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ABSTRACT

The sequences of ULOF (unprotected loss-of-flow) event in the prototype FBR
has been evaluated, as a part of the research and development (R&D) in the reactor safety
research, reflecting the latest experimental and analytical knowledge on CDA (core
disruptive accident) which has been accumulated at O-arai Engineering Center.

In the R&D activity on the FBR reactor safety subject, we have accumulated the
experimental knowledge of mitigation mechanism in the energy generating process in
CDA, utilizing international in-pile safety experimental programs such as CABRI program,
as well as the out-of-pile experiments in Japan and foreign countries. This knowledge
has been reflected to the development and validation of the SAS and SIMMER code.
The objectives of this study are to apply these new assessment techniques to the prototype
FBR and to clarify quantitatively in detail the energy generation process of CDA. In this
study, an emphasis is placed on the event sequence of the melt progression phase
("transition phase") which has been recognized as one of the important issues of CDA
analysis. The major parameters to be considered in this phase are the change of the
mobile molten fuel mass and the history of the fuel motion, and also the relation between
these parameters and energy generation mechanism.

The following methods and approaches have been taken into account in this
evaluation study.

- The SAS4A code is used for the analysis of the transient behavior in the first
phase driven by core voiding ("initiating phase"), and the SIMMER-III code is
used for the latter phases with melt-progression (transition phase) and also the
energy conversion process from the thermal one to the mechanical one. These
codes have been developed and validated under the collaboration among PNC,
CEA and FZK.

- The uncertainty band of the void reactivity worth and Doppler coefficient has
been reduced through the re-evaluation of the critical experimental data in the
neutron physics area. These results are taken into account.

- Judgment of the scenario and selection of the major physics parameters have
been conducted based on the latest experimental knowledge of the transient fuel
behavior and material motion, and also on the model validation studies.

- The mitigation mechanisms of the neutronic potential in the transition phase are
reasonably considered in the assessment.

- A distribution of the core materials in the prototype FBR is simulated in detail in
order to clarify the incoherence of the material motion.

- The energy conversion process from the thermal one to the mechanical one is
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reasonably evaluated by considering the transportation of the core material out of
the core and the interaction process between the core material and sodium in the
upper plenum.

The following conclusions were deduced from the analysis and assessment
based on the directions shown above.

(1) The initial transient in ULOF accident sequence, which is driven by the void
reactivity, does not produce a significant energy due to the existence of the inherent
mechanism which mitigates the reactivity insertion. The disrupted fuel remains
dispersed in the core and the initial transient is followed by the transition phase.
This conclusion does not change even if all the uncertainties concerning the dominant
mechanisms are considered to the maximum in the analysis.

(2) In the most probable event progress in the transition phase, the reactivity lowers
continuously with the core melting propagation and the accident eventually
terminates at the permanent sub-critical state without any significant energy release.
This result was deduced from the analysis which reflects the event progress and the
material distribution in the initiating phase appropriately and considering the
interrelation between the event progress and the material motion. This analysis also
showed that the inherent mitigation mechanism which decreases the neutronic
activity of the reactor such as the fuel escape from the core with the core melt
propagation and pressure buildup plays an important role.

(3) The recriticality event which produces kinetic energy is only possible under the
conservative assumptions in which these mitigating mechanisms are restricted and
the consistency of event progress is modified hypothetically.

(4) Even with this conservative assumption, the effective mechanical load to the reactor
boundary was estimated to be about 16 MJ (about 110 MJ in IEW: isentropic
expansion work of the fuel vapor to 1 atm). This mechanical load was obtained by
analyzing the energy transformation process from the thermal energy in the core to
the kinetic energy of the sodium slug which collides with the shielding plug. This
kinetic energy is sufficiently smaller than the mechanical strength limit of the
boundary structure and hence the CDA in ULOF sequence does not threaten
mechanically the integrity of the reactor boundary.

(5) The conclusions noted above verify the basic characteristics of the event progress
and the functions which restricts the release of radioactive materials in CDA in the
former assessment and re-confirm the conservatism of the assessed energy release in
the licensing procedure (about 380 MJ in IEW).

This study was performed jointly by the Nuclear System Safety and Reliability
Research Section and the FBR Safety Engineering Section.

* Advanced Tech. Div., Nuclear System Safety and Reliability Research Section.
(FBR Safety Section as an additional post).

** Safety Eng. Div., FBR Safety Section.
*** Nuclear System Safety and Reliability Research Section.
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