢ for the
steam generator secondares, 6 for the containment, aod
1 for the environment); 67 flow paths (51 internal to the
RCS, 10 mnternai to the containment, 5 connecting the
RCS to containment, and | hinking the contaitnment to the
environment); and 143 heat structures (114 for the RCS
and 29 for the containment). Figure 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 give
4 graphic representation of the basic nodahization used for
the primary system and for the containment, respectively,
of the Surry plani; note that time-specified control
volumes representing SG fzedwater and AFW sources and
sinks, and the environment outside contatnment, are not
shown in these figures, for simplicity

All control volumes were specified to use nopequilibrium
thermodynamics and were specified 1o be vertical
volumes; all heat structures used the stesdy-state
temperature-gradient  self-inttialization option. Detailed
volume-aititude tables and junction flow s gments were
used to correctly represent subcomponents in and between
the major components modelled.

Nodalization of the reactor core, a separale model from
the control volumes listed above, consists of 39 core cells
divided into 3 radial rings and 13 axial levels. Axial
levels 4 through !3 make up the active core region, while
levels | through 3 model the lower plenum, including the
core support plate in level 3. Figure 4.2.3 illustrates the
reactor core nodalization used.

NUREG/CR-6107
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The cavity under the reactor vessel was specified to have
wn internal depth and radius of 1.00 m and 4.28 m,
respectively; the concrete 15 1.302 m thick on the sides
and 3.04 m thick below the cavity.

The hydrogen combustion model in MELCOR was
activated, with all default input settings used. Therefore,
the hydrogen ana oxygen mole fraction limts for ignition
in the absence of igniters were taken as 0.10 and 0.05,
respectively, while the combined H,O and CO; mole
fraction limut for inerting volumes with excessive diluents
was taken as 0.55,

The default classes i the MELCOR RN and DCH
packages were used. Table 4.2.1 containg a hist of the
MELCOR fission product matenal classes, including the
totel radioachve mass nvenlory of each class mitially
aresent; a small fraction of these were specified 10 be in
the pap rather than in the fuel. These calculations were
dong using the CORSOR fission product release maodel.
These wnalvses also were done speafying two MAEROS
components, one for the water (Class 14) and another for
all other aerosols and fission product vapors, and the
detault pumber (five) of aerosol distribution size bins and
s12¢ ban dismeters.

A large number of control functions (435) were used o
track the source term release and subsequent distnbution,
ta determine timing and flow of vanous AFW, ECCS and
spray systems, and to adjust valves and pumps as
vequired. In particular, conatrol functions were used to
track the total and radioactive masses of each class (1)
released from the intact fuel and/or debnis in the vessel
(eather in the core, the bypass or in the Jower plenum),
(2) released from the debris in the cavity, (3) remaining
in the primary system (1.¢., the reactor vessel), (4) in the
contammment, and (5) in the environment. Those control
functions provided time-dependent source term release and
distribution data for subsequent pcotprocessing in & form
more convenient for analysis and evaluation.

4.3 Plant Model Features

MELCOR is sufficiently flexible to allow creation of as
detailed & model as necessary in order to analyze the
accident sequences 1n @ realistic way. The AG accident
sequence required the most complicated input deck, since
both primary ECCS and containment ESF systems were
in operation at some point in the calculetion, Sufficient
modeling input was included to model properly the High
Pressure Injection System (HPIS), the High Pressure
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Recirculation System (HPRS), the Low Pressure Injection
System (LPIS), and the Low Pressure Recirculation
System (LPRS). Detailed modeling of the pnmary system
passive accumulators was included in the station blackout
deck. Models were furmished to simulate the Containment
Spray Injection System (CSIS) and the Containment Spray
Recirculation System (CSRS), including the capability for
simultaneous operation. The contzinment coolers were
modeled for both the normal and enbanced operating
modes,

MELCOR Plant Model

Sources and sinks were utilized to model the Auxiliary
Feedwater System. Control function logic medels were
included to mode! operator depressurization of the steam
generator secondaries at & time of choice, and to model
operator depressurization of the pnmary system via the
Power Operated Relief Valve (PORV) when the core exit
gas lemperature reached 922 K (1,200°F). Funally,
control function logic was included 1o allow the operators
to shift delivery of ECCS water from the cold legs to the
hot legs at the 16 hr mark, as assumed in the AG accident

sequence.

Tahle 4.2.1 MELCOR RN Classes and Initial Inventones

Class Total
Class Name Representative Member Elements Radioactive Mass,
(Kg)
1. Noble Gases Xe He. Ne, Ar, Kr, Xe, Rn, H, N 2A4A483E 402
2. Alkali Metals Cs Li, Na, K, Rb, Cs; Fr, Cu 1.3645E +02 i
3, Alkaline Earths Ba i Be, Mg, Ca, Sr, Ba, Ra, Es, Fm 1.0740E + 02
4. Halogens i F, Cl, Br, 1, At 1. 0545E +01 ;ﬂ
5. Chalcogens Te Q. 8, 5¢, Te, Po 2.1481E +01
6. Platinoids Ru T ST A ER 1.5110E+02
7. Early Transition Elements Mo ;aL\L Fu, o, Mn, W, Ma, Te, 1.7B19E +02
8. Tetravalents Ce 2:" £ 18 i N AT 3. 1440E + 02 E
Al, 8¢, Y, La. Ac, Pr, Nd, Pm,
9, Trnvalents La Sm, Eu, Gd, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, 2.9170E+02
Tm, Yb, Lu, Am, Cm, Bk, Cf
10, Uranium u u 6.1025E+04
11. More Volatile Main Group Cd Cd, Hg, Zn, As, Sh, Pb, T, Bi 7.1‘3502;01
ﬁ 12, Less Volatile Main Group Sn Ga, Ge, In, Sn, Ag 4.0521
E 13. Boron B B, Si, P 0
I 14, Water 4.0 H,0
I 15. Concrete e -
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5 Results and Comparisons with STCP

8.1 General Comments Applicable to
All Three Accident Simulations

For each of the accident sequences simulated with
MELCOR, the fuel release model selected was CORSOR
with surface-to-volume ratio correction. Lased on the
structural response issues expert opinion elicitation used
for the NUREG-1150 study,' the containment failure
pressure was specified at 0.97 MPa (9.7 bars, 140.7
psia). The STCP caleulations defined containment failure
pressure &l 0.93 MPa (9.3 bars, 135 psia) The
MELCOR calculations were run on an IBM RISC-6000
Model 550 workstation, with the AG sequence requining
128,000 seconds of computing time to run through
300,000 seconds of accident time: the S2D sequence used
27,400 seconds to carry the simulation through 50.000
seconds, and the $3D sequence required 93,000 computer
seconds to simulate 100,000 seconds.

5.2 AG Sequence

The AG sccident sequence analyzed with MELCOR was
charactenzed by a 0.74 m (29 in) diameter break i the
Loop A hot leg combined with loss of containment heat
removal capability, but with sli the other safety systems
operational. The main features and astamptions of this
sequences are bnefly described in Section 3.1

5.2.1 Key Events

Table 5.2.1 summanzes the AG accident sequence
predicted timing of events for both the STCP and
MELCOR calculations, starting with accident initiation.
Immediately upon rupture of the 0.74 m (29 i) dameter
Loop A hot leg pipe, {he primary system commenced a
rapid blowdown, pressurizing the containment above the
25 psia containment spray nitiation setpoint in just a few
seconds. Both STCP and MELCOR predicted
contsinment sprays to begin delivery mn less than a minute
after accident mnitation. With the massive blowdown, the
containment sumps fill capidly to a level sufficient to
allow the comtainment recirculation sprays to begin
delivery within a few minutes, adding their flow to that
already present due to the injection sprays.

While the contmnment safety systems were delivering
water through the spray systems, the active and passive
emergency core cooling systems were supplying water 10
the primary. A rather large difference exists between
STCP and MELCOR concerning the time when the
passive accumulators were fully dischurged. STCP

13

predicted 25.1 mun, while MELCOR predicted 1.0 mun.
MELCOR predicted HPIS and LPIS injection to begin just
0.4 min after accident initiation. Since the primary active
ECCS systems, with thewr high flow rates, witiated early
in the accident, the timing of the passive accumuiator
delivery 15 not cnitical to the outcome of the accident
progression. With both containment sprays and ECCS
cperating in the injection mode, the RWST (Refueling
Water Storage Tank) was depleted at the 50 munute mark,
according to the MELCOR simulation, with the
consequent shift from the injection mode to the
recirculation mode for the high pressure and low pressure
ECCS systems. The MELCOR simulation continued 1n
this mode, with sprays and ECCS systems in operation,
up until the 960 nun point, when the operators shifted
ECCS injection from the loop cold legs to the hot legs, as
per emergency procedures, With the containment spray
coolers moperable, there was no way to remove heat from
the containment atmosphere, and it continued to pressurize
in @ linear fashion, STCP predicted containment failure
at 2,054.2 mun, based on a contmnment failare pressure
of 9.3 bare (~ 135 psia), while MELCOR predicted the
contmnment t¢ fail a1 3,540 min, using 0.97 MPa (9.7
bars, 140.7 psia) as the failure pressure. Both codes
assumed ECCS falure within about a minute of
containment failure. At that point, there was no further
source of water 1o the pnmary system, and it entered &
hailoff stage.

STCP predicted the stant of core uncovery at 3,080.6 mus,
and MELCOR predicted this 1o occur &t 3,570.2 min.
MELCOR modeled the core in 3 radial rings and 10 atial
nodes. MELCOR predicted the onset of zircaloy cladding
oxiation st 3.619.6 min, with the imtal gap release
securring @t 3,621.5 min, both i nag 1. MELCOR
predicted the start of core melting in the innermost ring &t
31,665 0 pun. STCP did not differentiate between the
different core components and predicted core melt ‘o
begin at 3,155.6 min. MELCOR calculated the beginning
of core collapse in radial ring 1 at 3 684 3 min, while
STCP calculated giobal core collapse at 3,209.2 mun.
Since the MELCOR analysis produces a more gradual
collapse of the core than STCP, the reactor vessel bottom
head did not completely dry out prior to failure. For the
STCP run, bottom head dryout was predicted at 3,237.6
min, and bottom head failure at 3,371.6 min. MELCOR
calculated fatlure of the bottom head in the region
underneath radial nng 1 at 3,685.4 min. For both the
MELCOR and STCP runs, debris ejection began
immediately, with the entire mass of molten coricm
transferred to the cavity m a single time step for the
STCP run. The MELCOR calculation took on the order
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of 45 min to transfer the core from the vessel to the
cavity. For both codes, as soon as molten corium was
transferred to the cavity, core concrete attack began,
producing serosols and gases in the process. Neither
code predicted deflagrations, as the containment was
steam inerted &t this point.

5.2.2 Primary System Behavior

Figures 5.2.1 through 5.2.4 show primary system
response based on parameters calculated by MELCOR.
Figure 5.2.1 shows the pressure response of the upper
pienum (CV140), the vessel downcomer region (CV100),
and the core (CV120), all virtually identical. Due to the
large size of the break wn hot leg A, the primary pressure
fell very rapidly at the start of the accident, reaching
equilibrium with containment at about the 1 minute mark.
From that point onward, the primary system pressure
tracked containment pressure (presented later in Figure
5.2.7) as it slowly increased to the failure pressure of
0.97 MPa (9.7 bars, 1407 psia). With containment
failure at 3,540 minutes, the primary pressure fell to
atmospheric,

Primary temperatures in the reactor vessel downcomer
and upper plenum control volumes are given in Figure
5.2.2. As long as the ECCS systems injected into the
cold legs, the reactor vessel downcomer volume was &
few degrees cooler than the upper plenum volume. At
960 min, when ECCS flow was shifted from cold legs to
hot legs, the temperatures in the downcomer and lower
plenum volumes became essentially the same. This
remained the case until containment failure at 3,540 mun,
when all ECCS flow was lost to the primary system and
boiloff of the remaining coolant inventory began. At that
point, the temperature of the upper plenum spiked
upward, reflecting the effect of the core uncovery and
melting.

Figure 5.2.3 shows the core exit gas temperature as
predicted in the upper plenum control volume (CV140),
and also the local core fluid temperatures m the
uppermost axial level in each radial nng.  Steam exited
the core at about 400 K (260°F) for the first 960 min. At
that juncture, the temperature of the exiting gas jumped
because the ECCS flow had been redirected from the loop
cold legs to the hot legs. After settling down to about
425 K (305°F) by 1,600 min, the tempersture increased
slowly to around 450 K (350°F) by the time of
containment faiiure, a reflection of the gradual heatup of
the coolant nventory being recycled through the core by
the ECCS systems. With ECCS no longer available, ‘he

NUREG/CR-6107

14

temperature of the gas exiting the core rose to neariy 850
K (1,070°F) at the time of vessel failure.

Figure 5.2.4 is a plo: of collapsed and swollen liquid
levels in the reactor vessel, in the upper plenum, core and
lower plenum. (Dotted lines are provided in the figure
indicating the top-of-core/bottom-of-UP elevation at
6.72197 m and the bottom-of-core/top-of-LP elevation at
3.06437 m, for reference.) There was very little level
swell predicted anywhere in the vessel except in the core.
The core remained fully covered until the 960 min point
o the accident, when the ECCS flow is shifted from cold
legs to hot legs. At that point, the water level in both the
downcomer and the core fell below the top of the active
fuel, even though significant liquid still remained in the
upper plenum. The collapsed hiquid level in the core
dropped 1o about the core midplane, but the significant
level swell in the core kept the swollen leve. near the top
of the active fuel, and thus maintained core cooling.
Water levels then remained about constant until
containment failure at 3,540 min, when E'CS flow was
lost. At that point, the water levels in the vessel dropped
quickly, with all inventory lost at the point of vessel
lower head failure, 3,685 4 mun.

Integrated outflows from the primary system through the
hot leg break and through the vessel breach are given in
Figures 5.2.5 and 5.2.6, respectively; the outflows are
subdivided into liquid water, steam and hydrogen flows in
both cases. As expected in a large break LOCA
sequence, most of the RCS inventory 1 lost as liquid
water out the break. Liquid remaining in the lower
plenum at the time of vessel lower head failure is lost out
the vessel breach to the cavity.

5.2.3 Core Degradation

Figure 5.2.7 through 5.2.9 show cladding temperatures
preficted at different axial levels in the vanous radial
nngs dunng the core damage period. (Recall that
MELCOR modelled the core in 3 radial rings and 10 axial
levels in the active fuel region.) The behavior in all three
nngs is very similar, only slightly delayed in time in the
outer rings due to lower power densities. MELCOR
predicted the start of core heatup in the uppemmost axial
levels immediately sfter core uncovery began. Core
uncovery and core beatup continued with no major
interruption, with cladding oxidation and initial gap
release beginning at ~3,620 min. The core heatup and
damage was quite rapid - MELCOR predicted the start
of core melting in the innermost ring at 3,665 min and



core collapse and lower head penetration failure about 20
min later,

Figure 5.2.10 shows the total masses of core materials
(UQ,, Zircaloy and zirc oxide, stainless steel and steel
oxide, and control rod poison) remaining in the vessel
during the later portion of the AG transient. Figure
5.2.11 shows the same information, but normalized by the
mnitial nisses of each material present. (Note that the
fractions of ZrO, and steel oxide use the initial masses of
aircaloy and stainless steel, respectively, as normalizing
masses, because no oxides are present initially.) Debris
ejection began immediately after lower head failure, and
it took on the order of 45 min to transfer the majority of
the core material from the vessel to the cavity. All the
U0, is transferred to the cavity, as is most of the
unoxidized zircaloy and almost all the oxides; however,
much of the steel in the core support plate and the lower
plenum structure 15 predicted to remain unmelted and in
place even after vessel breach.

The temperature and mass of debris in the lower plenum
(i.e., on the lower head) are presented in Figures 5.2.12
and 5.2.13. There is only a brief period of time when a
substantial mass of debris is found in the Jower plenum,
between initial core plate failure and initial lower head
penetration failure and ejection to the cavity.

5.2.4 Containment Response

Containment pressure and temperature response are
presented in Figure 5.2.14 and Figure 5.2.15 as
calculated by MELCOR and with the corresponding STCP
result [Ref.1, Vol.3, Figures 4.1 and 4.2] given for
comparison. The containment atmosphere pressures and
temperatures predicted by both codes behaved in similar
ways. The pressures and temperatures rose precipitously
in the imtial minutes of the accident, in reaction to the
rapid initial blowdown of primary system coolant, and
then decayed back down to the 0.1 MPa (1 bar, 15 psia)
and 330 K (135°F) range, as relatively cold water was
imjected to the containment volumes by the containment
spray injection system and to the primary system via the
ECCS injection systems. After the RWST was depieted
of cool water, the confainment began its slow heatup and
repressurization, as energy was released to a containment
without capability for heat removal.  During this
pressurization penod, the containment temperature
remained at the corresponding saturation temperature.
The containment pressurized slightly faster in the STCP
analysis which combined with the different failure
pressures assumed in the two analyses caused the
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containment to fail slightly earlier in the STCP calculation
than in the MELCOR calculation. With containment
failure at 3,054.2 min for the STCP calculation and at
3.540.0 mun for the MELCOR calculation, the pressure
and temperature within containment fell rapidly. The
pressure retumed to ambient, while the containment
atmosphere temperature stabilized at around 373 K
(212°F), saturation temperature at ambient atmospheric
pressure.

Figure 5.2.16 shows the mole fractions of steam,
nitrogen, oxygen, hydrogen and other noncondensable
gases in the cavity control volume (CV010). The results
for the cavity control volume atmosphere given in figure
is representative of the other containment control
volumes, and it shows that prior to failure the containment
is steam inerted, After containment failure, practically all
of the noncondensible gases are swept out into the
environment leaving only steam in the containment
atmosphere.  No combustible gas deflagrations are
predicted, by either the MELCOR or STCP codes.

Figure 5.2.17 shows the total decay heat present during
the accident, along with the amount associated with the
cavity after reactor vessel bottom head failure. 1t is
apparent that most of the fission products are retained in
the cavity, either in the conum or in the cavity water.
This 1s due, in part, to the reactivation of the containment
sprays after containment failure.

In the MELCOR calculation being reported here, these
sprays were lost at the ~ 65,000 sec (1,083 min) mark,
due to a control function that checks to see if the sump
water used as the source of inventory for the containment
sprays in recirculation mode is too hot to allow the system
to pump it (& way of looking at NPSH difficulties). If
that 1s the case, the sprays fail. What happened in the run
is that the sprays failed for this reason, and then, with the
containment  failure and depressurization of the
containment back to ambient atmospheric conditions, the
sprays reactivated themselves (not a likely thing to
happen) and began spraying water again, just when the
inventory of aerosols in the containment atmosphere was
richest.

Since the thrust of our work was to estimate the source
term to the containment, it may be immaterial whether the
radionuchides have been washed out of the atmosphere by
the sprays or are located somewhere else. If the
inventory split between pools, deposition onto heatsinks,
and suspension in the containment atmosphere is deemed
critical to the presentation of this report, then the AG

NUREG/CR-6107



5
E

e i

R T RS,

Results and Compasisons

sequence needs to be rerun with containment spray control
parameters adiusted to make the sprays bebave n
whatever manner is deemed most suitable,

The mass of core debris in the cavity, the mass of ablated
concrete, the mass of gas produced, and the total mass of
debris (including core debris together with ablated and
reacted concrete) are presented in Figure 5.2.18, Before
about 4,133 min, the debris in the cavity was primanly
debris ejected from the vessel; after that time significant
core-concrete interaction began and substantial masses of
ablated and reacted concrete were added to the total cavity
debris,

Figure 5.2,19 shows the mass inventories of the metallic
and oxidic debris in the cavity, and Figure 5.2.20 shows
the temperature histories of those debris layers. At around
4,133 min, « CORCON layer flip occurred, tn which the
debris bed switched from #n initial configuration with a
metallic debris layer above a heavy oxsde layer to a laler
configuration with a light oxide layer sbove a metallic
debris layer. This layer flip ocourred when enough
concrete hid been ablated (with its resultant low-density
silicate oxides) to dilute the high-density zirc oxide and
steel oxide debris to an average density value less than the
metallic debris density.

Figure 5.2.21 shows cavity heat sources due to decay heat
and chemucal reactions occurnny in the conum. It is
interesting to note that, for a bnel penod around the
4,133 mun mark, the chermical reaction energy release s
roughly 7 times the magnitude of the energy release due
to decay heat. This ime corresponds to the CORCON
layer flip just described.

The CORCON layer inversion resulted in greatly
increased heat transfer from the melt (o the concrete. The
maximum cavity depth and radius are presented in Figure
§.2.22. The relocation of the metallic layer to the bottom
of the cavity causes an increase in the rate of abiation
vertically downward and halts further radial ablation. The
heat generated by chemical reactions within the cavity
also increases dramatically at this point, as just noted in
Figure ».2.22.

Figure 5.2.23 gives an accounting of the total mass of
non-condensible gases released from the cavity and from
the coze during core damage and duning core-concrete
interaction.  The majority of non-condensible gas
produced is caron monoxide, and the majonty of that
production occwrs in the cavity dunng core-concrete
interaction.
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§.2.5 Fission Product Transport and
Release to the Environment

The overall behavior of fission products released from
fuel is described in Tables 5.2.2 and 5.2.3 and shown
graphically in Figures 5.2.24 through 5.2.47. Tables
$5.2.2 and 5.2.3 give the radionuclide fractional
distribution at the end of the accident simulation, 3,973.1
min for STCP and 5,000 min for MELCOR. Figures
5.2.24 through 5.2.35 show the mass of radionuclides, by
fission product material class, released from the fuel in
both the in-vessel and ex-vessel portions of the accident,
along with a trace giving the sum of the two, all
normalized by the mnitial inventories of each class.
Figures 5.2.36 through 5.2.47 are plots of radionuchide
masses released into the pnmary control volumes, the
containment control volumes, the environment, and a sum
total of the three, also normalized by the initial inventory
present of each class; these latter figures include any
radionuclides suspended in the atmosphere and deposited
in poals and on structures, but do pot include
radionuchides still in the fuel debris in the core and/or
cavity,

Fuel damage does not occur until after failure of the
ECCS systems; and by 7 .at point, the containment has
farled already. Thus, & path to the environment was
available and open when the first gap releases occurred ot
~ 3,620 min. Prior to reactor vessel lower head faslure,
fission products were transported from the primary system
and into the containment via the Loop A 0.74 m (29 in)
diameter hot leg break. At lower head penetration
failure, molten conum was transferred in stages to the
cavity, where further fission product release to the
containment occurred.

When compariag environmental releases between the
MELCOR and STCP simulations, significant differences
exist.  As noted sbove, besides the fact that MELCOR
models revolatization of radionuchdes from the primary
system and STCP does not, it is unclear whether the
containment sprays were in operation at the time of
reactor vessel lower head failure for the STCP run; for
the MELCOR simulation, they were in operation at this
time.

The fractional release of radioouclides into the
contanment and environment combined are roughly the
same between the two runs for the release groups
identified by the representative elements Xe, and Cs.
MELCOR predicts a significantly higher fractional
distribution for Ba and marginally higher for 1.
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MELCOR predicts a higher release for Ru, too; but only
trace amounts are being compared. Both codes prodict
the bulk of the Ru to reman in the core debns in the
cavity. Comparisons between the two codes for fractional
distribution of Ce and La show some differences betweer
trace amounts in the containment and enviroament,
combined, but both codes show nearly all of the inventory
ot these radionuclides residing in the fuel debns in the
cavity,. MELCOR predicted the fractional distribution of
Te for the combined containment and environment to be
significantly less than was predicted by STCP: the
fractional digtnbution in the RCS was smaller for the
MELCOR run, a significantly larger fraction resided in
the cavity, the containment inventory was roughly equal
to the STCP value, but the fraction released to the
environmen: was much less than for the STOP run

Figures 5 2,24 and 5.2 25 show that almost ali of the
Class 1 and Class 2 volatiles are released from the fuel i
the MELCOR calculation, About 60% of that release
occurs tn-vessel, with the remaining = 40% released ex-
vessel in the cavity, Note that Figure 5.2.27 shows a very
sitnilar release pattern for Class 4 (halogens like wdineg,
also considered volatiles) in-vessel, but no additional
release in the cavaty, This is due to a voding problem m
MEeLCOR: the VANESA code, which 15 used 1o caloulate
the ex-vessel release within MELCOR, constders iodine
to be released as Csl: since there s no sepurate Csl class
in these MELCOR calculations, MCLCOR eounts that Csl
release to be a Class 2 (Cs) release (incidentally
expiaining why the total Class 2 release fraction shown
Figure 5.2.25 is greater than 100%, which should be
impossible). Based upon physical insight, the Class 4
release should closely r<semble the Class | and 2 results.

The release behavior predicted by MELCOR can be
grouped into several subdivisions. Assumung the correct
jodine behavior, ~100% of the Class 1, Class 2 and
feorrected) Class 4 radionuclide inventories are released,
about 0% /50% in-vessel and ex-vessel. The next major
rélease fractions are of Ba/Sr (~15%) and Te {(~25%),
hoth mostly predicted to occur in the cavity. About 6-7%
of the Cd and S$n radionuc.ide inventory 18 released, and
about 3% of the Mo radionuciide inventory. (Note that
these amounts consider only the release of radioactive
forms of these classes, and not additional releases of
nonradioactive aerosols from structural materials.)
Finally, a total £0.02% of the initial nventory of the
refractories (Ru, Ce, La and U} are released.

The release patterns become more vunied as the release
amount decreases, Mot of the Class 9 (La) releases are
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predicted te occur in the cavity, similar to the behavior of
Class 3 (Ba) and Class 5 (Te). All of the Class 8 (Ru)
and almost all of the Class 11 (Cd) releases are predicted
to occur in-vessel, Class 7 (Mo), Class 8 (Ce), Class 10
(U) and Class 12 (Sn) have most of therr releases
predicted to occur in-vessel, but a significant, non-zero,
fraction of the iitial inventory of these classes is released
in the cavity.

The released radionuchide distributions are also predicted
to fall into a few subdivisions. All of the noble jases
(Class 1) and sodine (Class 4) are released to the
environment by the end of the MELCOR simulation.
Maost of the Ba, Te and La (290% of tue rmount
releasad) remain in the containment, with ~5% of the
amount released still in the RCS and ~5% lest to the
environment. Afl of the other classes have ~ 75% of the
amount released remaming w the containment, with
~ 18 % of the amount released still mn the RCS and ~10%
lost o the environment,

The total mass =¥ fission products released from the fuel
is shown in Figure 5.2.48 More than half the total
re! se occurs duning inevessel core damage and melt
gjection. The tn-cavity release primarily occurs before the
CORCON layer fiip at around 4,133 min, with very Iittle
release at later tmes. Most of the fission products
released are found in control volumes, i either
wtmosphere or pool, and about 50-70% of the fission
products in the control volumes are vapors rather than
serosols (mostly because aerosols settle out and deposit
onto heal structures more readily), Very few (£5%) of
the fisston products are geposited onto heat structures.

5.3 S2D Sequence

This accident sequence was intated by & 0.05 m (2 in)
diameter break in the Loop A hot leg. The main features
and assumptions controlling this sequence are described
briefly in Section 3.2

£.3.1 Key Events

Table 5.3.1 provides & summary of the event giming for
the S2D accident sequence from both the STCP and
MELCOR calcuiations. The starting point is accident
initiation, when a 0.05 m (2 in) diameter Loop A hot leg
pipe break occurred, and blowdown of the pnmary system
coolant inventory to the containment began. By 1.0 min
in the STCP calculation and 0.3 min in the MELCOR
calculation, the containment fan coolers shifted from
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normal operation to high capacity operation, when the
containment atmosphere temperatuse rose above 313.7 K
(105 °F). According to the accident sequence definition,
the operators took action to depressunze the secondary
side of the stram generators, beginning at 30 mun and
scheduled for completion at 60 min. Initial core uncovery
occurred in the STCP calculation at 41.3 min and at 35.6
min for MELCOR. For both calculations, initial
accumulator delivery commenced after the core had begun
to uncover, at 44.0 min for the STCP calculation and
38.8 mun for the MELCOR calculation. STCP predicted
an uninterrupted delivery of accumulator water to the
primary system that continued until depletion at 65.0 min.
MELCOR predicted delivery in two siages, with the first
finishing at 68.6 min, after having delivered 85 percent of
the total accumulator inventory. MELCOR predicted a
second accumulator delivery of the remaining inventory
between 158.0 min and 158.5 mun after the core had
begun to collapse. Both codes predicted initial
accumulator delivery beginning just after the start of core
uncovery, such that the core was recovered, but then a
second core uncovery occurred. Timuing for the second
uncovery was 114.7 min according to STCP and 101.9
mun for MELCOR. The MELCOR core model consisted
of 3 radial rings and 10 axial nodes. Because of the
recovering of the core with accumulator water, MELCOR
predicted gap release in radial nings 1 and 2 prior to the
onset of zircaloy oxidation. Radial ring 1 gap release was
predicted at 46.5 min, ring 2 gap release at 48. 1 min, and
cladding oxidation at 61.7 min. MELCOR predicted gap
release for radial nng 3 much later, at 135.7 mun, due to
the cooling effect of the accumulator water addition tu the

primary system.

A large difference in timing is evident between the two
codes for their predictions of when the operators
depressurize the primary system via the power operated
relief  valve, (PORV), For both simulations,
depressurization of the primary system was scheduled to
commence when the core exit gas temperature reached
922 K (1,200°F). This occurred for the MELCOR run at
49.0 mun and at 148.0 min for STCP. The difference 1s
not likely to have affected the final source term release to
the contsiament very much. The nodalization of the ¢ wre
in the MELCOR rur, such that the core melts in discrete
stages, is the likely reason for the large timing difference
between the runs.

MELCOR predicted the onset of core melting in the
inside radial ring at 130.0 min, as compared to the STCP
value of 161.6 min. Core slump in the MELCOR run
occurred at 140.0 min, again in radial ring 1, while STCP
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predicted core slump at 176.8 min. STCP indicated
globa! core collapse at 180.6 min, while MELCOR
predicted collapse of the inner core segment, as modeled
by radial ning 1, at 146.7 min.

With the melting and collapse of the core, containment
pressure rose to the initiation setpoint for the containment
sprays, 0.17 MPa (1.7 bars, 25 psia). Two things
happened at that point. The containment coolers tripped
off, and the containment spray injection system, drawing
water from the Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST),
began operation.  STCP predicted the containment sprays
to commence injection at 188.0 mun, while MELCOR
predicted this to occur at 267.0 min. In conjunction with
the Injection Spray System, the Recirculation Spray
System ¢ smmenced operation at 282.4 min for the STCP
simulation and at 272 mun for the MELCOR run. Water
circulation through the Recirculation Spray System coolers
provided heat removal capability for the containment,
While STCP predicted bottom head dryout to occur at
209.2 mun, prior to bottom head failure at 314.4 mun, the
MELCOR run predicted a much earlier localized bottom
head failure i nng 1 at 148.3 min, with water still
remaining .o the lower head at that time. Debris ejection
1o the cavity began immediately upon lower head failure
for the STCP run, with the onset of concrete attack at
315.5 min. For the MELCOR run, debnis ejection to the
cavity was delayed until 164.4 mun, some 16 min after
hottom head failure, due to the more gradual collapse of
the core and the cooling effect of the water resident in the
lower head. MELCOR predicted the onset of concrete
attack and a layer inversion in the cavity at 333.3 min.
STCP predicted corium layer inversion at 372.5 niin.

5.3.2 Primary System Behavior

Conspared to the rapid blowdown exhibited during the AG
sequence large break LOCA, the primary behavior for the
S2D sequence was much more benign in nature.
However, with no Emergency Core Cooling Systems
(ECCS) injecting makeup water t1 the primary system,
the accident progressed with greater rapidity than did the
AG sequence. Figures 5.3.1 through 5.3.4 give primary
svsiem response based on the MELCOR calcuiation.

Figure 5.3.1 shows the primary systeni presswre during
the accident progression for the MELCOR analysis.
After accident initiation, the primary pressure fell quite
rapidly during the first few minutes from normal system
pressure 10 6 MPa (60 bar, 870 psia) and then made a
rapid reversal, climbing back up to 7.4 MPa (74 bar,
1,075 psia) by the 1S min mark. At that point, the



primary pressure stabilized as decreasing primary
inventory was offset by increasingly hot steam exiting the
reactor core upper plenum. At 30 minutes, the first of
several events occurred that reversed the primary
repressurization trend, causing a precipitous drop. The
first event was the operator initiated depressurization of
the steam generator secordaries, beginning at 30 minutes
and concluding at 68.6 minutes. Secondly, as the primary
pressure fell below the passive accumulator setpoint, 4.24
MPa (42.4 bars, 615 psia), they began delivery of water
to the cold legs, MELCOR predicted initial core
uncovery at 35.6 minutes, with accuprulator discharge
beginning at 38.% minutes. Thirdly, MELCOR predicted
that the core exit gas temperature reached 922 K
(1,200°F) at 49 minutes, prompiing the operators to
depressunize the pnimary system by opening the PORV
valve. By approximately the 70 minute mark, the
MELCOR analysis showed the primary pressure reduced
to the I1MPa (10 bar, 145 psia) level, where it remained
until bottom head failure in ning 1 at 148.3 minutes. At
that point, the primary pressure equalized with
containment pressure,

The primary system pressure predicted by STCP [Ref, 1,
Vol. 6, Figure 4.2.50] 1s included in Figure 5.3.1 for
comparison to the MELCOR calculation. The results are
auahitatively very similar for the first ~ 150 mun, with the
MELCOR RCS pressure predicted generally slightly
lower than the STCP predicted response. The
repressunzation at 180-220 mun in the STCP result has no
counterpart in the MELCOR analysis; it corresponds in
timing to the period between core ccllapse (at 180.6 min
for STCP) and bottom head dryout (at 209.2 min for
STCP), and 1s hikely due to boiling off the remaining
lower plenum water inventory. MELCOR fails the lower
head very soon after core collapse (148.3 min and 146,7
mun, respectively), and thus any water left in the lower
plenum simply falls into the cavity, after lower head
failure, the MELCOR RCS pressure calculated remains
essentially at the containment g ressure.

Figure 5.3.2 gives primary temperatures ir ‘he reactor
vessel downcomer and upper plenury ¢ )l volumes.
One must keep in mind that after the onset of debris
ejection at 164.4 min, the downcomer and upper plenum
had been drained of waler, for all practical purposes. The
primary temperatures in the downcomer and upper
plenum were in the 550 K (530°F) range until the start of
operator initiated depressurization of the steam generator
secondaries, when they began a downward trend. An
abrupt temperature spike in the upper plenum temperature
occurred at 39 min, coincides with the delivery of
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accumulator water 1o the core and the resulting rapid
production of steam. This temperature spike is quite
apparent i Figure 5.3.3, the plot of core exit gas
temperature, nsing to near 1,040 K (1,412°F) prior to
falling back to the 600 K (620°F) range at the end of the
initial delivery of accumulator water at 69 min. With the
start of the second core uncovery at 102 min, the upper
plenum temperature began to oscillate between 475 K
(395°F) and 625 K (665°F), while the downcomer
temperature remained about 475 K (395°F). As the core
began to melt at 130 min and progressed into core slump
at 140 mun, the prnmary temperatures began a steady
climb to approximately 1,100 K (1,520°F) by the time of
core collapse. Quenching of the molten corium in the
lower head served to lower the primary temperature
somewhat just prior to vessel failure and subsequent
debnis gjection at 164 min.

Figure 5.3.4 provides a plot of collapsed and swollen
water levels in the reactor vessel, in the upper plenum,
core and lower plenum. (Dotted lines are provided in the
figure indicating the top-of-core/bottom-of-UP elevation
a1 6.72197 m and the bottom-of-core/top-of-LP elevation
at 3.06437 m, for reference.) Since the only source of
water o the pnimary is the accumulators, the collapsed
levels track their performance. Reactor vessel water
inventory fell from the outset, with initial core uncovery
at 35.6 mun. The coolant level continued to decrease until
the accumulators began delivery at 38.8 min and
continued 1o rise until they ceased delivery at 68.6 min,
having successfully recovered the core. From that point
onward, the coolant wnventory decreased, and the
collapsed water level in the reactor vessel fell in a linear
fashion. The core uncovered for the second time at 101.9
min and was almost completely voided at the time of
vessel failure, 148.3 min. As seen for the AG sequence
in Figure 5.2.4, there was very little level swell predicted
anywhere in the vessel except in the core. The core
coll _sed and swollen liquid levels both fell even during
those penods when significant liquid still remained in the
upper pienum. The significant level swell in the core
during ihese periods helped maintaia core coolirg.

Integrated outflows from the primary system through the
hot leg break and through the vessel breach are given in
Figures 5.3.5 and 5.3.6, respectively; the outflows are
subdivided into liquid water, steam and hydrogen flows in
both cases. Most of the RCS inventory is lost as liquid
water out te bicak. Liquid remaining in the lower
plenum at e time of vessel lower head failure is lost out
the vessel breach to the cavity. Note that relatively less
inventory is lost out the small break and relatively more
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ot the vessel breach than predicted for the jarge break
LOCA in the AG sequence (Figures 5.2.5 and 5.2.6).

5.3.3 Core Degradation

This core partial uncovery, recovery and final uncovery
is also visible in the core temperature response predicted.
Figures 5.3.7 through 5.3.9 show cladding temperatures
at various levels in the different rachal nings during the
core damage period. The behavior in all three nings is
very similar, only slightly delayed in tume in the outer two
rings due to lower power densities. MELCOR predicted
cors heatup in the uppermost axial levels beginning 2!
about 35 min, when the core first uncovers, By about 50
min, the upper half of the core showed elevated clad
temperatures.  Accumuiator injection interrupled core
upcovery and heatup, with almost all of the core
recoversd to saturation temperatures by 70 min.  Afier
that ime, with the loss of the acoumulator waler injection,
the core began to heat up agein and damage was guite
rapid - MELCOR predicted the start of core melting in
the innermost ring at 149 mun and core collapse and lower
head penetration fatlure abouat {0 mun later,

Figure 53,10 shows the total masses of core matenals
(UQ;, Zucdloy and zire oxide, steel and steel oxide, and
control rod poison) remainug in the vessel during the
S2D  transient. Figure 53,11 shows the same
mformation, ut normaiized by the imitial masses of vach
matenal present. {Note that the fractions of Zr0; and
steel oxide use the imtial masses of zircaloy and stanless
steei, respectively, as normalizing masses, because no
oxides are present initially.) Debris gjection began about
15 min after lower head falure. As in the AG-sequence
results shown in Figures 5.2.10 and 5.2.11, all the U0,
is transferred to the cavily, as is 105t of the unoxidized
zircaloy and the oxid.s; however, much of the structural
steel in the lower phmum and core support plate is
predicted 10 remain unmelied and in place even after
vessel breach,

The temperature and mass of debris in the lower plenum
{1.¢., on the lower head) are presented in Figures 5.3.12
and 5.3.13. There is only & bnef period of time when a
substantial mass of debris 1s found in the lower plenum,
between imtial core plate failure and initial lower head
penetration failure and ejection to the cavity. Again, this
15 quite similar 10 the corresponding results for the AG
sequence given in Figures 5.2.12 and 5.3,13, except in
timing.

NUREG/CR-6107

20

5.3.4 Containment Response

The containment pres-ure and temperature response, for
both the MELCOR and the STCP calculations, are
presented in Figure 5.3.14 and Figure 5.3.15. (The
STCP results are taken from Ref. 1, Vol. 6, Figures
4.2.55 and 4.2.56.) Qualitatively, the predictions made
by both codes conceming containment pressure and
temperature were sumnilar, although the timing of the
events varied between the two codes.  Pressure und
temperature spikes attripuable to hydrogen deflagrations
for the MELCOR run are the major difference betwean
the two. The STCP analyais did not allow hydrogen
bums to occur.

Both codes predicted & relatively rapid nise in contamment
pressure after accident initiation as blowidown from the
primary system entered the coninment via the break.
With depressunzation of the sleam geperator secondanes
commencing at 30 min, the coptainment pressurizatior
curve hegan to turn over, almost reaching the 0,172 MPa
(1.7 bar, 25 pma) conteirment spray initistion seipoist in
the STCP calculation prior to falling off at the 65 min
mark, MELCOR predicted the containment pressure o
rise 1o 0.134 MPa (1.34 bar, 19.4 psig) at 39 min, when
the effects of steam generator secondary depressunzation
and accumulator delivery 1o the primary helped reduce
containment pressure o approximately (0,126 MPa (1.26
bar, 18.3 psia) by 68.6 mn, when bath imiual
accumulator  water delivery and secondary side
depressunzation were completed.

The STCP calculation predicted a repressurization of the
containment up to the containment spray initiation setpoint
of 0.172 MPa (1.72 bar, 25 psia) at 188 min, followed by
a steep decline in containment pressure as the containment
sprays injected relatively cool water from the RWST until
it was depleted at 282 mun. At that pomnt, with
containment pressure at approximately 0.09 MPa (0.9 bar,
13 psia), the containment recirculation sprays began
operation. Their coolers were operable, but were unable
to fully counteract the increase in containment pressure
that ocourred as the core melted, rupturing the reactor
vessel lower head, and fell into the cavity at 315 nun. By
definition, the STCP analysis did not allow the r lten
corium in the cavity to be quenched. By the end oi the
run &t 915.5 min, the containment pressure had risen,
gradually after corrum layer inversion had been completed
at 372.5 min, to 0.14 MPa (1.4 bar, 20.3 psia), well
below containment failure pressure.




The MELCOR analysis predicted a similar type of
behavior, with the added spice of hydrogen deflagrations
thrown in for good measure. After the end of accumulator
delivery to the primary, the containment pressure rose to
approximately 0.14 MPa (1.4 bar, 20.3 psia) by the time
of debns ejection, 164.4 min. Along with debns ejection,
& hydrogen deflagration in the cavity caused & small
containment pressure spike up to 0.16 MPa (1.6 bar, 23.2
psis). After decaying, the containment pressure began to
nse again, as the corium in the cavity reacted with the
concrete, adding noncondensible gases to the containment
atmosphere. Contair ‘nent pressure rose to the 0.172 MPa
(1.72 bar, 25 psia) level at 267 min in the MELCOR
calculation, and the resulting containment spray injection
flow helped to lower containment pressure back down to
the 0.09 MPa (0.9 bar, 13 psia) level by 300 mun, much
the same as had happened with the STCP run. From that
point, the MELCOR analys:s predicted two distinct sets
of hydrogen deflagrations involving numerous containment
and primary system volumes, st the 310 mun and 332 min
marks. The first raised containment pressure by just a
few har, and the second caused a more pronounced spike
up to 0.24 MPa (2.4 bar, 34.8 psia), the maximum
containment pressure witnessed dunng the MELCOR
analysis. A third series of hydrogen deflagrations
occurred between 385 min and 470 min, raising
containment pressure to about 0.125 MPa (1.25 bar, 18.1
psia) by the 470 min mark. At the end of the MELCOR
simulation, 833.4 nun, the containment pressure had risen
slightly, to 0.14 MPa (1.40 bar, 20.3 psia), exactly the
same as predicted by the STCP analysis.

Little needs to be said concerning the containment
atrnosphere temperature plot, Figure 5.3.15, except to say
that once the containment atmosphere became saturated
early in the accident analysis, it remained saturated, and
the containment atmosphere temperature reflected that
condition. The STCP plot of containment atmosphere
temperature 18 8 more benign trace since it does not
reflect the spikes caused by hydrogen deflagrations that
are present in the MELCOR plot

Figures 5.3.16 and 5.3.17 show the mole fractions of
steam and noncondensables in the cavity and containment
dome control volumes, respectively, Since the
containment was not steam inerted at the time of fower
head failure and debns ejection, bydrogen deflagrations
occurred in containment for the MELCOR analysis,
inttially in the cavity volume. Later deflagrations were
distnbuted throughout the containment volumes. None
threatened containment integnty. The STCP analysis did
not consider hydrogen deflagrations. Figures 5.3.18
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through 5.3.23 provide information concerning decay
heat, both total and the portion connected with the cavity,
along with cheractenstics of the debnis resident in the
cavity after Jower head failure. By the end of the
MELCOR anaiysis, the conum debns temperature was
approximately 1,650 K (2,510°F) and trending downward
slowly.

5.3.5 Fission Product Transport and Release
to the Environment

The STCP analysis did not look at source term releases
for the 52D accident. The following discussion therefore
refers solely to MELCOR source term results. (Recall
that, for reference, Table 4.2.1 gives the list of the
MELCOR fission product classes and their total
radioactive mass inventonies.) Table 5.3.2 gives the
radionuchide fractional distribution at the end of the
MELCOR analysis, 833.4 mun. Figures 5.3.25 through
5.3.36 show the radionuclide mass fraction, according to
fission product class, released from the fuel in the in-
vessel and ex-vessel portions of the accident, accompanied
by & trace showing the total of the twe., Figures 5.3.37
through 5.3.48 give plots of radionuclide masses in the
primary, containment, environment, and & sum total of all
three, all as a fraction of the imitial class nventory
present. Since the containment was not predicted to fail,
no releases to the environment occurred.

Significunt radionuclide releases from the fuel occurred at
the outset of core melt, ~ 130 mun, and continued through
the remainder of the in-vessel portion of the accident and
on into the ex-vessel segment. Transportation to the
containment for the more volatile radionuclide classes was
rapid, while the less volatile classes showed significant
release from the fuel after it had reiocated to the cavity.
Generally, for the noble gases, halogens, and main group
metals, releases to the containment were finished by 250
min. The other radionuciide groups were slower,
completing their releases from the fuel mass to the
containment by approximately 330 min. After ths point,
very little release of radioactive radionusades to
containment occurred.

As discussed in Section 5.2.5 for the AG sequence
results, Figures 5.3.25 and 5.3.26 show that almost all of
the Class 1 and Class 2 volatiles are released from the
fuel in the MELCOR calculation. About 50% of that
release occurs in-vessel, with the remaining 50 % released
ex-vessel in the cavity. Note that Figure 5.3.28 shows a
very similar release pattern for Class 4 (I) in-vessel, but
no additional release in the cavity. This is because
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VANESA, which is used to calculat the ex-vessel relcase
within MELCOR, considers iodine to be released as Csl;
since there 1s no separate Csl class in these MELCOR
calculations,. MELCOR counts that Csl release to be a
Class 2 (Cs) release (also explaining why the total Class
2 release fraction shown in Figure 5.3.26 is greater than
100% ). Based upon physical nsight, the Class 4 releasc
should closely resemble the Class | and 2 resuits.

The release behavior predicted by MELCOR can be
grouped into several subdivisions. Assuming the correct
iodine behavior, ~100% of the Class 1, Class 2 and
(corrected) Class 4 radionuchide inventornies are released,
about S0%/50% in-vessel and ex-vessel. The next major
release fractions are of Ba and Te (~30%), both mostly
predicted to occur in the cavity. About 12-14% of the Cd
and Sn radionuclide inventory is released, and <3% of
the Mo radionuchde inventory. (Note that these amounts
consider only the release of radioactive forms of these
classes, and not additional releases of nonradioactive
acrosols from structural matenals.) Finally, a total
<0.3% of the mtial inventory of the refractories (Ru,
Ce, La and U) are released. The release pattems are very
similar to the release patterns predicted for the AG
sequence. Most of the La releases are predicted to occur
in the cavity, similar to the behavior of Ba and Te. All
of the Ru and almost all of the Cd releases are predicted
to occur in-vessel. The remaining classes, Mo, Ce, U
and Sn, have most of their releases predicted to occur in-
vessel, but a significant fraction occurs 1n the cavity.

The released radionuclide distributions are also predicted
to fall into & few subdivisions. Except for the differeace
that with no containment failure there is no release to the
environment, the distribution patierns predicted by
MELCOR for the S2D sequence resemble those obtained
for the AG sequence. All of the noble gases (Class 1)
and 1odine (Class 4) are in the containment by the end of
the MELCOR simulation. Most of the Ba, Te and La
(&95% of the amount released) are in the containment,
while all of the other classes also have most of their
released inventory (~90% of the total released) in the
containment.

The total mass of fission products released from the fuel
15 shown 1n Figure 5.3.49, About half the total release
occurs during in-vessel core damage and melt ejection.
The in-cavity release primanly occurs before the
CORCON layer flip after 300 min, with very little release
at later times. Most of the fission products released are
found in control volumes, in either atmosphere or pool.
and about 50-70% of the fission products in the control
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volumes are vapors rather than aerosols (mostly because
aerosols settle out and deposit onto heat structures more
readily). Relatively few fission products (s5%) are
deposited onto heat structures in this sequence.

5.4 S3D Sequence

This accident sequence was initiated by a very small
break, characterized as a pump seal LOCA, with a total
leak rate at normal operating conditions of 2,836 liters per
min (750 gpm). All other pertinent accident sequence
charactenistics were identical to those specified for the
$2D sequence described in Section 3.2.

£.4.1 Key Events

The summary of event timing for the S3D accident
sequence 18 provided in Table 5.4.1, for both the STCP
and the MELCOR calculations. The accident initiating
event was & pump seal LOCA with a total leak rate to
containment of 2,839 litters per mun (750 gpm) at normal
primary system operating pressure. For the MELCOR
analysis, each primary system Joop was provided with a
break in the pump suction control volumes (CV220,
CV320, and CV420) sufficient to produce a 946 liters per
min (250 gpm) leak rate at normal system operating
pressure. The STCP analysis utilized a single break sized
to allow the total 2,839 liters per min (750 gpm) flow
rate. The containment fan coolers shifted from normal
operation to high capacity operation when the containment
atmosphere temperature rose above 383.7 K (105 °F), at
I min in the STCP calculation and 0.4 mun in the
MELCOR calculation. By accident sequence definition,
the operators began manual depressunization of the steam
generator secondanes at 30 min for both STCP and
MELCOR, aiming to reach a target pressure of 1.31 MPa
(13.1 bar, 190 psia) by 60 min. The STCP analysis
predicted imitial accumulator delivery at 40 min, while
MELCOR predicted it to occur at 38.8 min. As with the
S2D calculation, the MELCOR accumulator flow was
divided into two distinct segments, with the initial
delivery of 80 percent of the total accumulator inventory
accomplished by 113.3 min. The MELCOR calculation
predictad & second, and final accumulator discharge from
656 min through 701 mun, after the onset of core melt and
slumping. The STCP analysis modeled a single delivery
of accumulator water that was completed at 80.5 min.

Cere uncovery began at 525.4 min for the STCP analysis
and at 590.6 min for the MELCOR calculation. The
MELCOR nodalization of the core consisted of 3 radial



nngs and 10 axial nodes. MELCOR predicted gap
release in radial ring 1 at 606.2 min, shortly after the
onset of core uncovery. Ring 2 gap release was predicted
at 60B.6 min, with ning 3 following &t 617.3 min.
MELCOR predicted cavity debris layer inversion at 900
min.

Since the STCP code predicted a maximum containment
pressure of 0.152 MPa (1.52 bar, 22 psia) sround the 700
min mark, the containment sprays never reached their
actuation setpoint of 0.172 MPa (1.72 bar, 25 psia). On
the other hand, MELCOR predicted the containment spray
injection system to initiate at 851 min, followed shortly
thereafter at 855 min by the containment spray
recirculation system. The reason for their operation was
a set of hydrogen deflagrations that occurred in the
containment volumes, beginming at 849.3 min and
continuing for 40 seconds, that drove the containment
pressure above the 0.172 MPa (1.72 bar, 25 psia) spray
initiation setpoint. The STCP calculation did not allow
hydrogen combustion. A second set of two relatively
weak hydrogen deflagrations occurred in the pressunzer,
at 961.6 min and 990.4 mun, xfter the lower head had
failed, barely causing a blip in the containment pressure,
The MELCOR calculation predicted depletion of the
Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST) at 944 min, at
which point the containment spray injection system ceased
operation, leaving the containment spray recirculation
system, with its operable coolers, as the sole source of
containment heat removal. The STCP calculation was
halted at 1,450 mun, while the MELCOR run was stopped
at 1,667 mun.

£.4.2 Primary System Behavior

Because of the relatively small leak rate from the primary
system, the S3D accident takes a significant period of
time to develop, even though there is no active source of
coolant injection. Figure 5.4.1 through 5.4.4 provide
information concerning primary system response based on
the MELCOR calculation.

Figure 5.4.1 shows the primary system pressure as it fell
from normal operating pressure to the 8.0 MPa (80 bar,
1,160 psia) range duning the initial stages of the
calculation, where it remained until the beginning of
operator  depressunization of the steam generator
secondaries at 30 min, Successful completion of this
procedure, along with delivery of water to the pnmary
system from the passive accumulators, helped to reduce
the primary system pressure to the 1.6 MPa (16 bar, 230
psia) range by 130 mun. The pnmary pressure remained
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at that level until the operator manually depressunized the
system at 617 mun, causing it to fall. By the time of
lower head ‘eilure at 740 mun, the primary pressure had
decreased tu approximately 0.5 MPa (5 bar, 73 psia).
After lower head fulure, primary pressure was very close
to containment pressure.

The primary system pressure predicted by STCP [taken
from Ref. 1, Vol. 6, Figure 4.2.41] is included in Figure
5.4.1 for companson to the MELCOR calculation. The
results from the two codes are qualitatively very similar,
with the MELCOR primary system pressure predicted
generally slightly lower than the STCP predicted response
for the first ~750 min (before vessel breach brings the
RCS pressure to the containment pressure). The large
pressure spike at 700-750 mun in the STCP result has only
a tiny counterpart in the MELCOR anaiysis. This
companison between MELCOR and STCP predictions is
very simular to the companson for the S2D sequence
presented in Figure 5.3.1. As with the S2D sequence
results, the timing of the pressure spike corresponds to the
time between core collapse (at ~710 mun for STCP) and
bottom head dryout (at ~740 min for STCP), and 1s
hikely due to boiling off the remaining lower plenum
water inventory. As in the AG sequence, MELCOR
predicts the lower head failure very soon after predicting
core collapse (739.9 min and 739.0 min, respectively),
and thus any water left in the lower plenum simply falls
into the cavity; after lower head failure, the MELCOR
RCS pressure remains essentially ot the containment
pressure

Figure 5.4.2 gives pnmary temperatures in the reactor
vessel downcomer and upper plenum control volumes.
Figure 5.4.3 provides a plot of the core exit gas
temperature. From these plots 1t can be seen that the
primary temperatures fell from the 575 K (375°F) range
in the initial s.ages of the calculation, to approximately
480 K (404°F) by the end of the manual operation to
depressunize the steam generators and the end of the first
accumulator inventory delivery. Both downcomer and
upper plenum temperatures remained in that range until
the beginning of core melting at 525 min, when the upper
plenum temperature began to rise precipitously to
approximately 1,400 K (2,060°F) by 656 min. At that
point, MELCOR predicted the remainder of the
accumulators  finally depleted, the upper plenum
temperature climbed quickly, reaching the 1,050 K
(1,430°F) range at the time of bottom head failure, 740
min. After that point, the downcomer and upper plenum
have been completely drained of coolant, for all practical

purposes.
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Figure 5.4.4 gives a plot of the collapsed water leveis in
the reactor vessel. The levels track the performance of
the accumulators, since they are the only source of water
1o the pnmary. As can be discerned from the plot, the
core remained covered until 591 mun, when the upper
pleoum voided, and the collapsed water level dropped
below the top of the core. From that point, the collapsed
water level fell off rather rapidly, and the core was
completely voided by the time of core collapse and bottom
bead failure, 739 min.

Figure 5.4.4 is a plot of collapsed and swollen liquid
levels in the reactor vessei, in the upper plenum, core and
lower pleaum. (Dotted lines are provided in the figure
indicating the top-of core/bottom-of-UP elevation at
6.72197 m and the bottom-of-core/top-of-LP elevation at
3.06437 m, for reference.) There was very little level
swell predicted anywhere in the vessel except in the core.
The core remained fully covered until the 960 min point
in the accident, when the ECCS flow is shifted from cold
legs to hot legs. At that poant, the water level in both the
downcomer and the core fell below the top of the active
fuel, even though significant liquid still remained in the
upper plenum. The collapsed liquid ievel in the core
dropped to about the core mudplane, but the significant
level swell in the core kept the swollen level near the top
of the active fuel, and thus maintained core cooling.
Water levels then remained about constant until
containment failure at 3,540 min, when ECCS flow was
lost. At that point, the water levels in the vessel dropped
quickly, with all inventory lost at the point of vessel
lower head failure, 3,685 4 pun.

Integrated outflows from the pnimary system through the
pump seal leaks and through the vessel breach are given
in Figures 5.4.5 and 5.4.6, respectively; the outflows are
subdivided into liquid water, steam and hydrogen flows in
both cases. Most of the RCS inventory is lost as liquid
water out the pump seal leaks until vessel failure occurs;
liquid remaining in the lower pienum at the time of vessel
lower head failure is lost out the vessel breach to the
cavity.

5.4.3 Core Degradation

Figures 5.4.7 through 5.4.9 show cladding temperatures
at vanious levels in the three radial rings during the core
damage period. The behavior in all three rings is very
similar, only slightly delayed in time in the outer rings
due to lower power densities. MELCOR predicted
intermittent core heatup 1n the uppermost axial level

NUREG/CR-6107

beginning at about 200 min. Significant core heatup began
after 590 min, when accelerated core uncovery began, and
the core damage process was quite rapid -~ MELCOR
predicted the start of core melting in the innermost ring at
625 min and core collapse and lower head penetration
failure about 2 hr later.

Figure 5.4.10 shows the total masses of core materials
(UQ,, Zircaloy and zirc oxide, steel and steel oxide, and
control rod poison) remaining in the vessel during the
S3D transient. Almost all the core material is transferred
to the cavity soon after vessel breach. All the UQ, is
transferred to the cavity, as is most of the uncxidized
zircaloy, the oxides and the control rod poison; however,
much of the structural steel in the lower plenum is
predicted to remain unmelted and in place even after
vessel breach. Figure 5.4,11 shows the same information,
but normalized by the initial masses of each material
present. (Note that the fractions of ZrO, and steel oxide
use the nitial masses of zircaloy and stainless steel,
respectively, as normalizing masses, because no oxides
are present initisily.)

The temperature and mass of debris in the lower plenum
{i.e., on the lower head) are presented in Figures 5.4.12
and 5.4.13. There is only & brief penod of time when a
substantial mass of debris is found in the lower plenum,
botween initial core plate failure and initial lower head
penetration failure and ejection to the cavity.

5.4.4 Containment Response

The conwainment pressure and temperature response, for
both the MELCOR and the STCP analyses, are given in

Figure 5.4.14 and Figure 54.15. (The STCP resuits
were obtained from Figures 4.2.46 and 4.2.47 in Ref.1,
Vol. 6.) Although the timing of events varies between the
two analyses, the progress of the accident is similar,
qualitauvely.  The major difference between the
containment response is driven by the fact that MELCOR
allowed hydrogen deflagrations to occur, while STCP did
not. Each code predicted 1 relatively benign rise in
containment pressure during the initial minutes of the
calculations. The STCP calculation showed a containment
pressure rise to just under 0.1 MPa (1 bar, 14 psia) at 55
min, after which it leveled off and fell to the 0.09 MPa
(0.9 bar, 13 psia) range. The MELCOR code predicted
similar containment response, with an initial pressure rise
to 0.08 MPa (0.8 bar, 11.6 psia) and then s general
leveling off of the containment pressure as the primary
system coolant level slowly fell. Both codes predicted &




pronounced increase in containment pressure after the
core uncovered, began to overheat, and the operators
manually depressunized the primary sysiem via the
PORV. For the STCP analysis, this occurred at 658 min,
with the containment pressure nsing from 0.09 MPa (0.9
bar, 12.75 psia) to 0.11 MPa (1.1 bar, 16.5 psia) by 687
min, when core melting commenced. At that point in the
STCP analysis, the containment pressure spiked upward,
reaching 0.15 MPa (1.5 bar, 22 psia) by 717 mun, the
time of core collapse into the lower head. Containment
pressure gradually trailed off afterwards, falling to 0.125
MPa (1.25 bar, I8 psia) by the time of bottom bhead
fuilure and the commencement of core-concrete
interaction, 850 min. Thereafter, with no containment
sprays in operation, the containment pressure rose
gradually to 0.15 MPa (1.5 bar, 22 psia) by the end of
the calculation at 1,450 mun.

After the PORV was manually opened 2t 617 min in the
MELCOR analysis, containment pressure rose from 0,085
MPs (0.85 bar, 12.3 nsia) to 0.1 MPa (1 bar, 14.8 psia)
by the time of core collapse into the lower head, 739 min.
From that point, containment pressure increased further
to 0.14 MPa (1.4 bar, 20 psia) by 833 mun, well after
lower head failure and corium transfer to the cavity had
occurred. The lerge hydrogen deflagrations that occurred
in the MELCOR calculatnon at that point caused the
containment pressure to spike upward to ~0.39 MPa (3.9
bar, 56.6 psis), after which it decayed rapidly due to the
cooling effect of the containment injection spray system
that began operation at 851 mun. By the time the injection
spray system had depleted the RWST at 944 min, the
containment pressure had fallen to 0.08 MPa (0.8 bar,
11.6 psia). From that point onward, only the containment
recirculation spray system was functioning, and the
containment began to repressurize as energy and
noncondensible gases were added from the core-concrete
interaction, By the end of the MELCOR accident
calculation, the containment pressure had climbed back up
to 0.115 MPs (1.15 bar, 16.7 psia) and was changing
very litle.

Figure 5.4.15 gives the containment atmosphere
temperature plots. The temperatures reflect a saturated
containment stmosphere after the initial stages of the
sccident. As expected, the MELL.COR temperature plot
shows a divergence in the temperature of the cavity
atmosphere after lower head failure and relocation of the
corium to the cavity, The STCP temperature trace is
more benign since it does nul reflect the effects of the
hydrogen deflagrations’that are present in the MELCOR
plots.

Resuits and Comparisons

Figures 5.4.16 and 5.4.17 present the mole fractions of
steam and noncondensables in the cavity and containment
dome control volumes, respectively. For the MELCOR
analysis, the containment was not steam inerted at the
time of lower head failure and debris ejection, and large
hydrogen deflagrations occurred throughout the
containment at that point. Containment int2grity was not
threatened by the pressure rise that resul'ed. Figures
5.4.18 through 5.4.24 provide information concerning
decay heat, both total and the portion connected with the
cavity, along with characteristics of the debris 1esident in
the cavity after lower head failure. At the end of the
MELCOR analysis, the corium debris iemperature was
approximately 1,650 K (2,510°F) and showing no signs ot
changing very much.

£.4.5 Fission Product Transport and
Release to the Environment

The STCP analysis did not look at source term releases
for the S3D accident. Thus, the following discussion
refers solely to MELCOR source term results. For
reference, Table 4.2.1 gives the list of the MELCOR
fission product classes and their total radioactive mass
inventories. Table 5.4.2 gives the radionuclide fractional
distribution at the end of the MELCOR analysis, 1,667
min. Figures 5.4.25 through 54.36 show the
radionuchide mass fraction, according to fission product
class, released from the fuel in the in-vessel and ex-vessel
pertions of the accident, accompanied by a trace showing
the total of the two. Figures 5.4.37 through 5.4.48 give
plots of radionuclide masses in the primary, containment,
environment, and a sumn total of all three, all normalized
to the initial inventory of each class present in the core.
As in the §2D analysis, since the containment was pot
predicied to fail, no releases to the environment occurred.

Significant radionuclide releases from the fuel occurred at
the onset of core meling, ~625 min, and continved
through the remainder of the in-vessel portion of the
sccident and on into the ex-vessel segment.
Transportstion to the containment for the more volatile
radionuchide classes was practically complete by the time
of lower head failure at 740 min. Less volatile classes
showed significant release from the fuel dunag both the
in-vessel and ex-vessel phases of the calculation. In
general, radionuclide releases from the fuel were
completed by the 850 min mark, with the exception of
Te, which exhibited a prolonged ex-vessel release that
lasted until the 1,170 min mark.
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The same problem with ex-vessel iodine release identified
in the AG and 52D sequences is found in the S3D
sequence results. Figures 5.4.25 and 5.4.26 show that
almost all of the Class 1 and Cilass 2 volatiles are released
from the fuel in the MELCOR calculation. For the §3D
sequence zlmost all that release occurs in-vessel, with
£ 5% released ex-vessel in the cavity. Note that Figure
5.4.28 shows a very similar release pattern for | in-vessel,
but no additional release in the cavity. As discussed in
Sections 5.2.5 and 5.3.5, the "missing” iodine relesse is
found in Figure 5.4.26 in the > 100% release total for
Cs. One would expect the Class 4 release to closely
resemble the Class 1 and 2 results.

Much larger in-vessel releases are predicted to occur
during the S3D sequence than in the AG and S2D
sequences.  Assuming the correct iodine behavior,
~100% of the Class 1, Class 2 and (corrected) Class 4
radionuclide inventories are released, almost all in-vessel
(as in the AG and S2D sequences). The next major
release fractions are of Cd and Sn, both with ~75%,
much greater than found for the AG or 52D sequence,
and almost all in-vessel, followed by Te (260%), about
equally in-vessel and in the cavity, and Ba (£50%) and
Mo (£20%), both mostly in-vessel. (Note that all these
include only the release of radioactive forms of these
classes, and not additional nonradioactive aerosols from
structural matenials.) Finally, a total 2% of the
refractones (Ru, Ce, La and U) are released.
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The released radionuclide distributions are also predicted
to fall into & few subdivisions, generally different for the
53D sequence than the patterns predicted for the AG and
52D sequences. All of the noble gases and iodine are
found in the containment by the end of the MELCOR
simulation (as in the 52D simulation). Slightly more than
half of the Cs and Ba released remain in the primary
system, and most (~ 75 %) of the Ru, Mo, Ce, U, Cd and
Sn released remain in the primary system. Te and La are
the only classes found mostly ( ~60-70%) in containment
at the end of the MELCOR calculation.

The total mass of fission products released from the fuel
1s shown in Figure 5.4.49. Most of the total release
occurs during in-vessel core damage and melt ejection.
About 60% of the fission products released are found in
control volumes, in either atmosphere or pool, and about
70% of the fission products in the control volumes are
vapors rather than aerosols (mostly because aerosols settle
out and deposit onto heat structures more readily). There
1s significant ( ~40 %) deposition of fission products onto
heat structures soon after release begins, The fractions of
fission products in control volumes and on heat structures
remains nearly constant through the latter portion of this
sequence.
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Table 5.2.1 Sequence of Events Predicted during AG S.quence, Compared to STCP

Accident initiation 0.0
Containment injection sprays on 0.6
Containment recirculation sprays on 6.1 3.
ECCS mjection on, (HPIS/LPIS) 0.4
Accumulators depleted 25.1 1.0
ECCS recirculation on, cold legs 1 29.0 50.0
RWST depleted 29.0 50.0
ECCS recirculation shift to hot legs 960.0
Containment failure 3,054.2 3,540.0
ECCS off i 3,055.2 3,541.7
Core uncovery begins 3,080.6 3,570.2
Begin zircaloy oxidation 3,619.6
Gap release, Ring-| 3,621.5

[ Gap release, Ring-2 3,626 .4
Gap release, Ring-3 1 3,641.6

| _Cor» melt . 1s 3,155.6 3,665.0
Core slump 3,206.6 3,680.0
Cove cillaphs 3,209.2 3,684';1:‘3(?1511“!) I

. Bottom head dryout 3,237.6 |

J Bottom head fatlure 3738 3'6856:3’;““)
Commence debris gjection 3,685.4
Begin concrete attack 3,371.6 3,686.9

27
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Figure 5.2.4 Reactor Vessel Liquid Levels Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.8 Core Ring 2 Clad Temperatures Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.9 Core Ring 3 Clad Temperatures Predicted during AG Sequence
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Results and Comparisons
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Figure 5.2.12 Lower Plenum Debris Bed Masses Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.13 Lower Plenum Debris Bed Temperatures Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2, 14 Containment System Pressures Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.15 Containment System Atmosphere Temperatures Predicted during AG Sequence

NUREG/CR-6107 42



Results and Comparisons

1.0 T T T T T T TR TR
ot n el s
| -
0.9 } B BE | {
,,,,, gyt R
0.8 A ¢
s

0 0.7 F F J
o
.{_) s =+=f}-= Steam
had Qe - N2 7
b
o 0 T P
2 gnad 3B M, i
Bl
o; ey
S

0. o

0. .

o ~—

0. B o : 4

0. T Ll DN
2 3 4 S

— Time (10°min)

Surry AG (HL LBLOCA)
CWDRDCONK 3/23/93 17:35:04 MELCOR IBM-RISC

Figure 5.2.16 Cavity Steam and Noncondensable Mole Fractions Predicted dunng AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.17 Decay Heat Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2 18 Total Cavity Masses in Cavity Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.19 Cavity Layer Masses Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.21 Decay Heat and Chemical Energy in Cavity Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.22 Cavity Maximum Radius and Minimum Depth Predicted during AG Sequence
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Figure 5.2.23 Gas Generation Predicted in Core and in Cavity during AG Sequence
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Results and Comparisons

Table 5.2.2 Radionuclide Distribution in Core, RCS and Cavity Predicted at 5,000min for AG Sequence

Radionuchde
Species Group and

Noble Gases, Xe

RCS

Representative Element |

MELCOR

2.93E-04

Alkali Metals, Cs

0.127

Alkaline Earths, Ba

5.74E-03

Halogens, |

5.13E-04

Chalcogens, Te

7.13E-03

Platinoids, Ru

1.20E-04

Transition Metals, Mo

5.69E-03

Tetravalents, Ce

4.72E-06

Trivalents, La

6.41E-06

0.988 0.99

Uranium, U

5.57E-06

More Volatile
Main Group Metals, Cd

1.59E-02

ress Volatle
nl Main Group Metals, Sn

1.59E-02

0.919
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Results and Comparisons

Table 5.2.3 Radionuclide Distribution in Containment and Environment Predicted at 5,000min for AG Sequence

Containment &

Radionuclide Environment
Species Group and
Representative Element MELCOR STCP

Noble Gases, Xe | 6.75E05 0.991 0.998

Alkali Metals, Cs 0.779 0.28 8.52E-02 0.57 0.86 0.85
l Alkaline Earths, Ba 0.145 736803 | 4.03E-03 1.4E-02 0.15 2.1E-0
l Halogens, | 1.16E04 | 028 0.983 0.58 0.98 0.86

Chalcogens, Te 0.220 0.24 6.32E-03 0.47 0.23 0.71

Platinoids, Ru 2.78E-04 | 42B07 | 7.61E-0 7.9E-07 1.5E04 | 1.2B06
i Transition Metals, Mo 2.18E-02 2.87E-03 2.5E-02

Tetravalents, Ce I I.38E-05 | 18E0S | 2.59E-06 | 4.8E-05 1.6E05 | 6.6E05

Trivalents, La 1.94E-04 | 6.2E05 | 5.82E-06 1.6E-04 20E04 | 2.2E-04

Uranium, U 2.57E05 4.30E-06 3.0E-05

:::: gﬁ:‘:;mls. ca 3.56E-02 9.61E-03 4.5E-02

ham Volesile 4.36E-02 9.676-03 5.3E-02

Main Group Metals, Sn
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Figure 5.2.24 Release of Class 1 (Xe) Noble Gas Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during AG
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Figure 5.2.27 Release of Class 4 (I) Halogen Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during AG Sequence,
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Figure 5.2.28 Release of Class § (Te) Chalcogen Radionuclidos from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during AG
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Class 7 (Mo)
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Figure 5.2.30 Release of Class 7 (Mo) Early Transition Element Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted
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Figure 5.2.32 Release of Class 9 (La) Trivalent Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during AG
Sequence, as Percentage of Initie! Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.33 Release of Class 10 (U) Uranium Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during AG
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Class 11 (Cd)

6-5 L i & 1 1 1 ! 1 ) ]
6.0 | r——-@__;%__
? 5.9 F .
1)
t S5.0 p .
>
= 45" -
: i
- 4.0 ¢ 5
£
B 3.5 F -
;g 3.0 F ;
e 2.5F ® :
e
- 20' p
©
@
g 1.8 P J
2
& 1.0 b + -
0)5- q
0.0 bofolpngislaetPonded d ! PR TP 3. o, . Tt oo, _
2

i 9 3.0 5.8 4.0 4.5 2.0
Time (103min) e Ve Primory

Surry AG (HL LBLOCA) — & = Cavity
CWDRDCONK 3/23/93  17:35:04 MELCOR IBM—RISC == Toldl

Figure 5.2.34 Release of Class 11 (Cd) More Volatile Main Group Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted
during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Class 12 (Sn)
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Figure 5.2.35 Release of Class 12 (Sn) Less Volatile Main Group Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted
during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.36 Distribution of Class 1 (Xe) Noble Gas Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
Predicted during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial laventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.37 Distribution of Class 2 (Cs) Alkali Metal Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
Predicted during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.38 Distribution of Class 3 (Ba) Alkaline Earth Radionuclides in Primary System, Contsinment and Environment
during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.39 Distribution of Class 4 (1) Halogen Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment Predicted
duning AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Class 5 (Te)
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Figure 5.2.40 Distribution of Class 5 (Te) Chalcogen Radionuclidges in Primary System, Containmeat and Environment
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Figure 5.2.41 Dustribution of Class 6 (Ru) Platinoid Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
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Figure 5.2.44 Distribution of Class 9 (La) Trivalent Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
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Figure 5.2.45 Distribution of Class 10 (U) Uranium Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment vironment
Predicted during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.46 Distribution of Class 11 (Cd) More Volatile Main Group Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and
Environment Predicted during AG Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.2.47 Distribution of Class 12 (Sn) Less Volatile Main Group Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and
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Results and Comparisons

Table 5.3.1 Sequence of Events Predicted during S2D Sequence, Compared to STCP

Time (min)

Avcident imtiation 0.0
Containment coolers on 03
Start steam generalor depressurization 30.0°
Initiel core uncovery beging 356
288686
Accumulators deliver until depleted l(::: _P:‘;:.)S
(Second Flow)
End stean: generuior depressurization 60.00 658 .6
isp release, Ring-| 46 .5
Gap release, Ring 2 48 !
Begin zircaloy oxidation 61.7
Sevond qore uncovery begins 114.7 1019
Gap release, Ring-3 1387
Primary systemi PORVs open 148 0 490
[ Core melt stavts 161.6 130.0
Core slump 176 8 1400
1467
Core collapse 180.6 (Partial)
Ring-1
[ Contsinment coolers trip off 267.0
Containment iniection aprays on 1880 267.0
i 0 e Sl of bomors best,
RWST depieied 363.6
Containment injection sprays off 3636
Containment recirculation sprays on 824 2N.0
1483
Botiom head failure 344 (Partial)
Commence debris ejection
Begin concrete attack 3155
Corium layers invert m.s
915§

NUREG/CR-6107

78




Results and Comparisons

20 1 i L ) 1 1

L 1 1 T | 4 ] |l 1

i Upper Head
e [JOWNCOMEr
e CoOre

18

---------

o
Q. -
[7+]
o
\"I
o
»
@
| -
-
4 -
@
| .
Q.
S -
-
(»]
E
- R
(s

300 450 600 750

Time (min)
Surry S2D (HL SBLOCA)
DEDRANCNM 4/05/93 17:05:43 MELCOR IBM=RISC

Figure 5.3.1 Primary System Pressures Predicted during S2D Sequence
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Core Exit Gas Temperatures (10°K)

ro

Results and Comparisons
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Figure 5.3.3 Core Exit Gas Temperatures, in Upper Plenum and in Uppermost Core Cells,

Predicted during S2D Sequence

81 NUREG/CR-6107



Rusults and Comparisons

1 6 i i T 1

l 1 I 1 L

-~ &~~ Lower Plenum (Swollen)
14 } —@—- Lower Planum (Collapsed)
~=~©=-~- Core (Swollen)

—8—- Core (Collapsed)

12 F ~=#=~ Upper Plenum (Swollen)
——a—— Upper Flenum (Collapsed)
E 10
§ 8
@
-
8
o b

|

0 40 80 120 160 200

Time (min)
Surry S2D (HL SBLOCA)
DEDRANCNM 4/05/93  17:05:43 MELCOR IBM=RISC

Figure 5.3.4 Reactor Vessel Liquid Levels Predicted during $2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.8 Core Ring 2 Clad Temperatures Predicted during S2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.9 Core Ring 3 Clad Temperatures Predicted during 52D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.11 Core Fractional Material Masses Predictec during S2D Sequence
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Core Debris Bed Temperatures (10°K)

. 950

T s

.00

Results and Comparisons

o | | b 1 1 ! T L ¥ 1 L | !

——a@— Ring 1 (COR.101)
~@— Ring 2 (COR.201)
~—t— Ring 3 (COR.301)

>

L
150 300 450 600 750

Time (min)

Surry S2D (HL SBLOCA)
DEDRAMCNM 4 /05/93 17:05:43 MELCOR IBM=RISC

ure 5.3.13 Lower Plenum Debris Bed Temperatures Predicted during 82D Sequence

91 NUREG/CR-6107



Resuits and Comparisons

180

160

140

120

Containment Pressures (10°Pa)

100

200 F

¥

G- Basement
b Cavity

wipee SG Cublicles
iy Przr Cubicle
Dome

nnnnnnnnn

0

150 300 450 600 750

Time (min)

Surry S2D (HL SBLOCA)

DEDRANCNM

NUREG/CR-6107

4/05/93 17:05:43 MELCOR

IBM=RISC

Figure 5.3.14 Containment System Pressures Predicted during S2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.15 Containment System Atmosphere Temperatures Predicted during S2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.17 Containment Dome Steam and Noncondensable Mole Fractions Predicted during S2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.18 Decay Heat Predicted during $2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.19 Total Cavity Masses in Cavity Predicted during 52D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.20 Cavity Layer Masses Predicted during S2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.21 Cavity Layer Temperatures Predicted during 52D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.22 Decay Heat and Chemical Energy in Cavity Predicted during $2D Sequence
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Figure 5.3.24 Gas Generation Predicted in Core and in Cavity during S2D Sequence
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Results and Comparisons

Table 5.3.2 Radionuclide Distribution at 833 min for 82D Sequence

Radionuclide
Species Group and
Representative Element

Noble Gases, Xe 3.34E-03

Alkali Metals, Cs

0.139
7.56E-03

2.54E-18 0.860
0.289

0.997

Alkaline Earths, Ba

0.703

Halogens, | 6.04E-04 1.99E-03

8.97E-03

0

Chalcogens, Te 4.67TE-04 0.306

2. 12E-04
5.13E-03

Platinoids, Ru 7 45E04

1.99E-02

Transition Metals, Mo

Tetravalents, Ce 4 68E-04 5.59E-06 1.0 2.07E-05

Trivalents, La 4.68E-04 5.52E-05 0.997 2. 79E-03

Uranium, U 7.04E-04 5.08E-08 0.999 2.48E-04

More Volatile :

Muio Group Metals, C4 4. 56E-04 2.93E-02 0.873 9.78E-02

Less Volatile

Mais Group Metals, Sa 4. 56E-04 2.93E-02 0.861 0.109
— 1S L
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Figure 5.3.25 Release of Class 1 (Xe) Noble Gas Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted dunng S2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.26 Release of Clase 2 (Cs) Alkali Metal Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during S2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Initial inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.27 Release of Class 3 (Ba) Alkaline Earth Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity during S2D Sequence,
as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.28 Release of Class 4 (1) Halogen Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during S2D Sequence,
as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.30 Release of Class 6 (Ru) Platinoid Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during S2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Imtial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.31 Release of Class 7 (Mo) Early Transition Eiement Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted

during 52D Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.32 Release of Class 8 (Ce) Tetravalent Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during S2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.33 Release of Class 9 (La) Trivalent Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during $2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.34 Release of Class 10 (U) Uramum Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during S2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.34 Release of Class 10 (U) Uranium Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted during S2D
Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.35 Release of Class 11 (Cd) More Volatile Main Group Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted
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Figure 5.3.36 Release of Class 12 (Sn) Less Volatile Mair. Group Radionuclides from Fuel in Core and in Cavity Predicted
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Figure 5.3.37 Distribution of Class 1 (Xe) Nobie Gas Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
Predicted during S2D Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.39 Distribution of Class 3 (Ba) Alkaline Earth Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
during S2D Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.40 Distribution of Class 4 (I) Halogen Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment Predicted
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Figure 5.3.44 Distribution of Class 8 (Ce) Tetravalent Radionuclides in Piumary System. Containment and Environment
Predicted during S2D Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core

123 NUREG/CR-6107



Results and Comparisons

Ciass 9 (La

3-00 | | l(l 1 | I 1 R i 1 1 [ 3 1 1 1 L)
~ 2.75 } N T T
5
g 2.50 F o
-E i Total Released

2.25 F v
B == Q=== Primary
:.é 2.00 F — © = Containment .

- ===~ Environment
1184 f y
2
- 1.50 F ;
L
3 1.25 } # .
<=
2 1.00 ¢ o
o
© 0.75 } i
F
'g 0.50 F .
B
o 0.25 r o
T o B L oy Dy

0.00 !

0 150 300 450 600 750
Time (min)

Surry S2D (HL SBLOCA)
DEDRANCNM  4/05/93  17:05:43 MELCOR IBM-RISC

Figure 5.3.45 Distribution of Class 9 (La) Trivalent Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
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Figure 5.3.46 Distribution of Class 10 (U) Uranium Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and Environment
Predicted during S2D Sequence, as Percentage of Initial Inventory in Core
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Figure 5.3.47 Distribution of Class 11 (Cd) More Volatile Main Grovn Radionuclides in Primary System, Containment and
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Tuble 5.4.1 Sequence of Events Predicted during S3D Sequence, Compared to STCP
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End steam generator depressurization
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Initial core uncovery begins
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Gap release, Ring-1 606.2
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Gap release, Ring-3 617.3
Primary system PORVs open 658.0 616.7
l Begin mircaloy oxidation 620.1
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Core slump 707.9 630.0
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Figure 5.4.1 Primary System Pressures Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.4 Reactor Vessel Liquid Levels Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.7 Core Ring | Clad Temperatures Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.8 Core Ring 2 Clad Temperatures Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.8 Core Ring 2 Clad Temperatures Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.9 Core Ring 3 Clad Temperatures Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.10 Core Total Matenial Masses Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5. 4.11 Core Fractional Material Masses Predicted during 83D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.12 Lower Plenum Debris Bed Masses Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.13 Lower Plenum Debris Bed Temperatures Predicted during $3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.14 Containment Systom Pressures Predicted during 83D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.15 Containment System Atmosphere Temperatures Predicted during $3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.16 Cavity Steam and Noncondensable Mole Fractions Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.17 Contaunnkent Donse Steam and Noncondensable Mole Fractions Predicted during S3D Sequence
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Figure 5.4.18 Decay Heat Predicted during S3D Sequence
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