
.
0

1

‘#

The submitted manuscript has been created
by the University of Chicago as Operator of
Argonne National Laboratory (“Argonne”)
under Contract No. W-31-109-ENG-38 with
the U.S. Department of Energy. The U.S.
Government retains for itself, and others act-

ICANS-XIV ing on its behalf, a paid-up, nonexclusive,

14th Meeting of the International Collaboration on
irrevocable worldwide license in said article
to reoroduce. creDare derivative works, dis-

~dvanced Neutron Sources
June 14-19, 1998

Starved Rock Lodge, Utica, Illinois, USA

tnbu;e copies io the public, and perform pub-
licly and display publicly, by or on behalf of
the Government.

Report on the International Workshop on Cold Moderators for PuIs Neutron Sources

$[ ~127v~D“s ~
J. M. Carpenter

Intense Pulsed Neutron Source $@ 2 ~ ~g;
Argonne National Laboratory

Argonne, IL 60439 es?,

The International Workshop on Cold Moderators for Pulsed Neutron Sources resulted
from the coincidence of two forces. Our sponsors in the Materials Sciences Branch of
DOE’s Office of Energy Research and the community of moderator and neutron facility
developers both realized that it was time. The Neutron Sources Working Group of the
Megascience Forum of the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
offered to contribute its support by publishing the proceedings, which with DOE and
Argonne sponsorship cemented the initiative.

This workshop was the second of its kind. The earlier one, the International
Workshop on Cold Neutron Sources, took place at Los Alamos National Laboratory March
5-8,1990 [11.

Alth&gh originally our idea was to convene the meeting on the windswept shore .of
Lake Michigan in February, this and other notions for venues and dates did not work out.
Finally we took the waning opportunity to use Argonne’s gemutlich old Freund Lodge. The” “
workshop took place September 28–October 2, 1997, with meals served in the Lodge and
meetings held in the IPNS office area. Participation was by invitation, which, as workshop
organizer, I arranged after consulting with my colleagues who are prominent in the field.
Thirty-two scientists took part, representing sixteen institutions from eight countries, on four
continents in two hemispheres. This demonstrates the 2“ rule of conference organization (an
unplanned outcome) and the unity of one world in science. Laura J. MXler served as our
super-effective workshop secretary during all phases of workshop planning and execution.

The purposes of the workshop were:
● to recall and improve the theoretical groundwork of time-dependent neutron thermalization
. to pose and examine the needs for and benefks of cold moderators for neutron scattering
and other applications of pulsed neutron sources
● to summarize experience with pulsed source. cold moderators, their performance, “
effectiveness, successes, problems and solutions, and the needs for operational data
c to compile and evahate new ideas for cold moderator materials and geometries
● to review methods of measuring and characterizing pulsed source cold moderator
performance
● to appraise methods of calculating needed source characteristics and to evaluate the needs
and prospects for improvements
● to assess the state of knowledge of data needed for calculating the neutronic and
engineering performance of cold moderators, and
● to outline the needs for facilities for testing various aspects of pulsed source cold moderator
performance.

A reception followed by dinner on Sunday evening at the Freund Lodge prepared the
participants for the workshop. Plenary sessions consumed the first day and a half, following
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Introduction

Atmospheric effects from large fires have received a great deal of interest recently,
especially when the fires have the potential to effect human health when the plumes are
transported long distances over areas of high population density. Examples are the recent large
fires in Southeast Asia in 1997 (1) and the wildfires occurring in southern Mexico and Central
America that were manifested in decreased visibility and high aerosol concentrations in the
United States at distances of 2500-4000 km from the fires. In addition to fine aerosols, these
biomass fires have the potential to produce and transport large quantities of oxygenated organic
species such as aldehydes, ketones and carboxylic acids, hydrocarbons, and sulfate and nitrate
species. Most of the literature reports dealing with products of biomass burning have been
related to fireplace and wood burning stove emissions (2,3) and with local effects from forest
fires(4). The recent super-large fires occurring in Indonesia and Mexico/Central America also
bring about the issue of atmospheric reactivity because long-range transport afllords long reaction
times for photochemical reactions, wet and dry deposition and surface reactions on the aerosol
particles. The smokehze conditions prompted considerable concern among the general
population in New Mexico regarding health hazards and a large number of calls to the
Albuquerque, NM Air Quality Division which reported the PMIOsamples collected showed no
significant increase in mass(5). The conclusion was that the particles were very fine and
therefore had considerable influence on the visibility but did not violate health standards. In this
study, organic and inorganic chemical species in the gaseous and aerosol phases have been
identified and quantified under non-smoky and smoky conditions in Central New Mexico
approximately 3000 km from the source of the fires.

Experimental

Field Site and Sampling protocol .
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The field sample site is located in an agricultural area in the Rio Grande flood
plain near Socorro, NM (Lat. 34°, Long. 106°- pop.-9,5OO) in south central New Mexico
about 120 km south of Albuquerque. The sample site has been used for several years for
studies of biogenic emissions from cottonwood trees. About a week before there was
visible evidence of haze attributed to the Mexican/Central American fires, ambient
concentrations of carbonyl compounds, low molecular weight carboxylic acids and
hydrocarbons were determined on a diurnal basis for two days. A week later the haze
was extremely bad and we again undertook a two-day sampling for the same species.
Samples of carbonyl compounds and carboxylic acids were collected over 2-hour
sampling periods with mid-sample times at 0800, 1200, 1600, 1800 and 2400 hr.
Hydrocarbons were collected over a 10-minute period at mid-sample times. NO. and 03
data were provided as one-hour averages by the city of Albuquerque, NM Air Quality
Control Division Laboratory. No NOXor 03 instrumentation was available in Socorro
and Albuquerque was experiencing a smoke episode at the same time. Particulate were
collected over 22-98 hour sampling periods on 47 mm Teflon filters at flow rates of 42
L/rein.

Analyses

Aldehydes and ketones were sampled with Sep-Pac CIScartridges (Waters/Millipore
Corp.) coated in the laboratory with acidified 2,4-dinitrophenylhydrazine (DNPH) after
procedures previously described (6,7,8). The analyses followed the specific descriptions
regarding blanks, duplicates, detection limits, instrumentatio~ and calibration described in
Gafiey, et al. (9)

Organic acid samples were collected at 2-hour intervals, corresponding to the collection
schedule for the carbonyl compounds. Water mist nebulizers (40mL capacity) specially
constructed for trapping acids were used with the procedures described by Popp et al. (10).
Specific descriptions of all protocols for blanks, duplicates, detection limits, instrumentation and
calibration used are given in GafThey, et al. (9).

Gas analysis for NOXand Os was performed by the city of Albuquerque Air Quality
Control Division according to EPA approved standard methods. The NO. was analyzed using
standard ozone chemiluminescence analyzers, OJ was measured by using standard W
absorption methods.

Hydrocarbons were collected in Tedlar bags and were analyzed by GC-FID.

Particulate were analyzed for S042-and N031- by ion chromatography after extraction
by deionized water.

Results and Discussion

Average concentrations of Carbonyl Compounds are summarized in Table 1 and shown
graphically in Figure 1. The smoke episode showed two stages during the three sampling days.
During the early stage (six samples) the smoke was lying close to the ground and in the later
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stage (nine samples), the smoke had lifted to a height of about one km. The data in Figure 1
clearly show the periods with total measured carbonyl compounds a factor of 4.4 higher than
found in clean air. The bulk of the increase was due to increases in acetone, propionaldehyde
and methyl ethyl ketone (factors of 6.2 – 8.4 greater than clean air). These compounds have
longer atmospheric lifetimes than found for acetaldehyde and formaldehyde.

The concentrations of formic and acetic acids did not show increases similar to the
carbonyl compounds. Only slight increases of factors of 1.1 (acetic acid) and 1.4 (formic acid)
were found. It is likely that dry deposition and scavenging by aerosols may have attenuated
long-range transport of these species.

NOXconcentrations increased by a factor of 2.1 and Os concentrations decreased by a
factor of 1.6 during the smoke episode when compared to ambient air measurements a week
earlier. Decreased UV and increases in reactive species due to the smoke may account for the Os
decrease. Both NO (1.5x) and N02 (1.8x) increased about the same amount and these increases
may be due to the atmospheric conditions trapping NOXas well as smoke.

While PM1oconcentrations showed little differences, the very fine ptiicles caused
significant visibility decreases with mountain ranges 5-6 km distant being obscured when
normally mountains are visible 80-130 km distant. The nitrate and sulfate associated with the
particulate increased 13x and 1.8x respectively.

Conclusions

Some chemical species such as carbonyl compounds, nitrate and sulfate, maybe
transported long distances as a consequence of large fires. Other species such as Os and NO,
may also be affected. Carboxylic acids did not show up as increases in the study.
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Table I

Average Concentrations of Carbonyl Compounds, Short Chain Carboxylic Acids, NO,, 0s, PMIO,
Particulate Nitrate and Sulfate All concentrations in pp bv except PM1Oand Nitrate/Sulfate (pg/m3)

Species 5/11-13/98 5119-21/98 Ratio Before/After
Before Smoke During Smoke

Acetaldehyde 1.13 3.61 3.2
Formaldehyde 2.24 3.73 1.7
Acetone 1.02 2.94 2.9
Propionaldehyde 0.31 .1.19 8.1
Other 4-Carbon Compounds 0.16 0.75 6.9
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 0.79 3.26 8.4

X Carbonyls 5.65 15.48 4.4

1

Acetic Acid 4.29 4.66 1.1
Formic Acid 2.92 3.99 1.4

Z Acids 7.21 8.65 1.2

PMIO 15-202 18.9 -1.0
particukite N03 0.1 1.3 13
Particulate SOA 1.24 3.39 2.7

NO: 18 38 2.1
03’ 41 25 0.6
‘All measurements in Socorro, NM except Os and NOXfrom Albuquerque, NM, Air Quality Control
Division
2Measured in March, 1998
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Figure I. Concentration of aldehydes and ketones in clean air before the smoke episode and in the
two stages of the smoke episode.
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