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Executive Summary

The current energy deposition model in the CASL neutronics code MPACT assumes all
the fission energy is deposited locally. This approximation limits the accurate represen-
tation of the heating source distribution in the reactor core, which is essential for the
thermal/hydraulic coupling calculations. There has been ongoing work to develop im-
proved models in MPACT to account for the energy deposition distribution of gamma
rays, including direct fission gamma (prompt and delayed) and the gamma rays from
neutron capture. Also, the neutron/photon coupling transport calculation has been
considered as a potential capability to be added in MPACT to provide high-fidelity
heating calculations. In order to provide a reference solution for these gamma heating
models, MCNP has been used in this work to develop a set of energy deposition bench-
mark problems, based on the elective VERA Progression Problems, including single
pin cells, 2-D assemblies and 2-D quarter core cases.

Analysis of the benchmark results shows that the direct coolant heating fraction of
2.6% used in MPACT/CTF coupled calculation is a reasonable approximation for a
fresh whole core calculation, but it would be desirable to allow the burnup depen-
dence of this fraction. As suggested by the results of 2-D assembly calculations, the
energy deposited in the non-fuel regions is non-trivial, e.g., the energy deposited in
an AIC control rod is approximately 1/4 of that in a fuel pin. By comparing the
fission rate distribution with the gamma heat distribution, the possible approach of
a simplified gamma smearing scheme (without solving the gamma transport) can be
investigated using the benchmark results, which is under development in another RTM
milestone(L3:RTM.XSN.P15.01). For the future interest of developing deterministic
neutron/photon coupled transport calculation in MPACT, the data presented in this
benchmark problem can also be used for verification.
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1 Introduction

The energy released per fission is an important quantity in reactor core analysis. Due to the
transport of fission neutrons and gamma rays (prompt, delayed and capture gammas), the
fission energy carried by these particles can deposit their energy away from the place where
the fission event occurs. Therefore, the spatial distribution of energy deposition should be
determined by coupled neutron and photon transport calculations. To investigate the en-
ergy deposition behavior for CASL applications, MCNP6 was adopted in this work to create
a set of energy deposition benchmark problems based on VERA Progression Problems [1],
ranging from a single pin cell, to various 2-D assembly cases, and finally a few 2-D quarter
core problems. A well-defined scheme for energy deposition tally for MCNP5 [2] is used in
this study.

The rest of the report is organized as follows. The theory of fission energy release as well as
the related tallies in MCNP will be discussed in Section 2. In Section 3, the cases investi-
gated in this study are described first. A pin cell case is analyzed to verify the correctness
of our MCNP model for energy deposition tally. Finally, the results of energy deposition
are discussed in two aspects: the energy deposition fractions in different materials and the
spatial distribution of fission rate, total heating and gamma heating. Note in Section 3, only
the essential data are included for discussing the two aspects. More detailed benchmark
results in terms of various energy forms are available in Appendix A.

2 Theory

2.1 Energy Release Per Fission

Throughout the project, we are interested in the energy release per fission that is defined as
following:

E/fission =
Energy

Σfφ
=
Energy

Nσfφ
(1)

in which σf is microscopic fission cross section, N is number density of target nucleus and
φ is neutron flux. Multiplication of all the three terms gives fission rates. The tally scheme
for energy deposition calculation discussed in the next section is adapted from the previous
experience of a VHTR with MCNP5 [2].

2.2 MCNP6 Tallies

2.2.1 Fission Rate

As mentioned in section 2.1, fission rate is defined by multiplication of N, σf and φ. MCNP6
provides native support for flux tally by f4 card. “F4:n < cell number > ” in input files
tallies the total scalar flux inside that cell. Besides, the built-in tally multiplier feature(FM
card) allows multiplying the flux by number densities and a specific cross section(e.g. fission
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cross section for fission rate purpose). These functions combined give fission rate of cells.
For example,

f14:n 5
fm14:n (-1.0 20002 -6)

indicates tally number 14. Tallies whose id’s ending with 4 are flux tallies. “5” on f card
indicates it is a tally of cell 5. “-1.0” in fm card means multiplying the results by total
number density of the current cell. “20002” is material number, and “-6” defines a fission
tally. “20002” and “-6” combined indicates “(microscopic) fission cross section of material
20002”. The whole f and fn set means “tally the flux times fission cross section of cell number
5”, which is the fission reaction rate.

Internally, F4 tally is a track length estimate of cell flux in MCNP. Given the definition
of average scalar flux,

φ̄v =
1

V

∫
dV

∫
dE

∫
dt

∫
dΩψ(~r, Ω̂, E, t)

=
1

V

∫
dV

∫
dE

∫
dΩ

∫
dtvn(~r, Ω̂, E, t)

=
1

V

∫
dV

∫
dE

∫
dsN(~r, E, t)

(2)

where Ω is the directions particles traveling, ψ is angular flux, v is particle velocity. The
quantity dEdsN(~r, E, t) can be treated as track length density due to neutrons in dE. There-
fore, the average flux can be calculated by summing track lengths and integrating over E.
As a result, MCNP estimates the value by summing WT/V of all particles in a cell, where
W is particle weight and T is track length [4].

2.2.2 Energy Deposition

This section discusses how MCNP6 was used to calculate different forms of energy depo-
sition, numerator of equation 1 in other words. Energy deposition tally is done by f6 and
f7 tally cards. For the energy forms listed from section 2.2.2.1 to 2.2.2.5, fission fragments
plus neutrons, prompt gamma and capture gamma are tallied directly by MCNP6, while the
energy deposition from delayed gamma and beta are scaled, as described in their subsections.

F6 Tally: This tally card does track length estimate of energy deposition, which is physically
expressed as equation 3 below:

H =
ρa
m

∫
dE

∫
dt

∫
dV

∫
dΩσt(E)H(E)ψ(~r, Ω̂, E, t)

=
ρa
m

∫
dEσt(E)H(E)

∫
dV

∫
dΩ

∫
dtvn(~r, Ω̂, E, t)

=
ρa
m

∫
dEσt(E)H(E)

∫
dV

∫
dsN(~r, E, t)

(3)
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in which σt is total cross section, H(E) is heating number and ρa is atom density.

Similar to Section 2, MCNP estimates this by summing WTσt(E)H(E)ρa
m

, W is particle
weight and T is track length, of all the particles. Specific forms of H(E) depend on types of
particles to be tallied, which will be covered in section 2.2.2.1 and 2.2.2.2 [4].

F7 Tally: This tally card does track length estimate of fission energy deposition, which
is physically expressed as equation 4 below:

H =
ρa
m
Q

∫
dE

∫
dt

∫
dV

∫
dΩσf (E)ψ(~r, Ω̂, E, t)

=
ρa
m
Q

∫
dEσf (E)

∫
dV

∫
dΩ

∫
dtvn(~r, Ω̂, E, t)

=
ρa
m
Q

∫
dEσf (E)

∫
dV

∫
dsN(~r, E, t)

(4)

and this will be estimated by summing WTσf (E)Qρa
m

. σf is fission cross section, Q is fission
heating Q value, other are the same as those in equation 3 [4].

2.2.2.1 Fission Fragments and Neutrons F6n card alone tallies energy deposited by
fission fragments and neutrons in a certain cell. The fission neutron energy given by ENDF
is the average energy of neutrons from a fission event. MCNP F6 tally does not count the
energy of neutrons from fission directly. Instead, the neutron energy is tallied when the
neutron interacts with an isotope through other reactions excluding fissions. For thermal
systems, most of the neutron energy is deposited during slowing-down and the average ab-
sorption energy of neutrons is in the order of 0.1MeV, so the neutron energy for most LWR
applications should be close to the fission neutron energy from ENDF. Thus, we can essen-
tially compare it with ENDF value to verify the correctness of our MCNP models.

F6 neutrons: Starting from f6 tally equation 3, the heat deposited by fission fragments
and neutrons uses the heating number in the following form [4]:

H(E) = E −
∑
i

pi(E)[Ēi,out(E) + Ēi,γ(E)−Qi]

pi(E) = probability of reaction i at neutron incident energy E

Ēi,out(E) = average exiting neutron energy for reaction i at neutron incident energy E

Ēi,γ(E) = average exiting gamma energy for reaction i at neutron incident energy E

Qi = Q-value of reaction i

(5)
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2.2.2.2 Prompt Gamma Gammas are all tallied by f6p card, in which “p” stands for
“photons”. For F6p alone, it tallies the total energy deposited by prompt gamma and cap-
ture gamma. And prompt gamma can be distinguished if “PIKMT” card is included to pick
up only MT=18, which includes fission introduced prompt gammas only.

F6 photons: Starting from f6 tally equation 3, estimating heat deposited by photons uses
heating number as the following form [4]:

H(E) = E −
3∑
i=1

pi(E)[Ēi,out(E)]

pi(E) = probability of reaction i at gamma incident energy E

Ēi,out(E) = average exiting neutron energy for reaction i at neutron incident energy E

i = 1→ Compton scattering

i = 2→ Pair production

i = 3→ Photoelectric absorption

(6)

2.2.2.3 Capture Gamma As discussed in Section 2.2.2.2, the first run with f6p alone
can get prompt gamma + capture gamma and the second run with f6p + pikmt can distin-
guish prompt gamma. Subtracting the two values gives energy deposition of capture gamma,
which is very problem dependent. It can range from 5 to 12 MeV/fission.

2.2.2.4 Delayed Gamma Unlike the previous three kinds of particles from section
2.2.2.1 to 2.2.2.3, delayed gamma tally is not supported by MCNP6. In this case, we ob-
tained the delayed gamma energy deposition by scaling the energy deposited by prompt
gamma, which assumes identical spatial distribution of delayed and prompt gamma energy
deposition. The validity of this assumption is discussed in Appendix B. By using capture
gamma and prompt gamma release data from ENDF library and weighting them by fission
rate of each isotope, we can calculate the ratio capture gamma / prompt gamma of the whole
problem domain. Then the delayed gamma depositions estimated by multiplying the ratio
with prompt gamma distribution,

Hγd(r) = Hγp(r) ∗
Qγd

Qγp

(7)

where Q’s are library values and Hγp is prompt gamma deposition discussed in 2.2.2.2.

2.2.2.5 Beta Similar to delayed gamma, but beta is scaled from F7, which is the sum of
fission products, neutrons and prompt gammas, instead of prompt gamma alone. F7 tallies
are done through F7n card.

Hβ(r) = HF7(r) ∗ Qβ

QF7

(8)

where Q’s are library values and HF7 is obtained from F7 tally.
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2.3 k-correction

For the realistic energy deposition calculation of critical systems, the equilibrium energy de-
position can be tallied with the foregoing scheme. However, the VERA progression problems
investigated in this study are mostly off the critical condition. Since the equilibrium energy
deposition does not exist for a non-critical system, the fission rates tallied by MCNP should
be divided by keff in order for a balanced equation. Therefore, the energy forms directly
computed from fission rates (fission fragments, prompt and delayed gamma and beta) should
be divided by keff accordingly, but the energy forms not directly from fission (neutron and
capture gamma) shouldn’t be adjusted. Thus, when computing the energy per fission, this
correction is equivalent to multiplying the tallied energy from neutron and capture gamma
by keff , but no correction is needed for the direct fission energy forms since keff is cancelled
out when dividing the energy by fission rate[3].

This correction has been used to verify the MCNP energy deposition models against ENDF
values. If the MCNP benchmark results are used in the future to verify the energy deposition
calculation of deterministic codes, the correction is not necessary as long as the treatment
is consistent between the results from MCNP and the deterministic code. Thus, the results
included in this report are uncorrected except the pin cell results in Section 3.2 that are
needed to verify the MCNP models using ENDF reference data.
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3 Data and Analysis

3.1 Problem Descriptions

VERA Problem 1c is a pin cell case. As shown in Figure 1, the red area at the center
represents the 3.1% uranium fuel rod, the green layer is Zircaloy-4 cladding and the outermost
blue area is moderator. The fuel is at 900K and any other materials are at 600K. This case
is adopted to investigate the burnup effects. Instead of running the depletion calculation
with MCNP, isotopic ‘snapshots’ are generated at various burnups up to 60GWD/tU using
MPACT, and the fuel compositions are fed into a series of MCNP input decks to perform
the neutron/photon coupled calculations.

Figure 1: 1c: Layout

VERA Problem 2 presents a 17 by 17 fuel lattice with 264 fuel pins and 25 guide tubes.
Specific description of each case of problem 2 is shown in Table 1 below and Figure 2.

Table 1: Problem 2 Overview

Problem Name Descriptions
2b 264 3.1% fuel pins and 25 empty guide tubes.
2f 24 pyrex insertions in the guide tubes.
2g 24 AIC(Silver-Indium-Cadmium) control rods.
2h 24 B4C(Boron Carbide) control rods.
2m 128 of the fuel rods coated by IFBA(Integral Fuel Burnable Ab-

sorber, ZrB2 for this case).
2p 24 of the fuel rods mixed homogeneously with Gadolinium integral

burnable absorber (Gd2O3).
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Figure 2: Case 2 Layouts

Problem 5 2D presents a quarter 2D 15 x 15 core consisting of the 17 by 17 assemblies
mentioned in Problem 2. Various concentrations of fuel rods, pyrex insertions, AIC and
B4C control rods, core baffle, barrel, vessel, and neutron pads are all included explicitly.
This problem is adopted to investigate power distribution across the core and leakage on the
boundary structural material.

Figure 3 is a quarter preview of p5’s core lattice structure. On the left figure, the num-
ber on the top of each assembly indicates the enrichment of fuel rods in that assembly, and
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the number on the bottom means number of pyrex insertions. And the right figure gives
which assemblies have control rods. Problem 5a has all the control rods fully withdrawn,
Problem 5b has AIC (Silver-Indium-Cadmium) control rods fully inserted and Problem 5c
has B4C(Boron Carbide) control rods fully inserted.

Figure 3: Case 5 layout

3.2 MCNP Model Verification

Problem 1c was firstly run to verify the correctness for our MCNP model of VERA problems.
The case was run with reflective boundaries.

Table 2: 1c: Energy Deposition Summary(MeV/fission)

Table 2 summarizes each form of energy deposition in each material. As shown in the table,
with keff correction, the simulation results are close to the ENDF reference, which affirms
the correctness of our modeling.

3.3 Results of Energy Deposition

3.3.1 Heat Deposition by Material

In the MPACT and CTF coupled calculation, we assume that majority of the fission energy
is deposited locally in the fuel rod, and only a small fraction (typically 2.6%) of the fission
energy is directly deposited into the coolant subchannels around a fuel rod, which primarily
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includes the neutron slowing-down energy and gamma energy deposited in the coolant. The
heat sources from other materials, such as control rod, and structure materials are neglected.
In this section, the heat deposition is investigated in terms of materials to verify the approx-
imations used in MPACT and CTF coupled calculation.

Table 3: VERA Problem 2 Energy Deposited in each Material(MeV/fission)

Table 4: VERA Problem 2 Energy Deposited in each Material in Percentage

Table 3 and 4 above show the material separated energy deposition information in absolute
value and fraction respectively. As poisons are present, there is more energy deposited in
regions other than fuel rods, due to the energy produced by neutron capture. A similar
trend is also observed in 2p of gadolinium integrated fuel, because of the smearing effect of
capture gamma over all material regions.

For the 2-D quarter core cases, in addition to the energy transport and deposition inside the
core, energy leakage also occurs in these cases. Energy distribution data is attached in Table
5 and 6 below.

Table 5: VERA Problem 5 Energy Deposited in each Material(MeV/fission)
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Table 6: VERA Problem 5 Energy Deposited in each Material in Percentage

As shown in these tables, about 0.3% of the energy released is deposited outside the core
lattice area, including baffle, vessels, barrels and reflector regions. The energy deposition
fractions of the materials inside the core are similar to the results from problem 2, i.e., the
cases with control rods have slightly less energy deposited in fuel rods.

We also investigate the change of energy deposition fractions over fuel burnup by calculat-
ing the depletion snapshots of Problem 1c, as shown in Table 7. As burnup increases, less
energy will be deposited in fuel rods and more will be deposited in structural materials and
moderators. This is due to the intensive neutron captures from fission products, generating
more gamma rays. For example, at 60 GWD/tU, more than 14 MeV of capture gamma may
be produced per fission reaction, as compared to 5.83 MeV for a fresh fuel case.

Table 7: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at Different Burnups Stages

From the aforementioned results, the 2-D assembly calculations indicate a variation of the
coolant heating fraction (2.1-2.9%) due to the different poison types. For a whole core
calculation, the 2.6% direct coolant heating fraction used in MPACT and CTF coupled
calculation is a reasonable approximation according to Table 6, but it would be desirable to
allow the burnup dependence of this fraction, as suggested by Table 7. More importantly,
the energy deposited in the poison material regions is non-trivial as indicated in Table 4,
especially for the cases with control rods. In the next section, the spatial heat distribution
will be investigated to show the local heat source of these control rods.

3.3.2 Spatial Distribution

This section covers how different forms of energy are spatially distributed across assem-
blies(Problem 2) and cores(Problem 5). The fission rate, total heat deposition and gamma
energy deposition are compared to study the smearing effect caused by gamma heating.
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Figures 4 to 9 show the normalized fission rate, heat deposition and gamma deposition of
Problem 2 cases with each block representing a pin cell. The normalization is done indepen-
dently for the fission rate, total heat deposition and gamma energy deposition, such that the
average of the 264 fuel pin cells is equal to unity. The normalization factor is then applied
to the non-fuel pins as well.

For 2-D lattices, the fission rate distribution is mostly affected by the location of poisons.
The energy deposition generally has the similar distribution patterns as fission rate, because
the majority of the fission energy release is locally deposited. Due to the gamma smear-
ing effect (non-local gamma deposition tends to flatten the gamma energy deposition), the
overall energy deposition is slightly flatter than the fission rate distribution. As mentioned
in the previous section, for some cases the energy deposited in the non-fuel regions is not
negligible. For example, in Problem 2g(AIC), the energy deposited in an AIC control rod is
approximately 1/4 of that of a fuel pin cell, indicating that the heat source from a control
rod should be modeled in order to obtain the more accurate temperature distributions from
the T/H calculation. This may require gamma transport capability in MPACT.

Also, we can compare the fission rate distribution with the gamma heating distribution to
investigate the possible approach of a simplified gamma smearing scheme (without solving
the gamma transport) in order to obtain a more consistent pin power distribution. This has
been investigated in a separate effort [5].

Figure 4: 2b(UO2): Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are in
Absolute Value.
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Figure 5: 2f(Pyrex): Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition Uncertainties are in
Absolute Value.

Figure 6: 2g(AIC): Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are in
Absolute Value.
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Figure 7: 2h(B4C): Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are in
Absolute Value.

Figure 8: 2m(IFBA): Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are in
Absolute Value.
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Figure 9: 2p(Gad): Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are in
Absolute Value.

For the 2-D quarter core cases, the energy distributions are tallied on the assembly level
rather than fuel pin level. As shown in Figures 10-12, the assembly-wise gamma heat dis-
tribution is relatively flatter comparing to fission rate and heat deposition, but the gamma
smearing effect is reduced across the assemblies with different enrichments. As discussed in
[5], a single gamma smearing factor across the whole core is not possible, and the fission
rate (primary source of gamma) effect should be included into the determination of gamma
smearing factors. Also, for the assemblies near the reflector, the energy deposition is lower
than one might expect from the smearing effect, and gamma heat is even more lower because
of the leakage of gamma rays. As mentioned in section 3.3.1, approximately 0.3% of the total
energy leaked out of the core, in which about two-thirds are carried away by gamma rays
(see Tables 14-16).
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Figure 10: 5a-2d: Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are given
in absolute values.

Figure 11: 5b-2d: Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are given
in absolute values.
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Figure 12: 5c-2d: Comparison of Normalized Fission Rate, Heat Deposition and Gamma Deposition. Uncertainties are given
in absolute values.

4 Conclusions

In this work, a set of energy deposition benchmark problems were created based on the
VERA Progression Problems. A well-defined scheme for energy deposition tally for MCNP5
has been used in this study for the energy deposition. The spatial distribution of energy
deposition has been generated in terms of various energy forms available in MCNP calcu-
lation. These benchmark results will be useful to verify the ongoing development of energy
deposition methods in MPACT.

Analysis of the benchmark results shows that the direct coolant heating fraction of 2.6%
used in MPACT/CTF coupled calculation is a reasonable approximation for a fresh whole
core calculation, but it would be desirable to allow the burnup dependence of this frac-
tion. As suggested by the results of 2-D assembly calculations, the energy deposited in the
non-fuel regions is non-trivial, especially for the cases with control rods. For example, in
Problem 2g (AIC), the energy deposited in an AIC control rod is approximately 1/4 of that
of a fuel pin cell, indicating that the heat source from a control rod should be explicitly
modeled in order to obtain the more accurate temperature distributions from T/H calcu-
lation. By comparing the fission rate distribution with the gamma heating distribution,
the possible approach of a simplified gamma smearing scheme (without solving the gamma
transport) can be investigated using the benchmark results. Although the gamma heat is
evenly smeared over the fuel pins of a 2-D assembly, the whole core calculation will require a
more sophisticated gamma smearing scheme to account for the change of gamma source due
to the fission rate difference in different assemblies, which is currently under development
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in another RTM milestone(L3:RTM.XSN.P15.01). For the future interest of developing de-
terministic neutron/photon coupled transport calculation in MPACT, the data presented in
this benchmark problem can also be used for verification.
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Appendix A Benchmark Results

The detailed spatial distribution data of energy deposition by materials are provided in
terms of energy forms, including fission fragments and neutron, beta, prompt gamma, de-
layed gamma, capture gamma, total gamma and total energy. These data are normalized
such that the average fuel pin (for Problem 2) and the average assembly (for Problem 5
2D) energy deposition is equal to the overall energy deposition per fission, which is roughly
200MeV, and uncertainties are all given in absolute values. Also, the spatial integrated en-
ergy of each material is also included. The results of depleted cases of 1c are attached at the
end.

Figure 13: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 14: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 15: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 16: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 17: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 18: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 19: 2b(UO2): Fuel Pin Number Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 8: 2b(UO2): Energy Deposition Summary
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Figure 20: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 21: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 22: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 23: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 24: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 25: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 26: 2f(pyrex): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 9: 2f(pyrex): Energy Deposition Summary
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Figure 27: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 28: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 29: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 30: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 31: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Consortium for Advanced Simulation of LWRs xix CASL-U-2017-1399-000



Energy Deposition Analysis of VERA Progression
Problems Using MCNP6

Figure 32: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 33: 2g(AIC): Fuel Pin Number Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 10: 2g(AIC): Energy Deposition Summary
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Figure 34: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 35: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 36: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 37: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 38: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 39: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 40: 2h(B4C): Fuel Pin Number Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 11: 2h(B4C): Energy Deposition Summary
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Figure 41: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 42: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 43: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 44: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 45: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 46: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 47: 2m(IFBA): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 12: 2m(IFBA): Energy Deposition Summary
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Figure 48: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 49: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 50: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 51: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 52: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 53: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 54: 2p(Gad): Fuel Pin Number Normalized Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 13: 2p(Gad): Energy Deposition Summary

Figure 55: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 56: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)

Figure 57: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 58: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Figure 59: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 60: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Figure 61: 5a-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 14: 5a-2d: Energy Deposition Summary
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Figure 62: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)

Figure 63: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)
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Figure 64: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Figure 65: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 66: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Figure 67: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 68: 5b-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 15: 5b-2d: Energy Deposition Summary

Figure 69: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Total Energy Distribution Material Separated (MeV/fission)
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Figure 70: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Energy by Fragments and Neutrons (MeV/fission)

Figure 71: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Prompt Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 72: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Capture Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Figure 73: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Delayed Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)
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Figure 74: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Total Gamma Distribution (MeV/fission)

Figure 75: 5c-2d: Assembly Number Normalized Beta Distribution (MeV/fission)

Table 16: 5c-2d: Energy Deposition Summary

Consortium for Advanced Simulation of LWRs lii CASL-U-2017-1399-000



Energy Deposition Analysis of VERA Progression
Problems Using MCNP6

Table 17: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 0.1 GWD/tU

Table 18: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 1.0 GWD/tU

Table 19: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 10 GWD/tU

Table 20: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 20 GWD/tU

Table 21: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 30 GWD/tU

Table 22: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 40 GWD/tU

Table 23: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 50 GWD/tU
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Table 24: 1c Energy Deposited in Different Materials at 60 GWD/tU
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Appendix B Delayed Gamma Spectrum

In the current MCNP energy deposition model developed for VERA Progression Problems,
the delayed beta and gamma energy depositions are scaled by normalizing the MCNP tal-
lied spatial distributions (prompt fission Q value and prompt gamma energy) to the ENDF
entries of delayed modes. This approximation could affect the accuracy of the energy depo-
sition model in two aspects: (1) the amount of delayed energy release as a function of time.
We have verified that time dependence of delayed energy has marginal effect on the nominal
reactor operation calculation with depletion. The time dependence on the fast transient
problems (such as RIAs) is under investigation; (2) the spatial distribution of the gamma
energy deposition. The current scaling approach assumes the spatial distribution of delayed
gamma energy deposition is identical to that of prompt gamma energy deposition. This is
true only when the delayed gamma spectrum resembles the prompt gamma spectrum, which
is discussed as follows.

First, Refs. [6, 7] show that the equilibrium delayed gamma spectrum and prompt gamma
spectrum of U-235 fairly resemble each other. It is also interesting to investigate the delayed
gamma spectrum as a function of time, which can be done by depletion codes to provide
the radiation source terms. In Figs. 76 and 77, we compare the prompt gamma spectrum
obtained from ENDF/B-VII.1, with the delayed gamma spectra at various times followed by
a fission event of U-235. These delayed gamma spectra data are obtained from Refs. [8] and
[9] by calculations using CINDER and ORIGEN, respectively. The spectra of prompt and
delayed gammas are normalized such that they are integrated to unity over gamma energy.
Note the spectra lower than 0.1MeV are not shown in these plots because: (1) the prompt
gamma spectrum less than 0.1MeV obtained in ENDF data is questionable by missing peaks
indicated from Ref. [9]; (2) as computed from the CINDER and ORIGEN data, the num-
ber of delayed photons is produced with similar amount between the two energy ranges,
0-0.1MeV and 0.1-1MeV, so the heating energy produced by the photons in 0-0.1MeV is an
order lower than the photons in 0.1-1MeV. Given the little potential contribution to heating
calculation, efforts of further investigating the spectra differences can be saved in the energy
range of 0-0.1MeV.

Although the spectral data of delayed gamma are available in different energy bins and time
ranges between CINDER and ORIGEN results, they are roughly consistent if comparing at
the same delayed times up to 104 s. It is also noted that the spectra of delayed gamma are
generally softened as time increases. At early times (less than 1000s), the delayed gamma
spectra are more likely to resemble the prompt gamma spectrum. Since more than three-
fourths of the total delayed gamma energy is released within 1000s after a fission, with
majority of heat contributed from short-lived FPs, it shouldn’t be a bad approximation to
assume a similar spectra of delayed gamma as prompt gamma, even during the period that
the equilibrium delayed gamma is not achieved (such as core startup or power change).

In addition, Fig. 78 shows a same comparison for Pu-239, which is also available from
CINDER calculations [8]. The same conclusion can be drawn from the spectra comparison
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between prompt and delayed gammas for Pu-239.

Figure 76: Comparison of delayed gamma spectra (CINDER) at various time after a U-235 fission event with prompt gamma
spectrum from ENDF/B-VII.1 (MF=15, MT=18). The data of delayed gamma spectra is from CINDER calculations in Ref.
[8]

Figure 77: Comparison of delayed gamma spectra (ORIGEN) at various time after a U-235 fission event with prompt gamma
spectrum from ENDF/B-VII.1 (MF=15, MT=18). The data of delayed gamma spectra is from ORIGEN calculations in Ref.
[9]
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Figure 78: Comparison of delayed gamma spectra (CINDER) at various time after a Pu-239 fission event with prompt gamma
spectrum from ENDF/B-VII.1 (MF=15, MT=18). The data of delayed gamma spectra is from CINDER calculations in Ref.
[8]
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