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Executive Summary S

A model for the distribution of waste particle sizes at the time and scale of inadvertent human intrusion
of the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) transuranic (TRU) waste repository during the 10,000-year
regulatory post-closure period has been developed in this report by an Expert Panel. However, definitive
information on which to objectively base this model is not available and cannot be obtained. Instead, it
must be based on the judgment of qualified and unbiased experts, consistent with all available

information. This report documents the process and results of the expert elicitation.

The expert elicitation was administered by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Carlsbad Area Office
{CAD) Technical Assistance Contractor (CTAC). The expert elicitation was conducted in response to a
request from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and was conducted in compliance with
applicable EPA regulations, and a CAO procedure and plan, and a CTAC desktop instruction.

The expert elicitation process consisted of a third-party elicitor guiding a six-person panel of experts
through the process of resolving the technical issue, and included extensive public and other interested
party involvement opportunities throughout. The process consisted of the following 11 main steps:

1. Definition of technical issue(s) - The technical issue was defined as follows:

What is the conditional probability distribution for the waste particle size frequency distribution (1.e.,
in terms of percent of the number of particles exceeding a particular size) at a random areal location,
at a specified vertical location in the waste room, time and scale, given the initial waste inventory
and the predicted extent of each relevant process at that Jocation, time and scale, both just before an
intrusion and after tensile failure during a spalling event.

2. Public notification - The public and other interested parties were notified in a variety of ways at least
10 days before the elicitation began.

3. Selection and contracting of experts - A qualified and unbiased group of six available experts
covering the relevant technical areas was identified and selected through a formal process (resumes

are attached).

4. General orientation and elicitation training - The expernts were provided background reading
materials before the elicitation, and then were given orientation and probability training on May 5,
1997, when they convened in Carlsbad, New Mexico. The public and other interested parties were
invited to observe the orientation and the training (viewgraphs are attached).

5. Presemation and review of issue(s) - Technical background (e.g., performance assessment [PA]
results and waste particle size information) was then presented by Sandia National Laboratories
(SNL) and by the New Mexico Environmental Evaluation Group (EEG) on May 5 and 6,
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respectively, to the experts and to observers. The various processes that can affect particle sizes

were identified and discussed by the experis. These processes include corrosion of iton-base .
materials, biodegradation of organics, dissolution of magnesium oxide (MgO) backfill, cementation

of various materials by precipitation of dissolved salt, MgO reaction products, and corrosion

byproducts, and encapsulation of various matenials by salt creep.

6. Preparation of expert analvsis by elicitor - Consistent with the technical background, as discussed by
the experts, the elicitor developed a preliminary decomposition model for discussion.

7. Discussion of analysis by panel members - The elicitor presented the preliminary decomposition
model to the expert panel and to observers. The expert panel then discussed the model and agreed on
appropriate revisions to better reflect their judgment. The public and other interested parties were
invited to observe and comment. The model consists of the initial amounts and particle size
distributions of six material groups (i.e., 1. iron-base and aluminum-base metals; 2. other metals,
inorganics, vitrified, soils and cements; 3, salt fragments; 4. cellulosics and solidified organics;

5. rubber and plastics; and 6. magnesium oxide [MgO] backfill) that behave similarly, and the effects
of the various reduction and/or aggregation processes on their particle sizes. It was assumed that the
materials and processes are independent, and can thus be treated separately and then combined. The
particle size distribution model (in EXCEL spreadsheet format) which determines the particle size
distribution as a function of the predicted repository conditions (from performance assessment [PA]),
is attached.

8. Elicitation - Once the decomposition model had been finalized by the expert panel, the panel
assessed the various input parameters, guided by the elicitor. The public and other interested parties
were invited to observe and comment. The relevant parameters included the amount and inijtial waste
particle size distribution for each material group; the nature of any degradation byproducts and their
precipitation/cementation; and the natuare of salt encapsulation.

9. Recomposition - The elicitor then synthesized and summarized the resuits of the elicitation, in the
form of a set of viewgraphs.

10. Review and approval, or dissenting opinions provided by the experts - The expert panel reviewed the
viewgraphs and agreed on appropriate revisions to better reflect the panel’s judgment. The public
and other interested parties were invited to observe and comment. Once satisfied, the experts signed
a statemnent that the resulting set of viewgraphs adequately represented their judgment (viewgraphs
and signatures are attached).

11. Documentation of the process and resulis - In addition to this report, which summarizes the process
and results and documented procedures and plans, the entire orientation, training, and elicitation
process in Carlsbad between May 5 and 9 was transcribed by a court reporter. These transcripts and
all the various presentation materials are available in the project file

A draft report was submitted on May 12, 1997, for public and other interested parties review and
comment. EEG submitted comments, which were reviewed by the expert panel and incorporated as
deemed appropriate by the experts in this final report. '

In summation, the results of the expert elicitation consist of a mode! for defensibly predicting waste

particle size distribution as a function of the extent to which various processes have occurred within
the repository, as predicted separately by PA. This spreadsheet-based model, which is attached and .

illustrated schematica]ly in Figure ES-1, can be linked between sysiem PA models and specific
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intrusion models, and assumes that the uncertainty in particle size distributions is dominated by the
uncertainty in repositery conditions. However, the prediction of future repository conditions, the
implementation of the particle size distribution model, and the subsequent application of the results
of the model in PA are outside the scope of the expert elicitation.

Tt should be noted that currently, only the average waste mix and conditions in the repository are
considered, which might not reflect the variable actual conditions except at large scale. If needed
and if supported by PA, the variability at smaller scales could be accommodated by the current
particle size distribution mode! with little additional work. '
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1. introduction

1.1 Purpose

This report describes the process that the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Carlsbad Area Office
(CAO) Technical Assistance Contractor (CTAC) used to elicit expert judgment on a particular issue
pursuant to CAO Team Procedure (TP} 10.6, Rev. 0 (Expert Judgment) (DOE, 1997a), the CAO Expent
Panel Elicitation Plan, Rev. 2 (DOE, 1997b), and CTAC Experimental Programs desktop instruction
CTAC/EP-DI 1, Rev. 0 (CTAC, 1997), and the resuits obtained.

A model input variable related to the distribution of particle diameters in degraded Waste Isolation Pilot
Plant (WIPP) transuranic (TRU) waste was used in the WIPP Compliance Certification Application
(CCA) mode! (DOE, 1996a) to calculate the volume of spall releases. Spall (and cuttings, cavings, and
brine) releases may occur as inadvertent human intrusions (boreholes) reach or penetrate the waste
emplaced in the WIPP repository during the 10,000-year period following the closure of the WIPP.
Because the distribution of particle diameters affects the quantity of material released, and because the
particle diameters are uncertain and cannot be estimated directly based on available data, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) requested in letters dated March 19 and April 25, 1997
(Attachments I and TI), that the waste particle diameter used in the CCA be based on an elicitation of
expert judgment. Although only a single particle diameter, as opposed to the entire population, was used
in each realization of the spallings model, the uncertainty in the actual population of particle diameters is
being assessed because this information is more informative, can be used to construct a mean of a
population for use in the CCA model, and is potentially applicable for use in other models (e.g., cavings
and transport of particles up the intrusion borehole}.

1.2 Scope

This report documents the process and results of the expert elicitation on waste particle diameters at the
time of inadvertent human intrusion. In the absence of definitive direct data, resolution of the technical
issue must be done by elicitation of judgment of a qualified and unbiased expert panel, consistent with all
available information. It should be recognized that the probabilities that were assessed reflect the
experts' collective judgment in interpreting all the available information, considering the relevance of
various types of information {e.g., representativeness, biases). Data do not replace judgment, but instead
constrain the results. Conceptually, given enough data, the results can be constrained to eliminate
alternative interpretations. However, this is generally not possible when extrapolating past information
into the future. Statistical analysis of the available data in such cases is useful but not sufficient.

Probability distributions are needed for the population of particle sizes of WIPP waste disposal room
contents that could potentially become part of an inadvertent release to the surface as a function of time.
A particle that is “potentially” spallable or cavable is a particle available for possible transport by fast-
moving gas or by drilling actions, respectively. These particles are “potentially” spaliable or cavable
because the processes of transport by flowing gas or by drilling action to and up the borehole are not to
be considered in the development of these distributions. The only uncertainty being characterized is the
size of particles or aggregates of cemented particles at the time of inadvertent intrusion, resulting from
consideration of the initial particle size distribution at the time of closure and the processes occurring in
the waste disposal area up to that time. Conditions, processes, and events that may occur in the waste
disposal rooms and that may affect particle size include the following:
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o the form and relative proportions of the materials initially emplaced (e.g., waste, waste containers,
and magnesium oxide [MgO] backfill); .

« compaction of filied disposal rooms caused by creep closure;

¢ encapsulation of materials in disposal rooms, especially near the boundary of the room, by salt creep;
e brine inflow;

s phase changes associated with hydration of MgO backfill;

e the uncertain extent of anoxic cormrosion of iron (Fe)-base and aluminum (Al)-base metals;

« the uncertain extent of degradation of cellulosics and solidified organics;

« the uncertain extent of degradation of plastics and rubber; and

o cementation of waste by precipitated halite, anoxic corrosion products, and phases created by MgO
hydration and/or reaction with carbon dioxide.

Waste particles could be further affected by processes that occur during inadvertent intrusion, €.g.,
erosion/fragmentation of waste by gas pressure gradients created near the borehole or by drilling actions.

Not only is the uncertainty in the occurmrence and extent of the above conditions, processes, and events

important, but also their variability at various scales across the repository. Because the extent of various .
processes (e.g., microbial degradation of cellulosic, plastics, and rubber) is very uncertain and is outside

the scope of this elicitation, conditional probability distributions will be described as a function of the

extent of such processes, in the form of a model.

As noted above, the prediction of future repository conditions is outside the scope of this elicitation.
Moreover, the implementation of the particle size distribution model and the subsequent application of
the results of the model in performance assessment (PA) also are outside the scope of this elicitation.
Lastly, although the radioactivity associated with the particles is important in estimating release and
subsequent exposures, this is outside the scope of this study.

To enhance the defensibility of the results of the elicitation process, the process actively encouraged
public and other interested party participation and required adequate documentation. The public and
other interested parties were invited to: 1) submit information and/or interpretations which the group of
experts would consider; and 2) observe and comment on the elicitation process and results. To allow the
process to be replicated, it was thoroughly documented in accordance with applicable standards.

1.3 Institutional Background

Public Law 102-579, commonly referred to as the WIPP Land Withdrawal Act of 1992 (LWA), sets aside
2 land parcel in the state of New Mexico from public use to be used for safe disposal of TRU waste
(Figure 1-1). It also directs the DOE to develop and safely operate a deep geologic repository for TRU
waste at the WIPP site in compliance with applicable regulations promuigated by the EPA.
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TRU waste consists of inorganic and organic solid and solidified waste materials that are contaminaied
with both transuranic and hazardous constituents. The main EPA regulations that apply to this waste are
Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Part 191 (40 CFR 191), 40 CFR 194, 40 CFR 261, 40 CFR 264,
and 40 CFR 268. The 40 CFR 191 and 40 CFR 194 regulations pertain to the radioactive constituents of
the TRU waste, whereas 40 CFR 261, 40 CFR 264, and 40 CFR 268 pertain to the non-radioactive
hazardous constituents.

The DOE has characterized the WIPP site since 1974. The surface and a portion of the subsurface
facilities needed to commence the disposal of TRU waste at the WIPP site were completed in 1988
(Figure 1-2). The DOE submitted the CCA for the WIPP site in October 1996 to show compliance with
40 CFR 191 (and the related criteria regulation 40 CFR 194, which was promulgated by the EPA in
February 1996). On March 19, 1997 (Attachment I) the EPA advised the DOE that 13 of the parameters
used in the CCA PA to show compliance with 40 CFR 191 and 40 CFR 194 lacked supporting evidence.
On April 25, 1997 (Attachment II) the EPA advised the DOE that it had received adequate supporting
information on 12 of the 13 parameters listed in the letter of March 19, 1997. The EPA also advised the
DOE that it would accept expert judgment on the remaining parameter, the waste particle diameter(s),
during the 10,000-year post-closure period. The EPA informed the Secretary of Energy on May 16, 1997
(Attachment III) that the EPA had received “the fuil application”, per the August 7, 1996 amendment to
the LWA, and the EPA is currently evaluating the CCA. According to the LWA, as amended, the EPA
has until May 16, 1998 (i.e., one year) to either accept or reject the CCA.

1.4 Format

This report summarizes the process and the results of an expert panel elicitation administered by CTAC
on the WIPP waste particle diameter(s) during the 10,000-year regulatory period. This report consists of
the following sections: -

o Technical Background (Section 2) presents the relevant technical background regarding the potential
- types of materials and post-closure processes occurring in the repository. PA and the nature and
context of the technical issue are also discussed. This formed the basis for subsequent assessments,
as described in the remainder of the report.

e Technical Approach (Section 3) presents the approach used in this study to develop estimates of the
waste particle diameters at the time of inadvertent human intrusion, consistent with the technical
background presented in Section 2. This consists of developing a decomposition mode! for the issue,
subjectively assessing the parameters that quantify the model, and implementing the model with
those parameters, as described separately in the following sections. Orientation and training
materials and resumes for the expert panel manager, the selection committee members, the elicitor
and the subject-matter experts are presented in Appendices A and D, respectively.

s Decomposition Model (Section 4) presents the model for decomposing the issue of future waste
particle diameters. This consists first of concepts and then parameters and algorithms which quantify
the concepts and, when combined, produce a reasonable estimate of waste particle diameters at the
time of inadvertent human intrusion. The quantitative model is documented in Appendix B and the
concepts developed by the experts are documented in Appendix C. h

o  Parameter Assessments (Section 5) describes the information available regarding each model
parameter defined in Section 4, summarizes the rationale used by the experts in assessing each
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parameter, and presents the experts’ assessment of each parameter. The experts’ assessments are
documented in Appendix C. .

Results (Section 6) discusses the types of results of the mode) presented in Section 4, when
implemented with the parameter assessments presented in Section 5 and the results of PA. The
assessment of waste particle diameters at the time of inadvertent human intrusion is presented in a
format compatible with PA, as discussed in Section 2.

Conclusions (Section 7) presents conclusions regarding the process and results of the expert
elicitation on waste particle diameters at the time of inadvertent human intrusion, including potential
limitations.

References (Section 8) lists the relevant documents cited in the report.

Review and Approval (Section 9) provides confirmation by signature that each expert panel member
has reviewed and approved the Executive Summary and Sections 1 through 9 of this report.
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2. Technical Background

TRU waste (see Appendix A - General Orientation), along with other materials (e.g., packaging and
backfill), is scheduled to be emplaced in a deep geological repository at the WIPP site (Figures 1-1 and 1-
2). These materials may be subject to various processes OVer the 10,000 vears following the closure of
the repository, which may change their physical/chemical characteristics, including their parucle size.
The physical/chemical characteristics of the materials, in turn, may affect how the repository performs
with respect to regulatory criteria. As discussed in Section 1.1, waste particle diameters are of particular
interest. These aspects are discussed separately in the following subsections.

2.1 Materials

Various materials are scheduled to be emplaced in the WIPP repository. Each matenial comprises a
percentage of the total quantity of materials within the repository, has an initial particle size distribution,
and may be concentrated at various scales within the repository.

WIPP TRU waste comprises materials contaminated with transuranic radionuclides during activities
related to nuclear weapons production since 1970. The waste contains, for example, packing materials,
tools, protective clothing, manufacturing and laboratory equipment, and contaminated liguids solidified
with cements. The waste is placed in 55-gallon, plastic-lined drums, larger standard waste boxes
(SWBs), or canisters for ternporary storage, transportation, and disposal.

The TRU waste will be emplaced in disposal rooms mined into the approximately 600-m thick Salado
Formation halite (rock salt), approximately 655 m (2150 feet) below the ground surface (Figure 1-2).
The drums and boxes of waste will be stacked in disposal rooms that are approximately 4 m high, 10m
wide, and 91 m long. The waste containers will be emplaced with bags of magnesium oxide (MgO)
pellets as backfill that will tend to stabilize the chemical conditions in the disposal rooms. Remote
handled (RH) TRU waste contained in canisters will be placed horizontally in the walls of the repository
without additional MgO backfill.

Hence, the materials that will be emplaced in the repository as waste, packaging and backfill, include the
following (DOE, 1996b):

e iron-base metal/alloys - includes iron and steel alloys in the-waste, and iron-base metallic phase
associated with vitrification; are mixed throughout the repository; steel packaging and steel plug are
considered separately.

o  aluminum-base metal/alloys - includes aluminum or aluminum-base alloys in waste materials; are
mixed throughout the repository.

o other metal/alloys - includes all other metals found in waste materials (e.g., COpper, lead, zirconium,
tantalum, lead portion of Jead rubber glove/aprons); are mixed throughout the repository; lead
packaging is considered separately. -

e other inorganic materials - includes inorganic non-metal waste materials (e.g., concrete, glass,
firebrick, ceramics, graphite, sand, and inorganic sorbents); are mixed throughout the repository.
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¢ vitrified - includes waste that has been melted or fused at high temperature with glass-forming
additives (e.g., soil or silica) in appropriate proportions to result in a homogeneous glass-like matrix;
are in 7-drum packs; any unoxidized metallic phases are considered as iron-base metal/alloys.

o cellulosics - includes materials generally derived from high polymer plant carbohydrates (e.g., paper,
cardboard, kimwipes, wood, cellophane, cloth); are mixed throughout the repository.

o rubber - includes natural or manmade elastic latex materals (e.g., Hypalon®, neoprene, surgical
‘gloves, rubber part of leaded-rubber gloves); are mixed throughout the repository.

» plastics - includes generally manmade materials, often derived from petroleum feedstock (e.g.,
polyethylene, polyvinyl chloride, Lucite®, Teflon); are mixed throughout the repository; plastic
packaging is considered separately.

o solidified inorganic materials - includes any homogeneous materials consisting of sludge or aqueous
base liquids that are solidified with cement, Envirostone®, or other solidification agents (e.g.,
wastewater treatment sludge, cemented aqueous liguids, and inorganic particulates); are in 7-drum
packs; cement used as part of solidification process is considered separately.

e solidified organic materials - includes cemented organic resins, solidified organic liquids, and
sludges; are in 7-drum packs.

¢ cement (solidified) - includes cement used in solidifying liquids, particulates, and sludges; are mixed
throughout the repository.

« ' soils - includes generally naturally occurring soils contamninated with inorganic radioactive waste
materials; are in 7-drum packs. :

s steel packaging - includes containers (e.g., drums, boxes, and canisters); are in all waste containers;
steel in waste and steel plug packaging are considered separately. '

e plastics packaging - are in all waste containers; plastics in waste are considered separately.

e lead packaging - includes lead shielding in a remote handled (RH) canister; are located in room
walls; lead in waste is considered separately.

e steel plug - are located in room walls; steel in waste and steel non-plug packaging are considered
separately.

o MgO backfill - includes pellets; are primarily at top and sides of waste room.

In addition to the above materials emplaced in the repository, salt fragrments may separate from the roof
and walls and mix with the waste, especially near the roof. :

The various materials in the WIPP repository and their relevant initial characteristics at the end of the
100-year active institutional control period are summarized in Table 2-1. The relevant initial
characteristics of each material include: ‘

e initial amount - The percentage of the initial total weight of all material emplaced within WIPP.
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e spartial distribution - The variability in concentration throughout the repository (¢.g.. localized
pockets or uniformly distributed) at various scales.

Table 2-1 Materials

Expected Amount
{%Total Wt of Materials placed

Material in Repository)’ Spatial Distribution
iron-base metal/alloys 12.6 throughout
aluminum-base metal/alloys 1.3 throughout
other metal/alloys 56 throughout
other inorganic materials 24 throughout
vitrified 40 in 7-packs
cellulosics 4.0 throughout [
rubber 0.7 throughout
plastics ' 2.5 throughout
solidified inorganic materials 40 in 7-packs
solidified organic materal 0.4 in 7-packs
cement (solidified) 3.7 throughout
soils 32 in 7-packs
steel packaging 114 all waste containers
plastics packaging 19 all waste containers
lead packaging 1.4 with RH in room walls
steel plug _ 6.5 with RH in room walls
MgO backfill 34.5 top and sides of room
salt Note 1 top of room

Note: 1. The amount of salt fragments was estimated, as discussed in Section 5.
2. The amounts of each material will vary among locations as a function of scale, and will not equal the average
repository-wide average amounts except at large scale, as discussed in Section 2.4.

It is conceivable that some of the above materials will degrade in similar ways due to the processes that
will occur in the WIPP repository. If so, they can be combined and treated as one type of material. This
is discussed further as part of the decomposition model presented in Section 4.

2.2 Processes

The materials in the repository may be subject to various processes over the 10,000 years following
closure. These processes may affect the physical/chemical nature of the materials, and include creep
closure, brine inflow from the surrounding salt formation, chemical reactions that generate gas by anoxic
corrosion, possible gas-generating microbial degradation of cellulosic, plastics, and rubber, cementation
by precipitated phases, and encapsulation by localized salt creep. Radiolytic decomposition can also
occur, although it is anticipated to be relatively insignificant in comparison to the other processes. As
previously noted, erosion and/or tensile failure during borehole intrusion can also occur. These
processes are summarized in Figure 2-1, and are described in the following subsections (DOE, 1997b).
They are described in more detail in Section 4 in terms of how they are modeled.
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2.2.1 Crushing

WIPP disposal rooms reduce in volume as the surrounding halite (salt) creeps into the excavation,
depending on the pressure inside the room. Creep closure will tend to crush the waste containers,
exposing their contents to the conditions in the disposal rooms to a variable extent, depending on how the

individual waste containers deform and liners rupture. Most of th

e creep closure occurs within 100 years

of waste emplacement, and will compact rooms and contents to heights less than 2 m. Inward-creeping
halite may also encapsulate materials, especially near the boundaries of waste stacks as salt crystals

deform, as discussed separately in Section 2.2.5. The crushing of

waste containers and waste (as well as

encapsulation of waste near room boundaries) may affect the overall distribution of particle diameters.
Crushing by creep closure may also create mechanical bonding of waste as some components deform into
interlocking shapes, like puzzle pieces, which occurs at many size scales.

2.2.2 Corrosion

A small quantity of residual liquid (less than one percent) is present initially in the emplaced waste, and
inflow of brine into the repository is expected. Metal in the waste, predominantly steel, will react
anoxically with water to generate hydrogen gas (increasing the gas pressure within the disposal room),
and iron hydroxides. Due to the abundance of steel in the waste and containers, anoxic corrosion of steel
has been determined to be the most important corrosion reaction and is the only corrosion reaction
calculated in performance assessment models. The quantity of steel corroded, as well as the duration of
anoxic corrosion, is uncertain, depending on other conditions. For example, corrosion may stop early

because brine is not available to drive the reaction, or it may proc

eed for the entire regulatory period.

However, it is very unlikely that anoxic corrosion will consume all the steel initially present. Anoxic
corrosion is a change of chemical phase that affects the volume and size of the steel in the repository,
which is a large component of the initial mass. Thus, it may affect the overall distribution of particle
diameters in the waste both by chemical breakdown of steel, and as discussed separately in Section 224
by iron hydroxides bonding particles of waste into larger aggregates.

2.2.3 Biodegradation

Although microbes will be present in the emplaced waste, it is uncertain whether microbes will be viable
in the repository environment. For example, in the CCA PA calculations, the probability that microbes
would be viable was assessed to be 50%. It is also uncertain which components of the waste may be
suitable as microbial substrates. For example, in the CCA PA calculations, if microbes are viable, the

probability that cellulosic components of the waste are microbial
whereas the probability that plastic and rubber components are m

substrates was assessed to be 100%,
icrobial substrates was assessed to be

50%. In the CCA., the simplifying assumption was made that all microbial substrates are degraded by
microbes at the same rate. Although conservative, this assumption is likely unrealistic because the
variability in the composition of plastics and rubber indicates that perhaps some of these components
might not degrade at all. However, assuming uniform degradation (if it occurs at all) results in rapid
reactions and, in general, complete degradation of all microbial substrates within 2,000 years after
repository closure (DOE, 1996a). If it occurs, the microbial degradation of substrates may alter particle
diameters. Biodegradation of organic materials will also result in biomass and other byproducts as well

as gas.
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2.2.4 Dissolution/Precipitation/Ce

mentation

As discussed in Section 2.2.2, corrosion of metals will produce iron hydroxides. These iron hydroxides

will precipitate out, either as free particles or as cementing agents.

MgO will be emplaced as backfill surrounding the waste in the repository to maintain chemical

conditions of relatively low actinide sol

ubility. Emplaced MgO will hydrate as brine enters the

repository, changing chemical phase, and react with the carbon dioxide (CO-) generated if microbes are
viable, changing phase again. MgO emplaced with the waste is a large fraction (about 1/3) of the initial
mass in the repository. Thus, the chemical compounds formed as MgO hydrates and reacts with CO, will
affect the distribution of particle diameters and the bonding of waste particles.

Anoxic corrosion and the hydration of MgQO consume water in brine, causing (among other phases) the
precipitation of salt crystals. Depending on its location and extent, precipitation of salt crystals may also

bond particles together.

2.2.5 Encapsulation

As discussed in Section 2.2.1, salt will creep into the excavation, depending on the pressure inside the
room (e.g., gas pressure or due to compression of the waste). At some point (¢.g., once the waste has
been sufficiently compressed), the pressure inside the room will be high enough to stop overall room
closure. However, at a smaller scale, the salt may not experience such pressure in some locations (e.g.,

where there are voids in the waste) and

the salt may continue to “flow” locally into the voids,

encapsulating waste particles. Such encapsulation occurs mainly near the salt-waste boundary. If the
degraded waste is also relatively plastic, it may also flow into voids, possibly reducing the amount of

waste for salt encapsulation. However,

this will occur throughout the waste, as opposed to the salt-waste

boundary where encapsulation occurs, so that its effect on reducing encapsulation mightnot be

significant.

2.2.6 Fragmentation

As discussed in Section 2.3.2, the waste may be subject O significant stresses during inadvertent
intrusion. For example, the waste may experience tensile or shear failure due to pressure gradients or the

action of drilling fluids once a borehole

penetrates the room. If such stresses exceed the strength of

individual particles, as defined in Section 3.1, they may break apart, thus affecting their particle size.
Obviousty, the mechanical action of the drill bit is intended to grind up particles in its path to sufficient

size to remove them from the borehole,

and thus also affects particle sizes; this grinding process, -

however, is outside the scope of this elicitation.

2.3 Performance Assessment

PA of the WIPP disposal system involves estimating the extent to which each of the above processes
occurs as a function of time (¢.g., the time history of creep closure of the emplacement room), as well as
waste releases for various scenarios as a function of time (e.g., inadvertent human intrusion)

(DOE, 1996a).
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2.3.1 System Performance _ .

In probabilistic PA, the future performance of the WIPP disposal system is quantified by the application
of models incorporating the uncenainties aboul the processes and properties of the WIPP disposal
system, the uncertainties in future human actions, and assumptions specified by EPA. The panel
discussed the following processes: '

e crushing/compaction is determined from room closure; / i
! \‘-\.“ %

e corrosion is determined from brine volume and competing MgO dissolution; \_,,/

» biodegradation is determined from brine volume, as affected by corrosion and MgO dissolution;

e dissolution is determined from brine volume and competing corrosion;

o cemenation is determined from corrosion, MgQ dissolution and salt precipitation;

s encapsulation is determined from salt creep and room closure; and

e fragmentation is determined for spalling events.

Although there may be insignificant variability in these processes among rooms prior to intrusion, there
may be significant variability in all processes at a smaller scale. It should be noted that currently PA
does not consider MgO dissolution (DOE, 1996a), fragmentation, cementation, encapsulation, or small
_ scale variability in processes. '

Uncertainty is incorporated in performance assessments through the use of Monte-Carlo sampling
procedures. Uncertainty in input variabies is defined based on knowledge gained by characterization of
the disposal system (including the waste), the definitions of parameters used in models, and by
consideration of regulatory criteria. The Monte-Carlo sampling procedure propagates many “vectors” of
sampled values for uncertain input variables through a system of linked computer madels, leading to a
probabilistic description of the future performance of the WIPP repository. The regulatory period,
defined by the EPA in 40 CFR 191, is the 10,000 years following closure of the repository. Thus, PA
develops a probabilistic description of the behavior of the WIPP disposal system in a regulatory context
from closure until 10,000 years following closure.

2.3.2 Inadvertent Intrusion

Current PA calculations indicate that the most important uncertainty in the future performance of the
WIPP disposal system is the question of whether, when, and how many times humans will inadvertently
drill into the waste while exploring for or developing natural resources in the future. The method for
determining the frequency of occurrence of such events, called “inadvertent intrusions,” has been
specified by the EPA in 40 CFR 194. By the EPA’s method, it is extremely likely that multiple
inadvertent intrusions will occur during the 10,000-year post closure period.

Each inadvertent intrusion into the repository waste may cause a release of particulate waste material to
the surface. This particulate waste material is separated from the remaining material by three processes:
cuttings:; cavings; and spalling. Cuttings and cavings, which are the waste materials removed by the

action of the drill bit and the circulating mud, respectively, may occur with an inadvertent intrusion into
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the waste. Spalling, which is the removal of particulate material as high-pressure gas in the repository
causes blowout of the drilling mud and erosion and/or tensile failure of the waste, may occur if certain
precursor conditions occur. Spallings and cavings are discussed below since they may lead to

fragmentation; cuttings is outside the scope of this elicitation and not discussed further. 7

2,3.2.]1 Spalling

Spalling can only occur if the gas pressure at the time of intrusion is large enough (greater than 8 mega
Pascals [MPa]) to expel the drilling mud from the borehole (SNL, 1997a). In the CCA, the conservative
assumption was made that all intrusions with disposal room gas pressures greater than 8 MPa will cause a
spalling release due to erosion of the waste particles (which were assumed to have a minimal cementation
strength of 1 psi). Hence, a model input variable related to the distribution of particle diameters in
degraded WIPP waste was used in the CCA model to calculate the volume of spall releases. However, if
the degraded waste has tensile strength, particles in the waste can become part of a spalling release only
if the tensile strength of their bonds to the remaining waste is exceeded. For this to occur, the gas
pressure gradient between the waste and the base of the borehole must be large enough to cause tensile
failure of those bonds.

Data collected from strength experiments on surrogates for degraded waste show that room contents will
generally have cohesive and tensile strength (SNL, 1997a). These experiments were conducted assuming
‘that the waste components will be relatively well mixed, as well as degraded. The experimental data on
the homogeneous surrogates show that, sometime in the future when the degradation processes have
occurred, disposal room contents will generally behave like a poorly-cemented, weak rock rather than a
pile of loose, discrete granules. It should be noted, however, that the waste may actually be segregated at
the scale of individual waste packages. Hence, there may be small pockets of weak materials which
behave very differently from the homogeneous surrogates, especially in the near future before
degradation processes have progressed very far.

Characterization of the tensile failure process shows that for tensile strengths similar to those of the
surrogate materials (SNL, 1997a): (1) pressures in the waste panel must be greater than at least 12 MPa
for even very small volumes of waste to experience tensile failure, and greater than 14 MPa for moderate
volumes of waste to experience tensile faijure, compared to the spall volumes used in the CCA; and (2)
the process of tensile failure will take place within less than a second of the time the drill bit penetrates
the top of the disposal room. Within the volume of waste subjected to tensile failure, 2 variety of particle
diameters may be created, depending on the diameters of individual particles, bonding of particles, and
the process of tensile failure which may fragment the waste. This was not accounted for in the Spallings
model used in the WIPP CCA, which instead conservatively assumed that the entire volume was released
to the ground surface.

2.3.2.2 Caving

As described in Attachment A to the Appendix CUTTINGS of the CCA (DOE, 1996a), the conceptual
model for the caving process used by DOE in the CCA conservatively assumes hydraulic erosion of
waste material from the walls of the borehole via drill mud circulation, and specifically takes no credit
for the chemical and very little credit for the mechanical strength of the waste material; it is assumed that
only the material shear strength affects the process of hydraulic erosion of the drill hole walls, and that
the tensile strength of the material available to erode is negligible. It caiculates the size of the eroded
cavity based on existing drilling practices (including drill stem rotation rate, bit diameter, and properties
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of the drilling fluid) and a single-parameter representation of the shear strength of the waste {parameter

name: TAUFAIL). In the CCA, DOE sampled across a distribution for the value of TAUFAIL, which .
was based on a very conservative analogue of the final waste form (for which experimental

measurements of the material strength were available). This conservative analogue material was San
Francisco Bay mud (a soil mixtre composed of about equal amounts of clay and silt with traces of sand

and some organic material). The measurements of shear strength were made in an open flume with
recirculating water of ocean salinity, and resulted in a range of scouring stress from about 0.0510 10 / V\

Pascal. g

EPA has requested that DOE perform tests of parameter variability as part of their evaluation of DOE’s
CCA. While the particle size distribution parameter does not explicitly enter into the conceptual model
used by DOE in its CCA for the caving process (DOE, 1996a), the EPA (see Attachment II) has
requested that the sampled values for waste shear strength in the caving model be derived from the
assessed particle size distributions, using an empirically observed correlation between the critical shear
resistance of unconsolidated materials under hydraulic transport and the particle sizes being transported.
An evaluation of the applicability of this correlation to model caving is outside the scope of this study.

2.3.3 Summary

In summary, a distribution of particle diameters will be present within the waste materials that can be
brought to the surface by a spalling or caving release at any time. The distribution is affected by the
initial composition of the emplaced waste and subsequent processes, including mechanical response due
to creep closure, cementation along contact zones and/or pore spaces by new chemical phases (iron
hydroxides, MgO hydration and reaction products, precipitated halite), anoxic corrosion, and possible

microbial degradation, as predicted by PA. Probability distributions are needed for the population of .
particle diameters for WIPP waste disposal room contents that could become part of a release to the

surface (e.g., by spalling or caving) as a function of time.

2.4 Waste Particle Diameters

The distribution of waste particle diameters in the vicinity of a borehole inadvertently drilled into the
repository sometime in the 10,000 years after WIPP closure is of primary interest.

2.4.1 Variability

As shown in Figure 2-2, within a specific volume (v) of waste at any location (x) and time (t), there will
be a number of individual particles, each with an equivalent diameter (d). There will be significant
variability in the sizes of those individual particles, which can be expressed as a statistical frequency of
values, f{d}.,. As illustrated in Figure 2-3, this statistical frequency, if known, ‘could be expressed as a
cumulative distribution;

F{d}v,u = {di, Xi], 1= 1,..,1’1
where

d; specifies a particle diameter,
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X, is the percentage of particles which are smaller than the associated diameter d;, and
n is the number of pairs [d; X].

The distribution is cumulative and satisfies the conditions {d; < di.1 ) and (X; < Xi.1). The number of pairs
[d;, X;) specified in each distribution depends on the accuracy desired. This approach is consistent with
the distribution construction process described in the CCA, Appendix PAR (DOE, 19962). Although

such percentiles are generally applicable, the natural variability might be adequately described in terms

of a specific frequency distribution “form” (e.g., lognormal) and the characteristics of that distribution
(e.g., the mean m{d}vx and standard deviation s{d};)- /J -

2.4.2 Uncertainty S

As illustrated in Figure 2-4, at any particular scale, location, and time, there will be uncertainty in what
the frequency distribution actually is. This uncertainty (separate from the natural variability) can be
expressed in terms of a probability distribution (e.g., 2 probability distribution of the characteristics of
the frequency distribution, such as pl{deo}vasd Or plm{d}vxe s{d}vx]). This probability distribution for
the population of particle sizes at a scale, location and time coincident with an inadvertent intrusion is the
topic of interest. It can be addressed in a variety of ways, as discussed below.

2.4.2.1 Variability among Subpopulations

As illustrated in Figure 2-5, unless the degraded waste is homogeneous at the scale of interest, there will
also be variability among the particle size populations at different locations (at the same scale and time).
If the form of the distribution is the same for all locations, then this natural variability among locations
can be expressed in terms of the statistical frequency of the population characteristics (€.g., mean and
standard deviation), f{m{d}vx. ${d}vx}. This natural variability might be adequately described in terms
of a specific frequency distribution “form” (e.g., normal) and the characteristics of that distribution (e.g.,
the mean m{m{d}.x,} and standard deviation s{m{d}v..} of the average particle size at various
locations). However, at any particular time and scale, there will be uncertainty in what this frequency
distribution actually is. This uncertainty can be expressed in terms of a probability distribution (e.g., a
joint probability distribution of the characteristics of average pasticle size at various locations,

pim{m{d}. .}, s{m{d}vx.}]), and similarly, the characteristics of the standard deviation of particle sizes
at various locations. Hence, to sample the population distribution of particle sizes for an inadvertent
intrusion (at a specific scale and time, but a random location), the mean and standard deviation of the
average particle size and its variability are sampled and used with the assumed distribution form.

Alternatively, the different possible population distributions can be identified, and the volume over
which each is homogeneous and the relative frequency of such volumes in the repository are assessed.
For example, a specific waste stream might have a specific population distribution, might be in isolated
drums, and might comprise 20% of the repositary contents. At the scale of individual drums (or smaller),
this population distribution would occur (e.g., randomly sampled in Monte Carlo simulation) 20% of the
time. At a larger scale (e.g., several drums), the population distribution of each of the number of drums
comprising that volume could be sampled randomly and then mixed together (in Monte Carlo
simulation}.
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2.4.2.2 Scale-Dependent Variability

The variability of particle sizes throughout the entire reposilory at a particular time can be expressed as a .
frequency of values, f{d},. Similar to smaller scales, this natural variability, if known, might be
adequately described in terms of a specific frequency distribution “form™ (€.g., lognormal) and the
characteristics of that distribution (e.g., the mean m{d} and standard deviation s{d};). However, at any
particular time there will be uncertainty in what that frequency distribution actually is. This uncertainty
(separate from the natural variability) can be expressed in terms of a probability distribution (e.g.. a joint
probability distribution of the characteristics of the frequency distribution, p[m{d}:, s{d}J). As the scale
decreases from the repository scale: (1) the variability in paniclé sizes at that scale decreases from the
variability at repository scale down to a limit of zero at the scale of individual particles; and (2) the
variability in the mean value among different Jocations at that scale increases from zero to a limit of the
variability among individual particles at repository scale. For example, as illustrated in Figure 2-6, the
variability in the average values of different populations, as expressed by the standard deviation of these
average values, would decrease to zero at some “representative” volume. If the particle sizes are
independent (even at close distances), the variability will change with the square root of the volume that
scale represents. Hence, the steps in simulating the population at a random location at a particular time
and scale are as follows: :

1. Assess pim(d}, s{d}] over the repository scale at time L.
2. From step 1, randomly simulate m{d}; and s{d), over the repository scale at time t.

3 Assess the relationship of variability to scale (V).

(x
4. From steps 2 and 3, determine: : \%)

m[m{d}y.] =m{d},

sim{d}.] = function of s{d},and v,
m(s{d},x. = function of s{d};and v, and
s[s{d}vxd =0.

5. From steps 1 and 4, randomly simulate m{d}.., for each inadvertent intrusion event.

6. From steps 1,4 and 5, produce f{d}.x, for each inadvertent intrusion event.

2.4.2.3 Spatial Correlation

Particle sizes at different locations, especially close to each other, may be related. As illustrated in
Figure 2-7, this spatial correlation can be expressed in terms of the uncertainty in particle size at one
location as a function of the known particle size at another location, and the distance from that location.
At a specific distance (i.e., the “autocorrelation distance™), the particle sizes become independent. By
combining the spatial correlation function with the probability distribution for the size of a random
particle in the repository (which considers both natural variability throughout the repository and the
uncertainty in that variability), the probability distribution for particie size populations canbe determined
for various scales (i.e., distances) by simulation.
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2.4.3 Summary

A probability distribution is needed for the particle size population at a particular vertical location scale
and time coincident with an inadvertent intrusion event at a random areal location in the waste. At the
scale of interest, it is expected that spatial heterogeneity of the waste and of degradation processes may
result in less variability in particle sizes than at the overall repository scale and significant differences in
populations at various locations. Assessments of the following parameters can be used to produce the
desired results in one of several ways:

e probability distribution for the size of a random particle at that vertical location in the repository at
time t, considering both variability and uncertainty at large scale;

 probability distribution for the mean and standard deviation of the population of particle sizes
throughout the repository at time t, separating variability and uncertainty at large scale;

« probability distribution for the mean and variability of the population characteristics among different
locations at a specific scale at time t, separating variability and unceriainty at small scale;

e the ratio of the expected variability in the population at both small and large scale (in terms of the
standard deviation) to the total uncertainty in the size of a random particle in the repository (also in
terms of standard deviation); '

e relationship of the variability in the population means among different locations and of the
population variability at any location as a function of scale;

» spatial correlation in particle sizes throughout the repository at time t, especially in terms of the
representative volume (or autocorrelation distance); or

e set of possible population distributions, and homogeneous volume and relative frequency of each.

Not all of the above assessments are required to produce the desired results. However, they are
interrelated, and need to be consistent. It must be remembered that PA calculations are undertaken based
on a particular conceptual model, incorporating a number of assumptions. The definition of particle size
populations, for the purposes of this elicitation, must be compatibie with the context of the PA
calculations, especially in terms of scale. However, such PA calculations are outside the scope of this
elicitation.
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3. Technical Approach

This section presents the technical approach taken to estimate the waste particle diameters at the time of
inadvertent human intrusion, consistent with the technical background presented in Section 2.

In the absence of definitive direct data, existing and especially future waste particle diameters must be
estimated based on expert judgment. In order to epsure such estimates are as accurate as possible (i.e.,
consistent with all available information), a formal process was used to elicit the judgment of a qualified
and unbiased group of experts. Public and observer input was solicited throughout the process and was
considered, along with other technical information, by the expert panel. A qualified elicitor was used (o

gu

ide the process towards a defensible resolution of the technical issue.

The procedures for eliciting subjective assessments from one or More EXperts are designed to ensure
accurate and defensible probability distributions, based on the judgment of those expert(s) consistent
with all available information, by mitigating potential problems to the extent possible. The elicitation -~ ™

consists of an explicit interaction between: ;

the elicitor, who understands probability, elicitation, and the specific parameter definitions and
model; and

the technical experts who are most familiar with all available information and are best qualified, as
well as unbiased, to interpret that information (less ignorance).

The variables of the expert elicitation process include:

the number and credibility of expert(s), such that they are a representative sample of the technical
community; :

the form of interaction among experts (if more than one), and the degree of consensus to be achieved
among them;

the degree and form of outside participation and review,;
the thoroughness of information collection and review;
the speciﬁé elicitation techniques used, and the detail and precision to be achieved; and

the degree of the defensibility of the results and documentation of the process.

The general expert elicitation procedures consist of the following activities:

1.

2.

Final Report - WIPP Waste Particle ! ize
QAVRWPMSWORDWIPPREPORT DOL 060357

Conditioning - The expert(s) are trained in probability and review the available information;

Structuring - The parameters to be assessed are clearly defined (including any assumptions or
decomposition/recomposition per the model); C

Elicitation - Depending on the parameter type, the universe of possible parameter values is identified,
and then the probability distribution for parameter values is quantified by the experts through
questioning by the elicitor. During this questioning, the elicitor looks for and mitigates any
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assessment biases and ensures consistency and logical rationale in the assessm

expert is involved, the elicitor also looks for and mitigates adverse group dynamics, ensures

commonality in problem structure, and identifies and atempt

experts (or aggregates their individual assessments).

ents. If more than one

s to resolve other differences amongst

4. Verification/Documentation - The probability distributions and supporting rationale are restated by
the elicitor and confirmed (or modified as appropriate) by the expert(s). The entire process is

adequately documented to ensure trackability.

The expert judgment elicitation process was conducted in accordance with the CAO Expert Panel

Elicitation Plan (Rev. 2) (DOE, 1997b) and the CTAC Experimental Programs Desktop Instruction 1
(CTAC/EP-DI 1, Rev. 0 (CTAC, 1997), which in turn satisfied the re

194.26. the EPA Compliance Application Guidance (CAG) and the CAO-Office of Regulatory
Compliance (ORC) Expert Judgment Team Procedure (TP) 10.6, Rev. 0 (DOE, 1997a) and CAO Expert
Panel Elicitation Plan (DOE, 1997b). All formal panel meetings associated with the elicitation of expert

judgment regarding this parameter were conducted on May 5-9, 1997 in Carlsbad, NM. The expert

elicitation process was coordinated by the CAO-ORC (Dick Lark) and administered by CTAC
(Leif Eriksson). The elicitation process was conducted by an experienced expert panel elicitor

(Dr. William Roberds of Golder Associates). The proces
and in the CAO-ORC Expert Judgment Team Procedure. A complete record of the public meeting
(including a transcript) was kept and retained as a process record. The main steps of the elicitation
process are described in the following sections and summarized in Fig

during each step as part of the public record are listed in Table 3-1.

Table 3-1 Expert Elicitation Materials

Activity

Materials

3.1. Definition of technical issue(s)

3.2. Public notification
3.3. Selection and contracting of experts

3.4. General orientation and elicitation training

3.5. Presentation and review of issue(s)

3.6. Preparation of expert analysis by elicitor

3 7. Discussion of analysis by panel members

3.8. Elicitation ‘

3.9. Recomposition

3.10. Review and approved or dissenting
opinions provided by the experts

3.11. Documentation of the process and results

EPA letters dated March 19 and April 25, 1997
(Attachments I and II) CAO ORC Team
Procedure (TP) 10.6 (Rev. 0) (DOE, 1997a)/
Plan (Rev. 2) (DOE, 1997b) and CTAC/EP-DI
1, Rev. 0 (CTAGC, 1997)

Letter to Stakeholders; media release
Selection forms signed by Selection
Committee; resumes, independence forms and
Organizational Conflict of Interest forms
(when applicable) and contracts signed by each
expert i

Transcript; background reading materials;
viewgraphs; form signed by each expert
Transcript

Spreadsheet; viewgraphs

Transcript

Transcript; written summary

Spreadsheet; viewgraphs o
Transcript; statements signed by each expert

Report; review comments/resolution;
statements signed by each expert
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3.1 Definition of Technical Issue(s) \

The EPA has specified that the CAO must conduct an expert judgment elicitation to determine the
probability distribution for the waste particle diameters in the WIPP repository during the 10,000-year
regulatory post-closure period (Attachments 1 and 2). This requirement formed the basis of the technical
issue to be elicited.

As discussed in Section 2, an inadvertent drill hole intrusion into the repository may cause release of
particulate waste material to the surface. This particulate waste material can be separated from the rest
of the waste by three processes: (1) cuttings; (2) cavings; and (3) spallings. Cuttings and cavings, which
are the waste materials removed by the action of the drill bit and circulating drilling mud, respectively,
may occur with an inadvertent drill hole intrusion into the waste. Spalling, which is the removal of
particulate material as high-pressure gas within the repository waste causes a blowout of the drilling mud
and tensile failure of the waste, may occur if certain precursor conditions occur (SNL, 1997a). A model
variable related to the distribution of particle diameters was used in the CCA model (DOE, 1996a) to
calculate the volume of spall releases, and might conceivably be of interest in other models (e.g., to
estimate the volume of caving releases).

Various materials will be disposed of in the WIPP, each in a specific amount and with an initial particle
size distribution, which may vary among locations as a function of scale. These materials will be subject
to a variety of processes over the 10,000 years following closure, which may affect their particle size
distributions. These processes, as well as their effects, may also vary among locations as a function of
time. Hence, the distribution of particle sizes at a specific time and scale may vary among locations,
depending on: the initial waste inventory and their characteristics at that location and scale; the extent of
processes which have occurred at that Jocation, scale and time; and the effects of such processes on
particle size distribution for the materials at that location. Therefore, the technical issue addressed by the
expert elicitation is (Appendix C):

What is the conditional probability distribution for the waste particle size frequency distribution
(i.e., in terms of percent of the number of particles exceeding a particular size) at a random
areal location, at a specified vertical location in the waste room, time and scale, given the initial
waste inventory and the predicted extent of each relevant process at that location, time and
scale, both just before an inadvertent intrusion and after tensile failure during a spalling event?

Although the radioactivity associated with waste particles is important in order to determine release and
exposure, as noted in Section 1.2, this is outside the scope of this elicitation. However, it 1s possible that
conditional probability distributions for radioactivity as a function of particle size (and possibly time)
could subsequently be developed and applied to account for this. For example, if radioactivity is
approximately independent of particle size, it could simply be apportioned considering the variability in
radioactivity among the materials involved. It should be recognized that significant amounts of material
{e.g., backfill and salt fragments) might not have any radioactivity.

A waste particle is defined herein as an individual piece o aggregated collection of pieces with
significant internal strength {e.g.. a uniaxial tensile strength greater than 20 pounds per square inch [psi]).
As such, particles are much more likely to separate from each other, rather than to break up into smaller
pieces. S

As illustrated in Figure 3-2, an equivalent particle diameter d) is defined herein as the diameter of a
sphere with a volume (v) equivalent to that of the individual particle, where v=nd3/6.
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3.2 Public Notification

The public and other interested parties were notified at least 10 working days in advance of the expert .
elicitation, that they had the opportunity to provide input on and observe and comment on this process.

The notifications included: notice in the CAO Monthly Calendar; a media release to news organizations

in New Mexico and West Texas; a letter to stakeholders in New Mexico, Idaho, and Colorado; and a

notice on the WIPP Home Page (http:\\www.Wipp.carlsbad.nm.us). In addition, an agenda and a two-

page fact sheet on the waste particle diameter issue and the Expert Elicitation process were available

through the WIPP Information Center’s toll-free telephone number, 1-800-336-9477. The public and

other interested parties were asked to contact the WIPP Information Center to receive information and to

sign-up to speak at the expert elicitation meeting in Carlsbad on May 5-9, 1997. Interested parties were

asked to send written comments to the CAO’s Office of Public Affairs.

3.3 Selection and Contracting of Experts

The reQuirements for the selection of subject matter experts are described in TP 10.6, Rev. 0 ‘
(DOE, 1997a). The specific process for identification, selection, and contracting to obtain the services of

these experts was as follows:

. The basic technical disciplines appropriate for resolving the identified technical issue are defined
in CAO Expert Panel Elicitation Plan, Rev. 2 (CAQ, 1997b). They are:

—  Archeology, i.e., the characteristics of ancient waste;

—  Chemistry, ie.,
- corrosion and degradation of plastics, metals, and cellulosics, and
- MgO reactions, including long-term physical characteristics;

—  Rock, Soil and/or Fluid Mechanics, i.e., particle movement and geotechnical processes
{cementation); and

—  Performance Assessment Methodologies, i.e., probability distribution construction.

. The criteria for selection of expert panel members include:

Independence from the issue, as required by TP 10.6, Rev. 0, and by 40 CFR 194.26;
—  Perceived expertise as demonstrated by tangible scientific contributions;

— Professional reputation;

—  Understanding of the general problem area;

— Balance among all participants so that various subject matter experts were represented; and

—  Availability and willingness to participate. .

Final Repon - WIPP Waste Particle Size

QAVHWPMSWORDVWIPPREPORT.DOC  D6ANI/ST Page 28



. Professional organizations, advisory groups, and university officials were requested to provide

names and resumes of individuals who are

experts in one of the above areas, who meet the

criteria, and who could serve on the expert panel.

. The Expert Panel Manager, Leif Eriksson,

CAO ORC, appointed two individuals (Prof. Charles Fairhurst - University of Minnesota and
Bob Neil - EEG) who met the requiremnents as defined in TP 10.6, Rev. 0, to serve with himas ~ /

the “selection committee.” Resumes are p

potential expert panel candidates to determine who were qualified to meet the expert panel

who was appointed by the Assistant Manager of the

rovided in Appendix D. They reviewed a list of

requirements defined in TP 10.6, Rev. 0, and the Expert Panel Elicitation Plan, Rev. 1,
respectively. Based on the selection committees’ evaluations of the scope of work, it was agreed
that a generalist be added to the five disciplines/areas listed in the Expert Pane] Elicitation Plan,
Rev. 2. Available resurmes were than reviewed and the individuals who best met the

requirements of qualification, availability,
selected and offered a contract.

and DOE’s Organizational Conflict of Interest were

. The experts comprising the panel, and their affiliation and area of expertise, are identified in
Table 3-2 and resumes are provided in Appendix D. Two members, Drs. Drez and Gross, are

considered DOE contractors.

. The elicitor, Dr. William Roberds of Golder Associates Inc., Seattle, Washington, was appointed
by the Expert Panel Manager. Resume is provided in Appendix D. Dr. Raberds is an
acknowledged probability expert with demonstrated experience in eliciting judgments from
individuals. Based on his demonstrated knowledge, skills and abilities, he is considered both a

“normative expert” and a “generalist.”

Subsequently, the elicitor: 1) trained the subject matter experts in subjective probability
assessments; 2) guided the subject matter experis in developing an appropriate conceptual model
for resolving the issue and in assessing the relevant model input parameters, consistent with the
available information; and 3) synthesized and summarized the subject matter experts’ rationale
and judgments (including recomposition and documentation). The elicitor also controlled the
meeting, including facilitating public input.

Table 3-2

Expert Panel
Name Affiliation Subject Matter Expertise
Robert Mutaw, Ph.D. Woodward Clyde Archaeology
Paul Drez, Ph.D. Drez Environmental Associates Chemistry
David Grandstaff, Ph.D.  Temple University Chemistry
Patrick Domenico, Ph.D. Texas A&M University Generalist
Michael Gross, Ph.D. Science Applications International Performance Assessment
: Corp.
Paul LaPointe, Ph.D. Golder Associates Rock, Soil and/or Fluid Mechanics
3.4 General Orientation and Elicitation Training of Experts

Training and orientation requirements are provided in TP 10.6, Rev. 0, and in the Expert Panel Elicitation
Plan, Rev. 2. Training consisted of mandatory reading materials, optional reading materials, group
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orientation, and group training on the elicitation process. The public and other interested parties were
welcome to observe both orientation and training. .

Reading materials consisted of a series of reference documents utilized in the development of the CCA

and were provided on CD ROM disk to the expert panel members prior to the start of the elicitation.
Additional materials included a copy of TP 10.6, Rev. 0, (DOE, 1997a) the Expert Panel Elicitation Plan, ,
Rev. 2 (DOE, 1997b) the Spallings Release Position Paper (draft for technical review, SNL, 1997a), the ,r/;
Chemical Conditions model (SNL 1997b), relevant parts of the peer review reports, and a paper on ( \\r ,
subjective assesSments (Roberds, 1990). These reading materials also were made available to the public \/
and other observers during the elicitation process. Key reading materials are listed in Table 3-3.

Group orientation consisted of administrative and technical orientation. Through the orientation process,
panel members, as well as observers, were made familiar with the WIPP containment system, the
relationship of the parameter to be considered with the containment system, and the performance of the
containment system as depicted in the CCA. All materials presented during the orientation are provided
in Appendix A. Every time a new observer attended, an abbreviated presentation of the orientation was

provided.

Elicitation training consisted of training the expert panel members in the expert judgment elicitation
process, with particular emphasis on forming probability judgments. This was intended to reduce any
potential biases in the assessments and to better quantify uncertainties. The training materials consisted
specifically of discussions on the following topics, as discussed in Roberds (1990): 1) variability and
statistics; 2) uncertainty and probability distributions; 3) decomposition; 4) parameter assessment
techniques, with practice assessment #1, potential biases, and practice assessment #2; and 5) elicitation
process and techniques, including roles, public input, decomposition, convergent pair-wise comparison

techniques, verification, and documentation. These training materials are presented in Appendix A. .

3.5 Presentation and Review of Issue(s)

The formal elicitation process commenced with the elicitor providing a detailed presentation of the
technical issue. SNL then provided technical and scientific information on the issue being elicited. The
public and observers were invited to provide their technical and scientific views directly to the Panel
during this process. Guidelines for the public’s participation are provided in TP 10.6, Rev. 0 (Section 5.3
and Attachment V). The only interested party requesting to make a presentation was the EEG;
presentation was provided on May 6, 1997. The material presented at the meeting was made available to
all participants, including the observers, and is available in the project files.

3.6 Preparation of Expert Analysis by Elicitor

The elicitor began the elicitation by reducing the issue into more manageable parts, which would be
easier to assess and then could be recombined. This preliminary “decomposition model” considered
future processes that affect particle size and how such effects might be described and evaluated. This
preliminary model was developed to an appropriate level of detail for assessment by the expert panel.

Final Report - WIPP Waste Particle Size

QAVAWRMSWORDWIPRREPORT.DOC 6347 Page 30



Table 3-3 Key Background Reading Material

12.
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.

18.

19.
20.

21,
22,
- 23

24.
25.

CTAC Experimental Programs Desktop Instruction “Expert Panel Elicitation” (CTAC/EP-DI
1) Revision 0, dated May 2, 1997.*

EPA letter from E. R. Trovato to the Honorable Alvin Aim, dated 3/19/97

WIPP Stakeholder letter from George Dials dated 4/21/97, WIPP Expert Elicitation Panel Fact
Sheet (including agenda)

EPA letter with two enclosures from E. R. Trovato to G. Dials dated 4/25/97

40 CFR 194.26 preamble discussion

Background document text to 40 CFR 194 pertaining to “6. Use of Expert Judgment”

Pages 38-40 of Compliance Application Guidance for 40 CFR 194* _

CAO Team Procedure (TP) No. 10.6, Revision 0 on “Expert Elicitation,” dated 4/14/97*
CAO QAPD, CA0-94-1012, Revision 0, Section 1.5 (Records)*

CAO Team Plan, “Expert Panel Elicitation Plan,” (Revision 2(-2) (DOE/CAO-97-2223)*

Compliance Certification Application 40 CFR Subpart B and C on CD ROM (without
references) with ERRATA (appropriate sections to be read at the discretion of the Panel
member)

“Transuranic Waste Baseline Inventory Report” (Revision 2), dated 12/93
Final Report, “Supplementary Conceptual Models Peer Review Report,” dated 12/96
Final Report, “Conceptual Models Second Supplementary Peer Review Report,” dated 1/97

Final Report, “WIPP Conceptual Models Third Supplementary Peer Review Report,” dated
4/97

Final Report, “Waste Characterization Analysis Supplemental Peer Review Report,” dated
12/96

Final Report, “WIPP Engineered Systems Data Qualification Supplementary Peer Review
Report,” dated 12/96 .

“Spallings Release Position Paper: Description and Evaluation of a Mechanistically Based
Conceptual Model for Spall,” by SNL, dated 4/1 7197

“WIPP with Magnesium Oxide Back-fill,” J. Bredehoft and P. ‘Hall, Version 1.2, dated 10/96
«Chemical Conditions Model: Results of the MgO Backfill Efficacy Investigation,” by SNL,
dated 4/23/97

TRU Waste Sampling Program: Volume I—Waste Characterization, T. Clements, Jr. and D.
Kudera (EGG-WM-6503) dated 9/85

SAND96-2538, “Hydrogen Generation by Metal Corrosion in Simulated Waste Isolation Pilot
Plant Environments,” dated 3/97

SAND96-2582, “Microbial Gas Generation Under Expected Waste Isolation Pilot Plant
Repository Conditions,” dated 3/97

“Methods for Developing Defensible Subjective Probability,” Wm. J. Roberds, Ph.D., 1990
“Effects of Bulk Density on Sediment Erosion Rates,” R. Jepsen, 1. Roberts, and W. Lick
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Table 3-3 Key Background Reading Material (continued) _ .

26. “Measurements of Erosion of Undisturbed Bottom Sediments with Depth,” J. McHeil, C.
Taylor, and W. Lick

27. “International Peer Review of the 1996 Performance Assessment of the U.S. Waste Isolation
Pilot Plant (WIPP),” report of the NEA/IAEA International Review Group, April 1997

28. “preservation of Metallic, Ceramic and Organic Materials Encapsulated in Salt: Evidence and

Prehistoric Salt Mining Activities in the Hallstatt and Hallein areas of the Salzkammergut,
Austria,” draft report submitted by Itasca Consulting Group, Minneapolis, Minnesota, April

1997
29, “Machina Ex Deo.” L. White, Jr., MIT Press, 1968
30. “Chance & Necessity,” J. Monod, October 1971, Alfred A. Knopf, Publisher, New York
*Mandatory
"'Z1 A
3.7 Discussion of Analysis by Panel Members -

After presentation of the preliminary model, that model and the relevant available information were
discussed by the experts. A working model was then developed from the preliminary model based on the
expert's input, consistent with available information. This model is discussed in Section 4 and presented
in detail in Appendix B. Each of the model input parameters were identified, defined, and discussed
(especially in terms of available information) prior to elicitation (see Section 3.8). The observers were
afforded the opportunity to comment on the process and provide input. All observers input (whether
questions or statements) as well as the panels responses to such input, was documented and is available
in the project file. The elicitor ensured that the discussions were comprehensive and thorough, and that
the decomposition was logical, meaningful, and practical. The elicitor then summarized the discussions

for panel concurrence.

3.8 Elicitation

The EPA’s Background Information Document (BID) for 40 CFR Part 194, Section 6.1.2, (EPA, 1996)
cites several U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) publications (NUREGS) as examples of expert
elicitation processes that have been conducted. These publications, as well as Roberds (1990), also
define various elicitation methods (e.g., individual interviews/aggregation, interactive group/consensus,
or Delphi). Because of the focused parameter issue, the “Interactive Groups” method was employed in
the elicitation process, using an elicitor. In this process, the experts were in a face-to-face situation with
both one another and with the elicitor when they gave their opinion. The elicitor, however, had the
flexibility to select the details of the expert judgment elicitation process. The elicitor was responsible for
ensuring that the process and results were defensible (i.¢., logical and consistent with all available
information). Hence, as part of the elicitation process, the elicitor did the following (in addition to
training - Section 3.4 and development of the decomposition model - Sections 3.6 and 3.7):

e controlled the meeting and led discussions (e.g., asking questions), -
e« identified and mitigated biases and/or group dynamics;

e identified and reconciled differences among experts to the extent possible; and

e synthesized and summarized discussions and results (e.g., quantification of uncertainty).
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The specific steps the elicitor and panel went throngh in assessing each model input parameter were:

1. Define the parameter unambiguously (e.g., average particle size {in terms of volume] at a random
location at a specific scale and time [see Section 3.70.

2. Define the appropriate scale for the parameter (e.g., cubic meters).
3. Identify the relevant information pertaining to this parameter.

4. Determine and justify (based on the available information) the upper and lower bounds for the
parameter value.

5. Identify any important conditions/assumptions which would affect the value of the parameter (e.g.,
by asking how values outside the bounds could occur, if at all), and all possible values.

6. Assess the cumulative probability associated with several values across the range (from 10% to 90%
cumulative probability), either by direct assessment (as done in the almanac tests during the training,
see Appendix A) or through convergent pair-wise comparisons (€.g., similar to'an eye exam, where
one chooses between two options, one of which is of known likelihood in this case, which are
modified until indifference is achieved). People are generally more comfortable with comparative
lotteries (i.¢., “this is more likely than that") than with direct assessments, at least initially, although
direct assessments can be used if the experts prefer. An example is illustrated in Figure 3-3.

7. Assess several specific percentile values, either by direct assessment or through convergent pair-wise
comparisons (€.g., using 2 and 3 “intervals”). For example, to define the 50 percentile value, the
elicitor would select a threshold value for the parameter of interest x (e.g., 4), and would ask the
experts to choose between event A = {X<4} and event B = {X>4} as being the most likely. The
elicitor would then adjust the threshold value until the expert is indifferent to the choice, and that
threshold value would equal the 50 percentile value. Similarly, to define the 33 and 67 percentile
values, the elicitor would select two threshold values for the parameter of interest x (e.g., 3 and 6),
and would ask the experts to choose between event A = {X<3},evem B = [3<X<6},and event C =
{X>6) as being the most likely. The elicitor would then adjust the threshold values until the expert
is indifferent to the choice, and those threshold values would equal the 33 and 67 percentile values,
respectively.

8. Directly assess and justify (based on the available information) the most likely value and the shape of
the distribution (e.g., in terms of symmetry and modality).

9. Synthesize the information developed above into a probability distribution (see Section 3.9).

10. Verify that the probability distribution (e.g., specific percentile values) represents the experts’
judgments (see Section 3.10).

Depending on the degree of unanimity achieved during open discussions, the elicitor could choose to
elicit each individual panel member’s judgment as a precursor to developing a composite assessment for
the group. The differences among the various expert’s opinions, especially the root cause,-would be
identified and reconciled to the extent possible. If group consensus could not be achieved directly, then
the individual assessments could simply be aggregated. This aggregate judgment would then be
reviewed by each panel member to ensure that it properly reflected his/her judgment. If applicable,
dissenting judgments would be documented. However, there was general consensus among the panel.
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The result of the elicitation process was the definition and justification of values for each of the model

input parameters, as documented in a set of viewgraphs (Appendix C). Atthe end of the process, the .
public and observers were afforded the opportunity to comment on the elicitation, and the panel

considered their comments prior to finalizing their assessments. This process and the results are

presented in Section 5.

3.9 Recomposition

Once each parameter had been assessed, as discussed in Section 3.8, the elicitor composed a probability
distribution for each parameter consistent with the panel’s input, using, for example, RiskView® or
BestFit® software (Palisade), as illustrated in Figure 3-4 and in the Training Materials (Appendix A).
These probability distributions were then combined using the decomposition model discussed in
Sections 3.6 and 3.7 in order to develop a probability distribution for waste particle diameters for

specified conditions (e.g., as a function of the predicted extent of processes at the time and scale of /~ -
inadvertent intrusion). The type of results of recomposition are presented in Section 6. t\f \'

3.10 Review and Approval or Dissenting Opinions Provided by the Experts

The initial assessments for the model parameters were presented to the experts for their consideration and
discussion. The public and other interested parties were also provided the opportunity to observe and
comment on the results, and the experts considered their views. The purpose of this review was to ensure
that potential misunderstandings were identified and resolved, and that the results properly reflect the
experts’ judgments. If necessary, the probability distributions for some model parameters were redone
based on additional expert panel input, per the procedures presented in Section 3.8, and then recombined,
as discussed in Section 3.9. This confirmation of the experts’ judgments is presented in Section 5, and
the experts’ signed statements are contained in Appendix C. '

3.11 Documentation of the Process and Results

This final report, which was prepared primarily by the elicitor, documents the expert judgment elicitation
process and results, in terms of a model for the population of particle diameters at the time of inadvertent
human intrusion, as a function of repository conditions. The expert panel members’ signed agreements,
along with the results of the elicitation, are provided in Appendix C.

The public and other interested parties had the opportunity to review a May 12, 1997 draft of this report.
The only written comments received by May 27, 1997, were submitted by the EEG. EEG’s comments
were sent to each member of the expert panel, who reviewed them to determine whether the comments
would affect their judgment on waste particle diameters, as documented in the draft report. The experts
opinions were polled on May 29. Although generally very constructive and helpful to the enhancement
of the quality of this report, the experts did not feel the EEG comments affected their judgments (i.e., did
not present new information or reasonable alternative interpretations) presented in the draft report.
Statements concurring with this final report have been signed by each of the experts at the end of the

basic text of this report.
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4. Decomposition Model

This section presents the model for decomposing the assessment of waste particie diameters at the time
of inadvertent human intrusion. As described in Section 3, this process consists of first abstracting the
materials and processes discussed in Section 2, and then describing them in terms of more detailed
parameters and algorithms which, when combined, produce a reasonable estimate of waste particle
diameters at the time of inadvertent human intrusion. The concepts of the model are described in
viewgraphs included as Appendix C. Appendix C also contains the concurrence signatures of the expert
panel members.

4.1 Materials and Processes

4.1.1 Types of Processes

As discussed in Section 2, various types of processes can affect particle size distributions; however, each
process will tend to have one of three types of effects: )

e Pervasive reduction - All particles will tend to get smaller due, for example, to corrosion,
biodegradation, or dissolution. Consider the simple example of an initial set of six particles of
different sizes (5 through 10), as illustrated in Figure 4-1. As illustrated in Figure 4-2, the larger
particles will be reduced by more than the smaller particles (2 versus 1), with the resulting
byproducts all of size 1.

e Selective reduction - Some (but not all) particles will tend to get smaller due, for example, 10
crushing or fragmentation. In an example based on the same initial set of six particles (Figure 4-1),
as illustrated in Figure 4-3, two of the larger particles will be subdivided into two particles each.

s Aggregation - Some particles will tend to get larger due, for example, to consolidation/encapsulation
or precipitation/cementation. In an example based on the pervasively reduced set of six particles
(Figure 4-2), as illustrated in Figure 4-4, two of the larger particles will be combined with several of
the smaller particles to form one large particle.

The various processes discussed in Section 2 can be described in the following terms:

o Corrosion of iron-base and aluminum-base materials by brine results in pervasive reduction of F{d},
with some particulate byproducts.

e Biodegradarion of organic materials, which is affected by the presence of brine, resuits in pervasive
reduction of the particle diameters (F{d}), without significant particulate byproducts. Although
biodegradation of organic materials will result in biomass and inorganics, as well as gas, the panel
judges that the biomass would be greatly limited and would comprise a relatively small portion of the
waste at any time. Bacterial cells (0.1 to 20 microns in size) are in the most common size fractions
present in the repository and, therefore, variations in biomass would not greatly affect the overall
particle size distributions. Trace metals and radionuclides present will tend to be in solution, or will
quickly adsorb on or co-precipitate with the remaining materials, especially the corrosion products,
so that they would not comprise a significant amount of free particles. Ce

e Dissolution of soluble materials by brine results in pervasive reduction of F{d}, with some
particulate byproducts.
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e  Crushing of friable materials due to room closure results in a selective reduction of F{d], although
this will be considered as pari of the initial conditions.

e Compaction of all materials due to room closure results in an insignificant effect on F{d}, except that
salt may continue to flow and encapsulate all materials in its path, aggregating such particles.

e Precipitation of dissolved MgO, salt, or corrosion products results in pervasive
aggregation/cementation of all materials {in addition to particulates).

e Fragmentation due to tensile failure (e.g., due to spallings) results in an insignificant effect on F{d}
(i.e., because by definition particles are not weak), except for possibly cellulosics.

The chemical processes involved in biodegradation, corrosion, dissolution, and precipitation can be
summarized as follows:

2CH,0 = CH; + CO; - .
Fe + 2H,0 = Fe(OH), + H; ( \ \
MgO + H,0 = Mg(OH)2 v
Mg(OH); + CO; = MgCOs + H,0

Fe(OH) 2 + CO; = FeCO; + H;0

i

As can be seen, corrosion of Fe competes with dissolution of MgO for available water (H;0), and
dissolution of MgO is probably faster than corrosion of Fe. In either case, salt dissolved in brine
precipitates out as H;O is consumed. Whereas both corrosion and dissolution produce byproducts,
biodegradation produces primarily CO; and methane. )

4.1.2 Material Groups

The processes believed to affect each of the matenals identified in Section 2.1 are summarized in
Table 4-1, with the double-check marks indicating a higher anticipated biodegradation rate.

Table 4-1 Effects of Processes on Materials

Material Corrosion Bio-Degradation Dissolution Type
iron-base metal/alloys v
aluminum-base metal/alloys v
other metal/alloys
other inorganic materials
. vitrified
cellulosics vv
rubber v
plastics
solidified inorganic materials
solidified organic materials vv
cement (solidified)
soils
steel packaging ' v
plastics packaging v
lead packaging
steel plug v :
MgO backfill v

salt

Q) N bt b U b b D B N U U BN b e e
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Although not indicated above, encapsulation by salt flow creep and cementation by precipitates can
affect any of the materials (i.e., is not material-specific). Also, fragmentation could conceivably affect
the particle sizes of cellulosics, which are inherently weak.

As shown above, several materials are affected by the same processes. For simplicity, materials that
behave in a similar fashion to the various processes have been combined into six material “groups.” The
group to which each material belongs is indicated in the right-hand column of Table 4-1. These groups
are summarized below.

1. Iron (Fe)- and aluminum (Al}-base metal/alloys are subject to corrosion.

2. Other metals/inorganic/vitrified/soils/cements/solidified inorganics are subject to crushing of friable
materials due to room closure, although this is included in the initial particle sizes.

3. Salt is subject to crushing/plastic flow/compaction of roof fall particles, although this is included in
the initial particle sizes. :

4. Cellulosics/solidified organics are subject to crushing of friable materials (solidifted organics) due to
room closure, although this is included in the initial particle sizes, and to biodegradation and possibly

to fragmentation during spalling. o
S ox

5. Rubber/plastics are subject to biodegradation. ‘\ f’,f,
-

p

6. MgO backfill is subject to dissolution.

As previously noted, all the material groups are subject to cementation and salt encapsulation (especially
at the room boundary). '

4.1.3 Modeled Processes

Based on the summaries provided in Sections 4.1.1 and 4.1.2, the processes that are explicitly modeled
include the following: '

e Corrosion of Group 1, Fe- and Al-base metal/alloys;

e Biodegradation of Group 4, Cellulosics and Solidified Organics and of Group S, Rubber and Plastics;
s Dissolution of Group 6, MgO Backfill;

e Cementation of all materials; and

e Encapsulation of all matenals.

Although fragmentation might have an effect on the particle sizes of cellulosics, the expert panel
concluded that this was relatively insignificant and could be ignored. Although crushing of friable
materials may occur due to room closure, this will occur primarily during the first 100 years after
repository closure (which is not of interest because inadvertent intrusion is effectively precluded during

the 100-year active institutional controls period). Hence, the effects of crushing are considered as part of
the initial conditions and not further evaluated. :
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The extent of a process is a function of time and is uncertain for any location {due 10 ignorance and
variability among locations), and may possibly be comrelated with each other and among locations,
depending on the scale of interest. A summary discussion of each of the main processes is provided
below. '

AA0
4.1.3.1 Corrosion ‘ P!
S

1t is assumed for this model that uniform corrosion occurs (.., Ar is the same for all particlesl) and a
portion of the corroded materials will precipitate out as small particles, depending on available pore
space. The change in particle size distribution is determined by the predicted extent of corrosion and its
byproducts.

4.1.3.2 Biodegradation

Tt is assumed for this model that uniform biodegradation occurs (i.e., Ar is the same for all partidles‘) and
that the amount of particulate byproducts is small and does not significantly modify the particle size
distribution. The change in particle size distribution is determined by the predicted extent of
biodegradation. ' '

4.1.3.3 Dissolution

It is assumed for this model that uniform dissolution oceurs (i.e., Ar is same for all particles') anda

portion of the dissoived materials precipitate out as small particles, depending on available pore space. .
The change in particle size distribution is determined by the predicted extent of dissolution and its

byproducts.

4.1.3.4 Cementation

It is assumed for this model that corrosion products, dissolved MgO and salt from brine that do not
precipitate out as particulates will cement other particles together (regardless of material type). Smalier
particles are more likely to aggregate, with the likelihood assessed to be approximately inversely
proportional to volume. If this is the case, the change in particle size distribution is determined by the
amount of corrosion, MgQ dissolution, and salt precipitation, and the portion of non-particulate
byproducts.

4.1.3.5 Encapsulation

It is assumed for this model that the salt-intrusion front into the waste will be approximately the same as
room closure if the waste were not there. All particle sizes are equally likely to be encapsulated, which

! The rates for corrosion, biodegradation and dissolution have been assumed to be uniform and independent of size,
that is, the rates are equal to Ar, where r is the radius of the particle. Subsequent to the expert panel discussions, one
of the panel members pointed out that in actuality, the rate of these reactions will decrease as the diameter of the

particles decrease from their initial radii to srnailer radii. For purposes of the Decomposition Model, this decrease in .
reaction rate with radius is considered a second-order effect and is not incorporated into the corrent model.
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will produce a single large particle. The change in the particle size distribution is determined by the total
volume encapsulated. '

4.2 Algorithms

As discussed in Section 4.1, various materials will be emplaced in the repository and, over time, may be

affected by various processes to various degrees. If the effect of each process on each materjal is

approximatelv independent of other processes and other materials, they can be analyzed separately and

then subsequently combined. ' L

The pervasive reduction processes (i.e., corrosion, biodegradation, and dissolution) are all assumed to { e

occur at a rate proportional to surface area (i.e., Ar is the same for all particles for each process, but may \:
differ among processes). In this case, the diameter (or radius) for various cumulative frequencies is

reduced appropriately, with the cumulative frequency staying the same. Hence, as shown in Figure 4-5,

the initial frequency distribution is simply shifted to the left.

The effects of multiple processes on particle sizes are assumed herein to be additive, but otherwise
independent. This is reasonable because any material is subject to only one reduction process (if any),
and then possibly subject to both cementation and encapsulation. In this case, the volumes of various
particles are increased appropriately from the previously reduced value. Hence, as shown in Figure 4-6,
the previously modified frequency distribution is shifted.

Once the population of particle diameters has been determined for each material, they can be combined
with the relative percentage of each material to determine the population of particle diameters for the
composite matenal. As illustrated in Figure 4-7, this would be done as follows:

where
IF{d}! is the modified population of particle diameters for the composite waste due 0 all
processes,

IF{d}}; is the modified population of particle diameters for material type i due to all processes,
and. '

w; is the percentage of the composite material that is comprised of material type

The above algorithms have been implemented in an EXCEL 5.0 spreadsheet (Microsoft), which is
presented in Appendix B. :

4.3 Model Parameters

Based on the discussions presented in Section 4-1, a comprehensive and mutually exclusive list of
material groups and processes was developed. Various materials which degrade in a similar manner to
each process were combined in a group and subsequently treated as one material, with their initial
amounts and particle size distributions integrated, as discussed in Section 4.2.

Based on the algorithms presented in Section 4.2 and summarized in Figure 4-8, the following parameters
must be assessed in order to estimate the waste particle diameters:
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e The initial amount and population of particle diameters for each material group;

o The extent of each process to which each material group has been exposed, which is provided by PA
(Section 2.3); and ‘

e The partitioning of dissolved materials into particulates and cementation products, and the effects of

cementation and encapsulation on particle size. _ s

' Rx

(M

4.4 Variability and Uncertainty N/

As discussed in Section 2.4, there will be variability in the various model input parameters at different
locations in the repository, depending on each parameter’s volumetric scale. This variability in the value
of parameter x can be expressed in terms of a “frequency distribution” of the values at that scale
throughout the repository, f{x}, which in turn might be described in terms of an average value m{x} and
a standard deviation s{x} in conjunction with a distribution “form” {e.g., lognormal). For example, if the
parameter values at this scale are uniform throughout the repository, they would all equal the average
value and the standard deviation would be zero. Similarly, as the volumetric scale of the parameter
increases, all the values tend to converge towards the average value and the standard deviation tends to
decrease towards zero.

In addition to spatial variability, there will typically be uncertainty in the frequency distribution of

parameter values throughout the repository. If the form of this frequency distribution is known, this

uncertainty can be expressed in terms of a “probability distribution™ for the combination of the average

value and the standard deviation, p[m{x}, s{x}]. Hence, a random value of parameter x (e.g.ata

random location of a borehole intrusion) could be obtained by simulating m{x} and s(x} from p[m{x}, .
s{x}], and then simulating x from f{x}, which is defined by the simulated values of m{x} and s{x} in

conjunction with the distribution form.

However, there may be “correlations” in the values of different parameters at the same location in the
repository, so that the parameters cannot be simulated independently. In this case, “correlation
coefficients” or “conditional” probability distributions must be defined that express this relationship.
The value of a “dependent” parameter can then be simulated based on the simulated value of the '
“independent” parameter in conjunction with either (a) the dependent parameter’s “marginal” probability
distribution and the correlation coefficient, or (b) the dependent parameter’s conditional probability
distribution. For example, the extent to which different materials have been exposed to a particular
process may be very uncertain but very similar (highly correlated) for all materials.

The uncertainty in the population of particie sizes at a random location can be determined by simulating
the various model parameters (as discussed above) and implementing them in the model many times.
This can be done by Monte Carlo simulation using the EXCEL 5.0 spreadsheet presented in Appendix B,
with commercially available @RISK3.1 (Palisade) attached as an add-1n.

In the current decomposition model, the relative amounts of each material group and the repository
conditions are specified as input parameters. The uncertainty in the predicted repository conditions can
be propagated through the decomposition model in various ways (implementation is outside the scope of
this elicitation), to determine the uncertainty in particle size populations. Although currently, these are
large (repository) scale average conditions, they (as well as the relative amount of each material group)
could include the additional uncertainty due to variability at smaller (drum) scale. These uncertainties in
the waste mix and in the predicted repository conditions at that scale can then be propagated through the
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decomposition model in the same way as is done for the uncertainty in large scale repository conditions.
It should be noted that it is assumed that the initial particle size distribution for each material group and

the effects of a process (given its extent) are scale-independent, and their uncertainties are insignificant

relative to the uncertainties in the future repository conditions and, at small scale, in the waste mix.

As discussed in Section 2.4, the variability in the waste mix at small scale can be described in various
ways. However, because of the nature of waste emplacement (i.e., in individual containers), a convenient
way to describe such variability is in terms of a répresentative set of possible waste mixes at the drum
(smallest) scale. Each waste mix would be described in terms of the percentage of each material group.
In addition to the possible waste mixes, the relative frequency of each waste mix in the repository (i.e., in
terms of percent by volume) and the number of drums containing similar wastes which are packaged
together would be estimated. For any scale, the appropriate number of drums would be randomly
sampled (in Monte Carlo simulation) and their simulated mixes combined.

4.5 Model Limitations

The decomposition model described above has some limitations. For example, it has been assumed that
the effects of the various processes on the particle size distributions of the various material groups are
approximately independent, and can be simply combined in an additive manner. ‘

In addition, the model considers the effects of the various predicted processes on a specified combination
of waste materials. Currently, a combination of materials and repository conditions which represent the
large (repository) scale average is used. However, as discussed in Section 4.4, at the scale of interest,
there will be significant variability in both the material combinations and in the repository conditions,
and the average condition would actually be very unlikely. If necessary, such variability in the initial
waste amounts and in the future repository conditions, if quantified, can be easily incorporated in the
current decomposition model as discussed in Section 4.4. The need to determine such variability and the
implementation of the decomposition model in PA is outside the scope of this elicitation.
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5. Parameter Assessments

This section presents the expert panel’s assessment of each mode] parameter defined in Section 4. These
parameters relate to: the variability in initial particle sizes for each material group, including upper and
lower bounds; the effects of processes on particle size for each material group; the amount of each
material group involved; and the relevant repository conditions. The experts’ assessments are
documented in Appendix C.

5.1 Initial Particle Size Population

The types of materials and their overall amounts in each group were identified (DOE 1996b), and their

average particle size and percent of total amount were estimated based on judgment (consistent with

Clements & Kudera [1985], as discussed by the EEG on May 6, 1997, and with a video of Idaho National
Engineering and Environmental Laboratory [INEEL] drum sampling program). In addition, the bounds

(especially the Jower bound) in particle size for each group were estimated. Cumulative frequency -

distributions (CDFs) and complementary CDFs (CCDFs) of initial particle volume (m’) were then
developed for each group, appropriate for large scale, by summing the percentages for all sizes less than

or equal to the particular value. A continuous curve (i.c., piece-wise power law, which is piece-wise

linear when Jog volume is plotted versus log complementary cumulative frequency) was fitted to the data,
including the assessed minimum size.

The particle sizes of each of the various material groups are discussed below.

5.1.1 Iron- and Aluminum-Base Metal/Alloys

The panel estimated that this material group ranges in size from shavings (1 mm in diameter) to steel

lug (0.3 m®). The various materials comprising this group, and their a roximate percentages and
plug p group PP

average particle sizes, are summarized in Table 5-1. The CCDF of particle sizes for this material group
is presented in Figure 5-1. This CCDF can be expressed as:

1-F{v] = {1.0E-6/v(m")}** for v>10° m’
= {1.0E-9/v(m*) }*™ for v<10° m’

Table 5-1 Initial Particle Size Distribution - Fe- and Al-base metals

Number of
Material Particle Volume (m) Particles CDF CCDF

waste 2.50E-07 4.00E+06 2.84E-02 9 72E-01
waste 1.00E-06 1.50E+-07 1.35E-01 8.65E-01
waste 1.00E-05 8.50E+07 7.38E-01 2.62E-01
waste 1.00E-04 3.50E+07 9.87E-01 1.32E-02
waste 1.00E-03 1.10E+06 9.95E-01 5.35E-03
drum 4.50E-03 7.30E+05 1.00E+00 1.64E-04
SWB 5.00E-02 4 46E+03 1.00E+00 1.32E-04
SWB OP 6.70E-02 4 46E+03 1.00E+00 1.01E-04
canister 8.30E-02 7.10E+03 1.00E+00 -5.04E-05
plugs 3.58E-01 7.10E+03 1.00E+00 1.11E-16

total number = 1.41E+08

total wt (kg)* = 7.44E+07

Note: *density for all materials is assumed to be 6 gm/cc.
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5.1.2 Other Metals/Inorganic/Vitrified/Soils/Cements/Solidified Inorganics

The Panel estimated that this material group ranges in size from solid inorganic particulates (5 micron in
diameter) to vitrified drum size (0.21 m®). The various materials comprising this group, and their
approximate percentages and average particle sizes, are summarized in Table 5-2. The CCDF of particle
sizes for this material group is presented in Figure 5-2. This CCDF can be expressed as:

1 - F{v} = {1E-16/v(m’)}**

Table 5-2 Initial Particle Size Distribution (e.g., other metals, soils)

Total Particle
Mass  Density ' Volume Number of
Material (kg)  (gmfec)  Size Units (m”) Particles  CDF CCDF
inorganic nonmetal -  1.00E+04 25 5 micron 1.25E-16 3.2E+16 8.69E-01 1.31E-01
<10 micron '
Pb - particulate . 1.56E+06 11.3 100 micron 1E-12 1.38E+14 8.72E-01 1.28E-01
gloves
inorganic nonmetal - 1.50E+03 2.5 100 micron 1E-12 6E+13 8.74E-01 1.26E-0]
<212 micron )
soils 7.42E+06 2.2 0.1 mm 1E-12 3.37E+15 9.65E-01 3.4SE-Q2
solidified inorganics  9.25E+06 13 0.2 mm 8E-12 8.89E+14 990E-01 1.04E-02
cement 8.56E+06 28 02 mm SE-12 3.82E+14 1.00E+00  1.6E-09
inorganic nonmetal - 9.80E+05 25 2 cm 8.00E-06 4.90E+07 1.00E+00 2.74E-10
intermediate '
inorganic nonmetal -  4.54E+06 2.5 213 cc 2.13E-04 8.53E+06 1.00E+00 4.27E-11
coarse _ _
other alloys - 2.60E+06 8 23 kg 2.88E-04 1.13E+06 100E+00  1.2E-11
crucible '
Pb bricks 3.64E+06 11.3 0.001 m3 1.00E-03 3.22E+05 1.00E4+00 3.27E-12
Pb 4'x2' 5.20E+06 11.3 0.005 m3 5.00E-03 920E+04 1.00E400 7.75E-13
lead RH packaging  3.24E+06 113 0.037 m3 370E-02 7.75E+03 1.00E+00 5.65E-13
vitrified 9.30E+06 3 053 m 1.49E-01 2.08E+04 1.00E+00 0.C0E+00
total wt. (kg) 5.65E+07 total number = 3.68E+16

5.1.3 Salt (rock)

The panel estimated that this material group ranges in size from dust (1 micron in diameter) to half room-
size slab 2 m thick (1000 m’), with an average value of 10° m®>. The amount of salt fragments was
estimated to be about 2% of the original room volume, based on available room porosity. The CCDF of
particle sizes for this material group is presented in Figure 5-3. This CCDF can be expressed as:

1 - F{v} = {1E-18/%(m’)}'®
5.1.4 Cellulosics/Solidified Organics
The panel estimated that this material group ranges in size from solidified organic particles (0.2 mm in

diameter) to compressed high efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filter (1.9 m®). The various materials
comprising this group, and their approximate percentages and average particle sizes, are summarized in
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Table 5-3. The CCDF of particle sizes for this material group is presented in Figure 5-4. This CCDF can
be expressed as:

1-F{v} = {1E-11/v(m)}'®

although a separate description could be used for 10" m*>v>10° m

Table 5-3 Initial Particle Size Distribution (cellulosics/solidified organics)

Total Equivalent  Particle Number
Total Volume* Density Diameter Volume of
Material Mass %  (m’) (gfec) (cm) (m*) Particles CDF  CCDF
solidified organics 980 20 0.002 1.00E-11 9.80E+13 0.99999 5.3E-06
(1970-1986) :
solidified organics , 172 2.0 1.0 1E-06 1.72E+08 1.00E+00 3.5E-06
(1986-present)
Kimwipes 5% 512% 0.9 1.3 2E-06 2.56E+08 1.00E+00 9.4E-Q7
sm paper filters 10% 1024 09 ' 3.0 277E-05 3.79E+07 1.00E+00 5.5E-07
20mil 12"x12" rags 15% 1537+ 09 3.6 470E-05 3.27E+07 1.00E+00 2.1E-07
10mil 10"x12" 10% 1024+ 09 4.5 9.10E-05 1.13E+07 1.00E+00 9.9E-08
cardboard cartons ' ‘
HEPA filters 15% 1537* 0.9 6.6 2.90E-04 5.30E+06 1.00E+00 4.5E-08
wood frames for 10% 1024* 09 73 390E-04 2.63E+06 1.00E+0C 1.9E-08
filters
1.5 m? 10% 1024* 0.9 9.1 7.50E-04 1.37E+06 1.00E+00 4.6E-09
coveralls/booties :
HEPA filters 15% 1537+ 0.9 16.5 4.50E-03 3.41E+05 1.00E+00 1.1E-09
wood frames for 5% 512#% 0.9 18.5 6.30E-03 8.13E+04 1.00E+00 2.6E-10
filters .
2'x4'x344" plywood 5% S12% 09 27.0 2.00E-02 2.56E+04 1.00E+00 Q.0E+00
100%
total weight (kg)  9.22E+06 total number = 9.8E+13

*With the exception of solidified organics, the values for total volume are computed as the product of the particle
volume and the number of particles. The number of significant figures in a value for total volume is limited by the
number of significant figures in the corresponding value for particle volume.

§.1.5 Rubber/Plastics

The panel estimated that this material group ranges in size from drum filter gaskets (1cc) to 90 mil drum
liners (0.03 m®). The various materials comprising this group, and their approximate percentages and
average particle sizes, are summarized in Table 5-4. Based on this, the CCDF of particle sizes for this
material group is presented in Figure 5-5. This CCDF can be expressed as:

1-F{v} = [6E-Siv(m™)) " for v>10"* m’
= [1E-6/v(m™))*'* for v<10™ m’
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Table 5-4 Initial Particle Size Distribution (rubber/plastics)

Particle = Number Total
Volume of Density Weight
Material (m*) Particles (g/ce) (kg) CDF CCDF
drum HEPA Filter ~ 1.00E-06  1.00E+06 1.14 1.14E4+03  2.21E-02  9.78E-01
gaskets
smaller plastic 1.00E-05  1.46E+07 1 146E+05  3.44E-01  6.56E-01
pieces
rubber gloves 1.00E-04  4.00E+06 1.14 4.56E+05  4.33E-0l 5.67E-01
small plastic bags 1.00E-04  2.19E+07 1 2.19E+06  9.16E-01  8.41E-02
drum gaskets 1.50.E-04  7.30E+05 0.5 5.48E+04 9.32E-01 _ 6.80E-02
SWB gasket 450E-04 8.92E+03 0.5 201E+03  9.32E-01  6.78E-02
Pb rubber gloves 1.00E-03  1.00E+06 1.14 1.14E+06  9.54E-01  4.57E-02
large plastic bags 1.00E-03  1.46E+06 1 146E+06  9.87E-01  1.35E-02
Pb rubber aprons 4.00E-03  1.00E+04 1.14 A 56E+04 9.87E-01  1.35E-02
90mil HDPE liner  7.70E-03  6.00E+05 i 4.62E+06 1.00E+00 0.00E+00
total pumber =  4.53E+07 total wt (kg) = 1.01E+07

5.1.6 MgO Backfill

The panel estimated that the MgO backfil
MgO pellet diameters in comparison to the broad range of
. the MgO pellets for recent expenimental studies have a rang
assumnption, the CCDF for the MgO backfill can be expressed as:

1-F{v}

=( for v>10° m®
=1forve10® m’

5.2 Effects of Processes

In addition to initial particle size distributions for each material group (Section 5.1),

corrosion and dissolution were estimated by the expert panel as follows:

e Most of corrosion and MgO-
remainder precipitating out as free particul
that 2 maximum of 25% of the corrosion an
particulates, and that this percentage will decrease to ze
decreases towards zero, It was also estimated by the pan
from 0.1 to 10 microns, with an average value of 2 microns.

e Even more of dissolved salts (from bﬁne) will precipitat

remainder precipitating
that a maximum of 10%
percentage will decrease to
estimated that the free particu

2 microns.
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size (i.e., a cemented mass) as the cement volume approached about 40% of the pore space (assuming

e As shown in Figure 5-7, it was estimated by the panel that the particle sizes would approach room
about a 25% porosity prior to cementation), and that the range in particle sizes would also decrease.

5.3 Amounts and Distribution of Materials

As summarized in Table 5-5, the relative amount of each material group at the large (repository) scale /T

has been assessed in various ways: ! ;i#f :
5, LA
\__/'

» By combining the weight percentage of the more detailed materials (Table 2-1) with the
categorization of each of those materials (Table 4-1), the weight percentage of each material group
were determined (in the particle size distribution model). This should be consistent with the total
weights for each material group presented in Tables 5-1through 5-4. '

» By summing the products of each particle volume and the number of particles of that size for each
material group, as presented in Tables 5-1 through 5-4, the total volume for each material group was
determined. The volume for salt and MgQ backfill were estimated by the experts separately.

Although these amounts are appropriate for large scale, there will be significant variability at small (e.g.,
individual drum) scale. Ideally, as discussed in Section 4.4, the variability in amounts at the scale of
interest would be assessed quantitatively. However, in lieu of such quantitative assessments, the
variability can be discussed only qualitatively, as also summarized in Table 5-5.

Table 5-5 Amount and Distribution of Material .
Wit Vol Vol Spatial Variability

Material Group Wt %  (kg) (m?) (%) Lateral Vertical Location
Fe- and Al-base metals 28.9 74E+07 1.24E+04 143 waste container waste container every container
Other metals/soilsfetc.  22.1 §5.7E+07 2.04E+04  23.5 variable* waste container variable*
Salt 9.1 23E+07 1.04E+04  12.0 room seals top of room throughout
Cellulosics/Solidified 4.0 9.2E+06 1.14E+04 13.1 variable** waste container variable**
organics
Rubber/plastics 4.6 1.0E+07 9.93E+03 11.5 wastecontainer waste container every container
MgO backfill 313  R.1E+07 2.21E+04 255 sidesofroom  top of room throughout

(except RH)

*The solidified inorganics/soils/vitrified are variable at the 7-drum pack/SWB and the other materials (Table 2-1) are
variable at the waste container '
**The cellulosics are variable at the waste container and the solidified organics at 7-drum pack/SWB

5.4 Repository Conditions

The prediction of the extent to which each process has occurred as a function of time is outside the scope
of this elicitation. It is assumed that PA will predict the relevant repository conditions and their
uncertainty including:

s the extent of corrosion of Fe- and Al-base metals; . '

» the extent of biodegradation of cellulosics/solidified organics;
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e« the extent of biodegradation of rubber/plastics:
¢ the extent of MgQ dissolution,

¢ the porosity of the waste;

o the amount of précipitated salt; and

= the amount of salt encapsulation.
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6. Results

The model presented in Sectzon 4 was implemented with the experts’ parameter assessments presented in
Section 5 in order to illustrate how to estimate waste particle diameters at the time of inadvertent human

intrusion as a function of predicted repository conditions. In this section, these results are presented in a
format compatible with PA, as discussed in Section 2.

6.1 Distribution of Particle Sizes

The distribution of particle sizes at a random location at the time and scale of an inadvertent human
intrusion can be developed as a function of the estimated extent of processes which have occurred up to
that time, as predicted by PA. This result is expressed in the form of a model, as discussed in Section 4
and presented in Appendix B. Hence, there is no unique particle size distribution (except for the initial
conditions at the end of the 100-year active institutional controls period), but instead it must be assessed
in conjunction with PA.

A simple hypothetical example has been developed to illustrate how the model could be used and the
types of results that might be obtained, depending on the repository conditions predicted by PA. These
results are shown in Figure 6-1.

In addition to the assessed initial amounts and particle size distributions for the various waste groups, as
well as the characteristics of their degradation byproducts and dissolved constituents at the end of the
100-year active institutional control period (see Section 5), these results are based on the following
hypothetical inputs from PA for the specified time of intrusion:

e corrosion of iron and aluminum base metals is 50% complete (i.e., 50% of the material remains} and
has removed a depth of 10 microns on average from every surface (i.e., a change of 10 microns in the
radius of an equivalent spherical particle);

e  biodegradation of cellulosics and solidified inorganics is 50% complete (i.e., 50% of the material
remains) and has removed a depth of 10 microns on average from every surface (i.e., a change of 10
microns in the radius of an equivalent spherical particle);

e biodegradation of rubber and plastics is 50% complete (i.e., 50% of the material remains) and has
removed a depth of 10 microns on average from every surface (i.e., a change of 10 microns in the
radius of an equivalent spherical particle);

e dissolution of MgO is 50% complete (i.e., 50% of the material remains) and has removed a depth of
10 microns on average from every surface (i.e., a change of 10 microns in the radius of an equivalent

spherical particle);
e porosity of the waste which is available for cementation is 20%;

e precipitation of dissolved salt from the brine (due to corrosion and MgO dissolution), either as free
particulates or as cementing agents, comprises 20% of the waste; and

o encapsulation of waste by creeping salt comprises 10% of the waste volume.
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It must be emphasized that these repository conditions are strictly hypothetical, and are not necessarily
consistent with any actual PA results.

As shown in Figure 6-1, the initial particle size distribution shifts to the left (i.e., smaller particles) due to
reduction processes {corrosion, biodegradation, and dissolution). This modified distribution then shifts
back to the right, with even larger particles than before reduction, as cementation (due to precipitation of
corrosion products, dissolved MgO and salt from brine) is considered. The distribution shifts even
further to the right as encapsulation (due to salt intrusion by continuing plastic flow) is considered. For
example, about 25% of the particles are predicted to be larger than lcubic centimeter (cc) before
reduction, cementation, and encapsulation are considered. In this hypothetical example, this decreases to
about 19% as the reduction processes are considered, but increases to more than 99% as cementation and
encapsulation are considered. The cumulative frequency for any other particle size, or the particle size
for any other cumulative frequency (i.e., percentile value), for the hypothetical repository conditions can
be derived by interpolation from Figure 6-1. '

It must be also emphasized that the particle size distributions are a function of the repository conditions
at the time of inadvertent intrusion. Although the initial results at the end of the 100-year active
institutional controls period will be the same as shown in Figure 6-1, the results after reduction,
cementation, and/or encapsulation may be significantly different than the hypothetical example shown

here.

The uncertainty in future repository conditions can be propagated through the particle size distribution
model in various ways to determine the uncertainty in particle size distributions. However, such
implementation is outside the scope of this elicitation.
T
M

6.2 Discussion

6.2.1 Assessment

This study addresses the distribution of waste particle sizes at the time of inadvertent intrusion, sometime
during the 10,000 years following the end of the 100-year active institutional controls period. Because
such distributions cannot be determined absolutely, it is expressed in terms of a probability distribution
(or relative likelihood) of particle size populations. This probability distribution has been determined by
assessing the value of various “parameters” (e.g., extent of a process), and then implementing those
parameter assessments in a model, which incorporates specific assumptions. There are various types of
parameters, including:

e Boolean single value - one of two possibilities, such as whether biodegradation will occur;

e Discrete single value - one of a finite set of possibilities, such as which material will be intersected
by a borehole;

o Continuous single value - one of an infinite set of possibilities, such as the extent of corrosion; and

¢ Population of single values - one combination of a finite (for discrete variables) or infinite (for
continuous variables) set of possible combinations, such as the sizes of all particles potentially
affected by a borehole.
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However, because of the nature of the parameters, they cannot be known with certainty and the ‘
information that is available does not allow for their statistical derivation. Instead, a subjective
assessment based on the judgment of a group of experts, consistent with available information, 1s
necessary. The assessments involve estimates of the possible values and their relative likelihood
(probability distributions) for each single value parameter (including Boolean, discrete, and continuous
single value variables, and the statistics such as the mean of populations of discrete or continuous single
value variables). Therefore, the resulting probability distribution for the population of particle sizes is
necessarily based on: ‘

s specific models and assumptions for determining the particle size distribution, as a function of
specific parameters; '

e currently available information regarding those parameters; and , L

e the opinions of a specific group of experts regarding the possible values of various parameters, based
on that information. :

6.2.2 Reliability

Appropriately, the questions can be asked, how “reliable” are these results, what other results would be
possible, and how likely are they? Different results could conceivably occur due to:

e changes in the opinions of the group of experts regarding their interpretation of the available
information, which could lead to changes in the assessment of model input parameters;

e the use of a different group of experts, who might have different opinions regarding their
interpretation of the available information, and thus would have different assessments of model input

parameters;
e the use of different models and assumptions for implementing the input parameter assessments, and
e additional information, which would affect the group’s assessment of model input parameters.

These issues relate to group internal and external consistency, model uncertainty, and additional
information, respectively, and are discussed separately below.

6.2.2.1 Internal Consistency

The elicitation process was intended to ensure that the specific group of experts was as accurate as
possible in expressihg its collective assessment of the various model input parameters, consistent with
the available information. Hence, it is unlikely that, given the same informatjon, this group would
change its opinion significantly regarding their probability distributions for the input parameters, and
thereby change the resultant probability distribution for particle size population. Although conceivably
this could be guantified by repeating the group’s assessments without referring back to their previous
assessments, this would be very costly (essentially adding 100% of the original costs of elicitation for

each repetition} and would not be expected to show much difference, given the initial level of care.
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6.2.2.2 External Consistency _ .

Similarly, the group of experts is relatively large and was selected based on their qualifications in the
various areas of interest and on their lack of biases, as well as their availability. Hence, the group can be
considered a representative sample of the unbiased technical community. The inherent variability in
opinions among individual members of the group was averaged out, to some extent, through consensus
building. Because of its size, qualifications and lack of bias, it is unlikely that, given the same
information, another representative group (or the technical community as a whole) would have
significantly different collective opinions regarding their probability distributions for the input
parameters and thus, a different resultant probability distribution for particle size populations. Although
conceivably, this could be quantified by having other groups independently assess the same parameters,
based on the same information but without referring back to the original group's assessments, this would
be very costly (essentially adding 100% of the original costs of elicitation for each repetition) and would
not be expected to show much difference, given the group’s representative characteristics. It should be
noted, however, that individuals within the technical community might have significantly different
opinions, especially if they are biased or have different qualifications, and they would thus have a very
different resultant probability distribution for particle size populations. It can be argued that such
«outliers” are not representative of the entire technical community and that they would be averaged out in
a collective assessment, in a similar way as was done within the group (i.e., through consensus building). -
Although the variability in individual’s opinions could be quantified by having various individuals
independently assess the same parameters, again based on the same information but without referning
back to the original group’s assessments, this would be relatively costly (essentially adding 10 to 20% of
the original costs of elicitation for each individual assessment) and would not be expected to be very
useful, because it ignores the effectiveness of consensus building.

6.2.2.3 Model Uncertainty

Although reasonable models and assumptions were used to implement the input parameter assessments,
other models and assumptions could have been used. For example, specific distribution forms and their
descriptive parameters (e.g., parameters of the power law) were used in some cases to fit the expert’s
assessments. In other cases, specific assumptions were used (€.g., independence of processes and
materials). The expert panel agreed that these were reasonable assumptions. Although conceivably, all
other potential models and assumptions could be identified and their validity evaluated, and the
associated probability distribution for particle size populations determined and qualified by that validity,
this would be relatively costly (essentially adding 100% of the original analysis costs for each alternative
model/assumption) and would not be expected to be very useful unless the current model/assumptions
result in particle size populations that lead to unacceptably high releases, which in turn, lead to
unnecessarily expensive decisions.

6.2.2.4 Additional Information

Currently available information has necessarily been used by the group of experts in their assessments of

the model input parameters. Additiona} information might reduce the uncertainty in the assessment of

any single value parameter (e.g., the effect of one process on one material), although the variability

among members of a population (e.g., particle size populations throughout the repository at a particular

time and scale) would remain. Such changes in the model input parameter assessments would clearly

affect the resultant probability distribution for particle size populations. In fact, if “perfect” information .
could be obtained (which is impossible), then the uncertainties in the single value input parameter
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assessments would be reduced 1o zero (they would be known), and the probability distribution for
particle size populations would simply be a function of the random-chance factors (e.g., where the
intrusion occurs and, therefore, which subgroup of the population will be invoived). For example. the

. relative likelihood of what the assessed probability distribution for particle size populations would be
after perfect information on the effects of each process on each material has been obtained (using the
same models and assumptions) would be given by: 1) the probability distribution for the extent of each
process as a function of time (from PA); and 2) the probability distribution for the initial population of
particle sizes for each material. The uncertainty in the updated probability distribution for particle size
populations given perfect information, gives the bounds if less than perfect information is obtained. The
process of revising probabilistic assessments based on new information is called “Bayesian updating,”
and is predicated on obtaining additional information about the paramneter. However, if no additional
relevant information is obtained, then the assessed probability distribution of particle size populations
does not change. It is unlikely in this case that substantial additional information (much less “perfect”
information) on this topic can be obtained in the reasonable future, so that the model input parameters
assessments, and thus the assessed probability distribution of particle size populations, will not change
significantly. It should be noted that, in any case, the current uncertainty is relatively small compared to
variability, which leads to relatively small uncertainty in the updated probability distribution of particle
size populations, given any additional information.

6.2.3 Conclusions

The various potential causes for significant changes in the assessed probability distribution of particle
size populations include: different models or assumptions used in decomposing the issue, as a function
of specific parameters; internal and external inconsistencies in subjective assessments of model input
parameters based on available information: and additional information related to model input parameters.
Each of these potential causes have been evaluated for this swdy, and found to be either inoperative or
mitigated (e.g.. through careful procedures). Hence, it is believed that the model for estimating particle
size populations developed in this study is reasonable and defensibie, and that significantly different
assessments will not be determined in the foreseeable future.
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7. Conclusions

Conclusions and any potential limitations regarding the process and results of the expert elicitation on
waste particle diameters at the time of inadvertent human intrusion, as described in previous sections of

this report, include the following:

« A defensible conditional probability distribution for the frequency of waste particle sizes at the time
of inadvertent human intrusion (subsequent to the 100-year active institutional controls period) has
been developed in the form of a model, which relies on PA for input on future repository conditions
and which in turn can be used by PA in predicting waste release scenarios. However, the
implementation of the particle size distribution model and the subsequent application of the results of
the model in PA is outside the scope of this expert elicitation.

¢ Currently, only the average (large scale) initial waste amount and repository conditions have been
considered. However, there may be significant variability in these input parameters, and then in
particle size distribution, among locations at the relatively small scale of interest. Such variability
has been considered qualitatively, but could be accommodated in the current particle size distribution

model, if needed.

¢ The radioactivity associated with various particle sizes is outside the scope of this expert elicitation -
and it has not been assessed in this elicitation. However, although itis a complex issue, it should be -
noted that a significant portion of the particles (e.g., related to backfill and salt fragiments) are non-
radioactive.
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' 9. Review and Approval

This report was pi‘epared by the elicitor and reviewed and approved by the six subject-matter experis, as -
indicted their respective signatures below.

Vot Loz

Paul Drez, Expert Par€] Member “chaef Gross, Expert Pancl Member
4-""'-.\ - \

Dacyy Do~ g P

Patrick Domenico, Expert Panel Member Paul LaPointe, Expert Panel Member

David Grandsmﬁfﬁﬁl Panel Membed Robert Mutaw, Expert Panel Member
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Honorable Alvin Alm

Asgigtant Secratary foz _ ‘
EInviropmental Management ' @

0.8. Department of Energy _ C
1060 Independunce Rve., Y- ‘ N

¥ashington, DC 20585

Daaxr Mr. Alm:

The U.5. Envirenmantel procecticn Agency (BPA) racsived the
U.S. Department of Bnergy‘'s (DOE) Compliance Certification
Applicacion (CCA) -for the Wasto 1solation Pilet Plant (WIPP) om
october 392, 1996. The Agency {mmediatsly commenced its review
: pursuant to Sectign 8(d) (1) of tns WIPP Land Withdrawal Ast, 88 -
. amended. to svaluats whethar tha CCR demonstratsa and documents

WIPP’s complianca:with BPA‘S radiosetive waste disposal

- regulations et subparcs B and C of 40 C.F.R. Part 191.

On December 19, 1996, Mary Wichols, Assistant Adminiserater.
tar the Office of Air and Radiation, ssnt you & lattar
idencifying certain aspects of the CCA that .my staif had
preliminarily determined to reguire additiconal suppert-OF
documentation. Tha purpose of that jetter vas to provide DOE, 88
eaxly as possible) with-e praiiminary messssmcnt of EPA'S
concerns reuarding the CCA., Since we sant that lettey. ve have
had the oppertunity te: {1) conduct & more dstailed revisw of the
cch; {(2) prelimingrily consider numercus public comments received
en the CCA during: tha public comment period; and (3) evaluata
DOE's reaponses to the latter. Based upen careful evaluation of
each of thase factors, we have devsloped 1ists of iseues that
naed to be addreaned by DOE in orxder for EPA te rzendar a
compliance cartification Ascinion (eee Bnclosures 1-6). Thie
Jetter is bamed on s Feview of all materials receivad by EPA by
March 12th.. Since we continue te receive infexmation fyom DOE on
a regulsr dasis, soms of the informatiom receivad  pince Merch )
j2th may address certein points raiged i1 the enclosurss. We

ey mMpBave s wha SRBE My e r Rakgd FIRE gy s el
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will expaditiocusly: rsview these materidls, ae¢ wall as matearials .
" raceived i the futuze. ' : L j/ i
. . : - - . : I8y
The first- iscue i3 the adeguacy of certain conceptual
models. A8 YOuU ark awars, the. Spallings Modsl predicts ths
amount of solid material Telesssd during a drilling svent --'an
jmportant relsass scenarid.. The 'Gpallings Model has heen found
inadegquate by DOR'SB independent pnel Teview panul. Alee, the ‘
Chamical Conditicna Model, which dotermines the diasolution of
cadionuclides in Hrine found arcund WIPP, has Desa deamed
insdeguate by the same DOE paar review panel. -¥e have besen
~ informed by your scaff that the pear review pantl will be re-
. eenvepsd Mazoh 311 to APTil &, 1397, to re-aveluato thass modalnm. .
The results of thase peexr raviews are oritical to the Agency’ &
avaluation of the \CCA. We rsquest that DOE provids us with the
pesr review reports and.LOK's sesesymant '©f the status of the
conceptual medels. This will enable us to determing the impact
on ouzr Teview or gths CCA. : S : '
The sedond aryes of concern 1ia the derivaticn of impertant
input paremetars, :and thelr agsociated valued, for the
performance asgaggmant.  This concern is significant bacause .
parametars are used Be inputs to the ooRpuUter codas that - v .
ealculats potentigl rsleases from the WIPP. Of the approximegaly
1,600 input parameters yoviewed by EPA, 58 pn:aut'azu that could
nhave u significant iupact an thé results of the performanca .
assessmant ars of ‘concern. I have divided theae 58 parameterd
ipto thrae differéni catugoriam, each of which ig limted in a
sepaxate enclosure. ' ‘ '
the first aat of puramsters is.thoss for which we have baen
unable to. £ind pupporting date (sse Enclesurs 3). My staff has
peen working coatinucusly eince November cO establish the .
traceability of t}u parameter and dath racord packages that
support the. imput! parsmster valués used in the parformance . '
assessmant. The Records Center has greatly improved since
November. We encpuzags [he Department Lo centinue with these
inpryvensnts te fmoilicate retzieveability of records. To date,
13 key input paramsters sre either not supported by experimental
oz field data, or the data ctrail is uutracesble, The Compliance
crituzia, at 40 Q.F.R. 8194.26(a), claaxly indicate that .input
parsmaters gheculd bs bassd on actual experimental.data. "TO the
extant that cortain input parsmater values cannot be obtained

t¢-K3 CT2LL08TOC T¥L TT:PT Q3K LE/6T/CO

ron(®



voo @

3

through data collection or experimsntation. DOE may deyive such
values uging “expert judgment.” The Cowplianee Criteris ast
fozth explicit regquiremsnthk for the prOpe: copduct of alicitatien
of such expert judgment. Thus, ib aceardance with the compliance
Criteris, DOB muat:provida the gollowing support for the eritical
input parameters that apprar to be unsupported by actual dactar
{1) decumantation of sctus} data collection and/or results of
nxp.rimnntn:ion; or (1) demonatration that EPA'® mxXpeTrt judgmant
procedures were folloved in selacting the parsmeter values,

The smeond cap of five input purawetezs ars those £oT which
EPA has reviewsd the oupporting .infermation and finds that the
inrormation in the] racord supports a velua or rang® of values
diffeyenz from those selected by DOE (ses Enclosure 3. EPA
suggcets that new Malues: oX TARges bA selected for these
paramsters. My stalf will be available to mest with DOE to
explain these # sted changes. ' :
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7he finsl set of.40 input p;:unutdra ars thoss for which EFA .

bae reviewsd the supporting dacta and has questions ABout the
valum(s) salucted [(ese Enclosure 4). My etaff will bs availabls.
to meet with DOE gseff to review tha supporting documentacion for
each of these parimetera to sse. if changas to ths vsius or range

selected for anchkpl:gquter are needed.

~he third arda of cencorn relates .to specific acenazios that
vere aliminatad ¢rom tha CCA‘s. pericrmance asscssment
calculaticne. Aelyeu know, cahcaptual rodals reprassnt .our
undezscanding of WIPP mnd include diffsrent cypes of scenarios,
sueh as human activities (e.g., drilling) and 'geelogic procasies
la.g.. ®arthquakes), that could occur evar the ragulatory tima
trame. EPA hms c¢ncluded, as have numercus public cowménters,
that the CCA does:not centain adaguate. justificaticn for _
wliminating consifsration of ths oceurrsnce of certain fluid
injection scenaripa at WIPF. Therefors, BDA roquires® sither
additional substaptiation te suppozrt the elimination of fluid
injection scmnarips from periormancea assessmant calculacions, ©r
revision of the psrformance assessaant to include appropriata
fluid injection sgenarios.: '

| "

re-Kd CTZLCOBTOE T¥S YT:*T Q3Im LB/B1/CO



é

The last itam of conpexn relates to the fimal results.of the
psrformance assessment cslculations. _Since the performance
assessment rapresents how WiPF is expected to pexiorm in the
futurs. it is critieal that sitce charscteristics, conceptual
models, computar codes, and input pAYameters be as reprecsentative .
of the disposal systam as possible. BPA baliaves .that £inal
vresolution -of the three insues identifjed above may result in
aifferent performance sesussmenc input velues, ay well ag
revisions to goms of the modela. Further, 2PA is awars that some -
modela have already been changed by DOE and ity concractors.
Acoordingly. DOR will probably need fo reruf the parformanca -
assessment to demopstrate that the WIPP complies with the
disposal criteria using the revised models, input pazameters and
ascenazics. If DOZ decides noet to rerun the parformance
assesement, the Dsparcment will have to damonstrate uhy the
cashingd effeet of all the changes is not significant enough to
raquire new perforpance assessnant computer ruse. An individual S
impact anmlysis.of) ecach- change that dosm not take into seeount jiaf'
the aynergistic and.holistic sffecte of all of the changes will
not bs sufficient. Thig .nev parformance E33OSSMERDC O -
dememakration will. anabls us to complete sur review of the.CCA.

Ths abeve requests, oo well as s conplete listing of other '
Agency cencarns. are explained in datall in Eneleguras 1-6 to ' .
thig letter. Enclosures § and ¢ 1ist findings from rmcenc
quality assuranee .and peer review audits conducted to varily
conformanes. with the Complisnce Cziteria at 40 C.F.R. '

$1%¢.22{a) (3} wnd §194.27(b}; respsctively. Tha imruas depcribed
in this lettar and enclosures includs EPA‘s outstanding concexns
with the CCA. In order to facilitate EFA‘a duuision-naking -
process, Dleass send me o lettar describing how, and when, the
Departmant will resolve these concerns. " .
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Thunk you for|your continuad cooperation during our Teviev ' .

proocess. Should ypu have quasticns regarding this regquest,

please call me at K202} 2313 ~-9320.
' 7

v sincersly,

E. Ramona Trevato, Director
oztice Of xadiation and Indoor Air

r

Encleosures

eoc1 Mary D. Nich:ilp (EPA)
Tom Grumbly (DOR/KQ)
Gaorge Dialf | (DOB/CAC)
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WIFPF Compliance Certififution Applicativs Tecknical Tssuas Requiring Additional

Information Prior to EPA/Rendering & Certifisation Dactsfon - _

Content of Comnit Carpificasion Agiplisatt . . [ =
. . ) ' ' - 1\\ -

194.14(2)(3) ;o ' , - . S

Section 154.14{a)(2) sates that the description of the disposal sysam shall include s description

of tha goology, geophysics, hydrogeology, hydrology, and gooshamistry: of the dll‘pbll'l Lystem

and its vicinity and how thése arc expiscted to change and interact over the regulatory time frame.

The CCA identifies ¢ naw o on of the pfighn of the hydrogscchemical faclgs in the
Culebr; The cxplanation gf the relationship between (e hydrochemital facies andthe  °
proundwater basin slodeling is not adequats. Beotion 2.2.1.4.1.2 briefly meatons a poteatial
relationship but does not provide support for the ljaluﬁonship. ' :

DOE nesds 1o previde a ditcussion of the arfgl'n of ths rydrochamical focier that in:om-

the modeied Culebra palecfiow directiont with geochemical princlples.

194.22(c) v " . I
Section 194.22(¢) requires khat the complisncs spplicstion describe, 1o the extent prasticabie,. 3
how daws used 10 support epmplianes have boen astatsed for tha five tefersaced datn quality
charactzristice: accuracy, preclsion, repressntativensss, campleoteness end cempanbility.

Section $.3.21.1 ol the CCWA nates that * it is oot pragtics! o apply deta quality _charmmﬁu
to most scientlfic investigations used t support 8 performance assessment in which there {a
uncertainty in tha conesptyal models and the resultant ranges-of parameters.” )

While same quarll'aﬂen ufpz supports this stetement was provided in the CCA. EPA récylrcx
additiona] documentation from DOE that supports the CCA argumenis and urss specific
measursd data points ax sgamplss. R :

i
1

Models and Compuler Coples
senmem o o
Section 194.23(¢)(3)T) sttes 1hat any campliance applicaton shall inciude documentation that

eo models and scinarion reasommbly represent possible future states of the dnpon.l

re-x3a CTZLCOBTOC YVI CT:%T Jdu  L6/811p
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Best Copy Avallable

Itin BPA's undermndlnl that after an initlal B2 drilling inTusion, subsaquent E2 drllling .
intrusions do not produde releases vis spallings or direct brine release. Itis not clanr whather.this
iv w suodeling outeome or an ALEUMBAOR. . '

DOE neads to provide a deseripiton of 'ﬂu impbﬁcnmﬁpn of the B2 scenario that addresses

. reisases when another E2 event occurs.

19423V - ¢ ' : - 3
Section 194.23(a)X3)iv) staten that computer models must aczurately implement fhs numerical -~
modals; L., compuisy cudas are free of voding ertors and praduce aable solutions. ' G‘ﬁf

. . R . - . ‘ ' . . 3 ' E fg
(1) Testing of the functicnsl requircments R §ECOTF3D 1s not.documented in the CCA's

vdidstion doeuments. Tha infarmation presented in the Analysis Plan {providzd in December
1996) addroases this comment from u campletanass sundpoint: nowever, he tenting of the
SBCOTPZD is not techaically sdaquats. .

DOE needs 1o test SECOTP2D with @ heatrogensout transmissivisy ftld.

(2) Therc sppears to ba & raass balance problem in SECOTP2D that could cause the compUiar
code to produce calewlstions vAth ermrs snd thus inascumtely implemant the pumetical models.
DOE nesds 1o provide an cnaly.m af the mass bolance in SECOTP2D and itr affects on
caleulations of radionuclids iransport in the Culsbra ' '

(5 Potonticl extors have becn found in the computer codes.

DOE needs 10 identtf)y errérs that have been found in the compuiter sader since tha PA

calculations were run for ihe 10/29/5'6 CCA submission. DOE needs to describe the impoctof -
thase errors on the retultsof PA. THE. . -

(6 Whileths type of testing for the SECOID cods appears 1o be appropriats, the mogt relevest

_ test (llsted in Record 23, WPO 43367) we only briofly daseribod, and test resulta are not

presented.
Tha teaws menrioned in Repardﬂ nead 1o be paﬂy»dqs':rlbnd and the results pfov_tdcd. :
19¢.2i(¢)(3) - |

. Section 19423()(2) requises thist the CCA inchude detsited {nstructions for executing the

compuer codes, inoluding hardware und softwate requiramens, iopus sud outpye formats,

listings of input and outpixt flles fromn a sample computer run, e,

ve-N3
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NUTS Validatloa Documedt, page 1205: EPA commented in the Decernber 1996 letter that
" thers is no obvious physica] reason for oscillations in the conosntution profile and thsre arc .
cancerns about tae of ths tating. DOB responded that the *epparent oscillations”

are actually concentration jecumulations due to the velocity ficld and coarge grid that was

used, DOE also stated that 0o Atiempt was mads 1o scuuslly solve the problam describsd in the .

test, DUt initasd. the purp mmgmmmnmmmmmum ;

computed by an inde technique (l.¢., MT3D) given the velocity field. This may be

true, Although 1i-raises twe lasues: (1) Binoe MTID is known to have problems ¢

sccurata solutions, e essenrially perfect match of the NUTS ranulis to tiase {nascurasies does

not producs confidence thitthe NUTS gode i previding sccurmte sotutions: and (2) the fact

thet the same dogree of coarsencss Jedds to exacly the sazne leve) of itaccuracy in both

codes is unusaal behavior for two indspendently formulated codsa. : '

DOE should use the mnpmcadc SWIFT to'berchmark NUTS far the sama problem, Witk the A

exceprion that the grid be made fins snough 1o provids en accurze solution ' *?J
| .o . . . . -~

194.23(e)(€) _ . . '

Soouon 194.23(cX4) statex that detailad deseriptions of dats collection procedures, sources of
data, cg: reduction and uf‘l.lylll. and code input parametsr development must be dbcumentsd in
the CCA. S : o

(1) Concérns regarding anhyurite marker beds sill nced v bo addresssd. Speatfically, the
informotien on the inco ;on of the anhydrite behavior is vaty genersl and does not provids |
the detailed Information o to reprodusce DOE's results regarding the incerporstios of -
permzability and porovity L . o . .
o : L

" DOE neads to provide | srmation that explaing tha-mathudolagy by whick the permeability

varsus presnoe curvas und porasity versis preisure curves wers developed DOE nesds to

explain the permeability cpd porosity curval ganereted by Miks Lord (atiached 1o the February

26 responas as the 1/29/9§ mamo te Mergaret Chu and ths 1/24/35 mamo from Kuri Lorson to

Miks Lord ond orhers). ) : : : CeL -

(3) Coacerns regarding 3 flow Transsiissivity feansze siill remain. A low transmissivity region
appesrs consinently in thp calibramd transmissiviyy felds in the nartheastern portion of the aite
wihere there are Jinle .&nm:uumﬁmwdmmnﬁamhnmum :
there are lrtle data to carroborats the interprewtion, Low transmissivicy produses long mavel:
times and could produce an overty optimistc PA. ST

'Informstion provided by M. LaVenae at s DOE meeting oa 17 and 13 scpmbu 1996 0t
- Sandia originally indicamed that the low eransmissivity reglon s dusto o single vety low
uansmissivity dma point bt P-18 . From e histogram of Culebra trssmissivity data, e

coo®

1A% X |
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P18 dsta point eould be aruzd 1o be a statinioal outie. Qivea the large variauon of
wansmisslvity date over the wider region; the P-18 data poigz could also bs valid. But b
geostmatistical metbods in GRASP_INV should not Jllow tho daia paint &t P-18 to producs low
wrengraissivity in the northaasiern pardon of te sitz that is far separatsd from P-18. -

mnbampomnl’.?ﬁi'l nqucnotneceﬂibﬁ 19, 1996Mth_mm :
imcpeudandmmuuﬂnpmr-uumpom But it s sted that &s P-18 dats point is

consistag with the gaaiogigal conceptual modal. Furthes, it ia sued that the P-18 data point
has a minor affcct becaussjof te gmumﬁcdmulwdlusad.mﬁw_w. . -

Whil the 1bove DOE resgone is reasonable, e origins] question il remaias a5 w0 why -
. thers 15 & Jow wansmissiviy feamure in the Tasiesp portion of the sits where thare are lirtle daun
. o confirm the feature. - .

DOE nweds to provide the ransmizsivity field that rasults from kriging the transmissivity data
and which doss nat thow tha low transmisstvity regian In the northaastern part. DOE riseds to
provide sevaral pypioal trausmiasiviey flotds caltbrated 10 steady-start haod data that show the
appearanzs of the low transmissivity faarury i the northsasterm parl of the sits.: These plois
nead 10 ba accompanied with an explanation i (o the reasons wip the calibralion ecuses thiy
low transmissivity faghure in the northeatiern part of the site. ' '
(3)"Legecy” parameters wWere devéloped and usod n ths 1992 PA eajculation and in the CCA
P A caenlations without alterstion: Clurrent paremeler packages simply reference “Legacy”
purersoiers without explaining how they are developed OF providing trasosbility 1o source

dogumentd. .

DUE naads 1o document -rips development qf “Legoey* parmur 7310 :how iraceabllity. @;
. ‘ (-_.-'

194:34(a) o K : C o

Section 194.24 requires thic CCA to inciude s dmeription of the chemical, rediologics), and

physical composition of al) exining wasts (and, 10 the extznt precticabls, to-be generated waste)

proposed for disposal ja.th WIFP. : ' .

1) The BIR Indicmes ﬁm'.b Wt has collectad more recent information On the wasts -
Jnventory of the genetetoy sites, in purticular, information were collected during the January 1996
data eall. ' B L - ‘

lf the Department would Hks this information MIMJ as part of tha applicanion. lfnqn it
should provide that to tha Agency. Orherwise, EFA will assums tha tho waste imventory

Pt

-2
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information submitted with}tm October. 29, 1996 application is that on which we will base owr
certification deciston. | - o - "

l
194.34(b) _ B C | |
Seetion 194.24(b) nquuLhﬂ CCA tn incjude a complote discussion of all waste chirasteristics
that influence disposal perfhrmanse, including but not limited 10 lohlﬁﬂty. formation of colloids
puspansiops, gas tmmtioli. shear strength, co;npﬁﬂbi!ity. and cthet wasteeTolated ioput 1o mods!
1) Adsorption of actinldesiby imunoblle minoral surfaces or metal comosien producis ean seward:
- yhe mnigration of astinides plative o tha flow of brin through the repository. Adsorptienof
actinides onto coilolds canjenhance actinide frugration. The CCA appeavmtly doss not scooun '
fur the adsorption of actiniflet onto eolloida in z:.mmn!nl the relesses during cuttirgs/cavings.

The Daspartmant 'lllid_.l to grovide a drmipl;l‘an qf how adsrption o aeiinides was accounted for :
" in releases of cutlings/cavings. lf adsorption not 1aken into accours, tht Depariment nesds to ‘
show how this would lead o a conservaiiv relears e3timats. ' s
I : o
2) The sffects of organic complexeni on actipide solld sohubllities WIthin & brins syscm has nol
been wall documcntod orpasimental or modoling n!idiel. B

The Dapartmant nssds o ;rmidl mare dewall discussion on the wse of. HYDRAQL eode.
aspecially in respect 1o g ty of orgenic complezantz vbed 1y the calcuiarion.
" 194.24(D) o . Co e
 Section 194.24(c)(1) requires DOE to demonsurats that for tow] lovestiry of wasts proposed £r .
disposal, WIFP complies Wit o mumeric requiremensa of section 194.34 for ths upper sad
L] » I l I |I ‘ - .

11 in oot svidext in the COA how the Departm ‘ erit i treating the associsted wm;end:;ﬁu for the .
upper and Jowex limit for wisie componemt. o T -
The Deperimant nsads 1o Jmmv that .::whd by which the unceriainties améélnud with the -
wpper ond lower limits fot each wasts componen! cré being meorporared tnto the risults of the

194.24(e)3) . , ) : X
Section 194.24(c)(3) reqyjises the Depanment 10 provide infermation which demnonsirsias the use
of process knowledge to uantify waste componcn - o :

iy -
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Accaptable knowledga play) a key roke in (dennfying the erigin or generation of TRU wartas.
This informstion is used tq help infomm the non-destructive asshy (NDA) process in the selectlon
of the sppropriats currestiop o caliiprotion factors. The operstional history of & site indicases
many important detalls of the waste ruatrix, Bach TRU geaerator slte considers acceptable - .
knowledge in choosing measurement oquipment, designing analytiosl protosals and establiching
tha types and mnges of cormetion endier calibration fattors for NDA rmeasurement syglemd.
Howsver, the CCA in not ojexs oo wha the protocol is for dptermining this information when o
acceptable knowledga infofpuation is uvailahle. - S ' .

_ The Dapartmani nssds 1o p&wuia the prorocul for climr-'dnink the NDA maasuramant gguipment,
" detigning anaiytical protodels and asrgblishing the Opes and rangat cf corvection and/or
calibretion factors for NDA maasuremant Distns whan no geoepiable knowlsdge information is
. avallable. S N . . L a

19424(c)(4) Co _ | .
Section 194.24(c)(4) requiies s CCA to provide informstion which demoastratcs thilt & gyxtsm
of:omhhnbcenmd\mlwnﬁnﬁmmhhpmmdwmnﬂmithnthmmw of -
cach wasto component  thit will ba emplaced in the disposal system will not excaed the uppet

ismit or fall below the lowdr limit - SR '

The CCA dlscusses the WIPP Wans {nformation Systemn (WWIS) whick the Departmest :
proposes to use for the pul?onedn:ﬁglmaqmdwotm cruplaced in the WIFP, Itisnot
clear what inforramtian will be collecied regurding the location of dngmy is the reporitory. In
addltion, the WWIS Softwhse Design Descriptinn comains the internsl detalls of eash design
entity including a duscsiption of the data olammants associsted with sash entity. - Although the
WWIS lists the dats alsmants, ithnmchuwhh:hdmehmmmicﬁwor inactive and are

EPA will s00n be candmrﬁ o eudit of the WB sysiem, Tha Dapariment should be preparsd
10 address the above Lsuey Suring the cenduct of that oudit. e

190288 = : o S :
Section 194.24(d) requires the Depantment 10 provide s wiste loading scheme, 6 olss the .
perfOrmADCY AssessnEnis bl axsuzne randorh plecemant of wage in the dispossl system.

The CCA assumed that th containess of vaste would be cmplaced randomly for the SE9 waste
strsams tracked in the TWRBIR. mmdnmmmmmlinluﬂb.muﬁmwn
large encugh that the relskively Jow piobabillity combination of thees of the wasta streams With
higher activity loading pepurring in & single drilling ovent was capurred in the CCDFs. Rowavar,
the assumprion 1hat containers will be randomly piaced in the WIPP does not take fnto sccoumt

likely “real world" soenatjos whers 8 specifi¢ genarstor sands s large-ghipment of 2 perticular

TC-A3
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wasts stream 6t onc particulas tize (£.g. RF-Restdues from Rocky Flau which is estimmed 10
ropresent 15 percent of the wotal ctries emplgced 4n the WIPF at 213%).

-The Depertmant nesdy to aé‘d'rn: how it s planning fa échun' rendom Iuad.mg qf wasre drums
ot WIPP. If the Daparemeni connot gohleve random loading they naed to analyzs the effect of

nen-random {oading. I
Mﬁmm-dmmmﬂ IV, |
19832(x) - —

Section 194.32(s) sutes thg performance assessments shall consider nataral procasses rad
_evenis, miniag, Scep drillingg, and shallow drilling that mey affect the disporal system during the
regulstory tme frame. - S :

Tha CCA. does oot prwldoiuhqu;u iwu ‘25 1o the behavior of shortsterm brine flow 1o -
the netfece if a brine pocketis hit. - : )

.DOE neads 1o document ths modsling rasults that sugporl the-current ap}méﬁ. which assumes .
that brins flow to the surfess from hitting a briny packet doss not Fesul in raleasss. - ‘

194.32(c) b S S
Section 194.32(¢) specificylly requlres that the PA include an anatysis of the effects an the
disposal systam of any tt:lﬂllthl! occur in the viclnity of the dispasa! system prior to digposal

~ and drs expested to ccewr the vicinity of the dispossl sysism sood after dispusal symem. Thess
sctivities inelude borehoish and leases that may be used for fluld injection astivides. |

The process !ﬂrnlw;'ang#dn‘ brom:dnefhinahdilﬁnﬂly diffarest from OtheT TEITUIRE |
sxuaction teeimiques. The fuid injection activities used in colution mining can potestially
induce atwzations, which may B0t b limited o subsidencs and caving, intha host rack (Salado). !

DOE needs 1o considsr in ﬂu PA cxlmnj borgholes in whith solution ntﬁm'g can riql?mf:b' be
expected 10 occur in the nyar fuhwe. . _ : S -

19431(¢) . — ' . : o
~ Saction 194.32e) sistes thst complisnce application(s) shall include information whick: (1)
{deatifies all potentinl probesses, EVents o7 SaqUEDSEl spd combinatons of processes and ovents
ﬂlgmmudm;&gpgﬂnryﬁnsﬁmmdmlﬂnﬂhdwwm:ﬂ) . .
. [deprifies the processes, ! puqqmnn-ndumbmdong of procasses and evants insiuded
"in perfarmance assessments; 80d (3) Duouments why any processas, cvehts ar ssquences and
combinations of processeq and events {dsatified pursunt 19 paragraph (e)(1) of this section were
2ot included in performance asssssment results provided in sny complianse application. -

t10@®
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(1) The Stwelzs) and O°Brisn fostures, eveats sad peocesses (FEP) analysis (Reference §11)
provides inforroation on hoy fluid injoction may cffect the disposal 1yseem, T spproach does
not sppropristely modal thig svent. ' .

DOE nesds to: |

(a) Uss ¢ 150-year pertod 41 the pavied of simularion.

(%) Identify the exient fo .w}i!ch the irmirial condittons (Le., conditions bq‘bn an intruston svent) of - |
the repositery cowuld ch_ugr with the longer perted ofﬁunlf irjaction : S

(o) Jﬂﬂb'l.l the ¢ffects of o Mm intrusion evens subsequent fo fiuid reaching the rapository via
o flvid infection event. ' . R .o

.(d) Inzrecss thy sransmisstytly qf Bell men to allow high& volumas of brine 1o be i.ryamd. ‘
(@ Reduce, by one-half, b DRZ volume.
() Estimate l_-'i! Jregquency pf flutd infuctton wells that heve failed or appear i .hm.vt Jailed.

® Suthm. why @ rwo-dimensional cross-sectional modeling approach is ap ‘nﬁrlﬂnjhr
thir anolysiz. . - o I A :

(2) DOE has gt analyxed (scrvened) the potential effects of solution mining of halite tn the
CCA. Soction 194.32(s) rpquires that parformance sssiaaments inohuds an analysis of tho effects
on ths disposal system of such activides ja iu vielnity prior to disposal or that e£n reascnsbie be
expected 3o0m aftar dlspospl. : C : :

DOE needs to provids an pralysis of the effucts of solution mining for halite.” Since the mining of
the halite is associated with the production af oil, the iims Jrame for the modeling study may be
limited ro the potentia] 1if} of ol production around WIPP (i.¢., 150 ysars).

Y100
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No. |ID# Msurln} 1D ' P-mnmr D Dascription
) {3us |»Lowour CEMENT Wasts ssmantalics Suwigis
| 32856 | BLOWUUT . 1ARTDIA w particie dicmems in Cutrings M for
' 5 ! dlrewt brine velssss _ .
3 | |DRz FaMVX _LOT Leg of Laylasic paromenbliity, m
' - : dhnyded YooKk Jona; tima parisd 0 ta 1000 yn
MEB ; HDAAX Inevamantal inaranss (n poraiity relative
o E b ot . intact sondidans in the Balade Mk Bod
s:|as0 [s MB_13® PF_DELTA | increments! preasure fur ful) Srusture
6 | |sMm 19 PT_DRLTA - Prasum iibistian preosvre increment
3 " | : XMAXLOG Loz efwax permoahllity in sluarad axhydrize
y | [soMeass e Lea
s |ase | muorme | rax )00 - 1Lom ofhi:iuk?cm-bmul - dirsction
L ANH : DPHIMAX Insrunental increass in pu-k; relsttve to
N ol i . Intact i the Salado aalysiss bede
44. . Awdd L
¢ | EXP_ARBA Lag afinxinsle pemesbility, X-direstica,
0 |2 A | rRMX L0 | o pemestilty,
11 |sem | pLowour. THICK_CAS mr.hn o the Castile Sormauior, direct -
13 |3ss | miowout: _AR_CAST mwmmum
13 |sme. | casTReR ORIDILOW Indes &t seleming mm
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Ne. |1D# | Moteripl ID. | ParsmsterID .. ‘Daseyiption
1 {301 | OLOBAL ;, FRRINE | prosebliity of Becountcring Preswarized Brine
s |2254 |porEHOLE | TaUTAL Wists Shexr Srength -
3 |314 | BHBAND ! DX 10D [ Log of inwinsie Permesbility, a-diresston
o | 2018 | CASTILER VOLUME | ot Reservels Vohma
s s |casmEr COMTACK | Bl Comprarhllly
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| by the Relevans Data/Informatian
| .
No. | ID¥ Materidl ID Parameter [D " Deseriptien
Y {37 |soxewore! DOMEOA Drill String Angulae Velocity
2 e |casmer POROSITY B Mhcsive Porortty
3 |66 |CASTUSR FRESSURE Biins Far-fiald Pore Prescure
e |29 |Paw_meaL | PRV 10T Pandl Seal Parcaabiibey
s 71 | S_ANH_AB POROSIIY EBuctive Poresity
¢ |37 [smBLM | rorostry | ewates Poroany
? (14 8_MB1YY POROSITY Effocuive Paroilty
3 lest | WAS_AREA ARIROUCH Abssium Rouginess of Mursrial
y |6 | was area COMP_RCK Bulk Cosrprassibiiey
10 | 1993 | WAR_ARZA DIRNCOHW Bulk Banity of iron Cantalaers CH Wame
i | 199 | WAS_ARBA DIENCRAW " Bult Dengity of lrin Comtiners RS Wasw
12 |3060 | was_AREA DIRNCCHW Averygs Denshy of (ronaBered Matarial in
T o €N Wome c
TR g WAL AREA DEBLLEKHW Asaraps Domity of Cellelosic m CH Wasw .
a |33 | was_amxa | DEELLEAW - Average Density of Celluissis o R Wasw
15 |27 |STERL | commmcen Inumdstad Caneslon Raw for Stas) wie CO2
16 | er | conc o PORORITY B fomive Pareslty .
17 | 3183 | CONC_PLO PRMX_LOO Log of Lewinsls Permumbility, s direstion
8 | 323¢ | Blowour FOE QOreviy Effctivencys Pocase '
19 [sse | mLowour APORD Wams Permenbifily s CUTTINGS Modal
20 |36 | FHUMOXD | PHUMEX Fropertenality Convunt Humis Colloids
21 |sm | BLowour MAXFLOW Maztmun Slowout Flow
17 |m |soweur! MINPLOW Miniman Mowsat Flaw
t
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“Ne. | DD Mlterlil.m- Parsgeter ID Description .
T a3 | PRUMOXS PRUMEDM Proportionallty semust of actiatdes in Satade
' : ' Brins with humis callolds, iporgaals
3t | 3¢ ‘| BLOWOUT - OAS_MIN Gas Rate Coiafl '
25 {7 |w ‘ PROPMIC _ Microbial Preportionslity Consmet
36 | 3eps | SOLMODE : SOLCOM | uevn Solublilty Limits - Castlle
37 3406 | SOLMODS solsM | (VI Sotubulizy Limi - Beladv
| 3503 | 6OLMODS . soLCM Cisldsaion Susda +Uf Model
2 |23 |soumans $oLCDM Oxidstion Suate + IV Madal
30 |3en | 301MODS ; SOLEMM  Oxldation S2us +IV Madsl
31 | 3404 |SOLMODS SOLGIM Oaldation e +V Modsl
Y |s40s | soLMODS '} soLsn4 Onidion Sima +V Model
3 jan |AM YROPMIC . Misrchisl Propoftionality Consunt
30 [ 3a01 | AMYD MKD_AM. Maria Panlios Coslislum for Am
38 |40 |rued MKD PV Mot Pustition, Confficla fhr-Pu
s |am |wuse MKD YU Wistrix Patltive CoetBtiens for P
T [ e MXD_U Maowis Purikies Cosfliclant for U
i s | U MED U Matria Petiien CoalTicleat for U
3. | a5 | wAsAREA GRATMICH " Gas Progoeiion Kats » Microbiel umrid |
@ | 657 | was Anmd ORATMICS Qus Produation Rash » Misrobls! Leundamd

r¢-Kd
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Since the Department submittsd its WIPP Coinpliance Cenificaion Applicstion ot -

Ocwober 29, 1996, EPA haxperformad quality asnursnce audits of DOE’s Carlabad Ares Office
(CAQ), Sandis National Laporssory (ENL) and Westinghouse Corporstion pursuant 1o 40 CFR
Part 194.22(6). The purpost of thovo cudite was to verity the spprapriste execution of the
requircments of 40 CFR 154.22(aX1), which addresscs quality assumnce for scdvities associated
with ths Waste Jsolation Pilot Plant (WIPT). . : o

The Agancy’s findisgs end obaervations from the CAQ and SNL. quality assrance sudits
arc listed below. - Thare wete oo Sadings or ebrarvations fram the audit of the quality ssswance
progrms of the Westinghouss Corportion. A finding is 2 specific nonconfonnance with an
applicabls NQA elemant od the clemwnt's implsmeating proceduse. An observation {saota
ponconformance, bt does fequire 8 response. - :

Findings and Observationj From EPA's Quellly Assurangs Audl of the Cerisbad Arss O/ ice

On December 9-13, 1996, BEPA performed an eudit of DOE's CAO guality sssurance
program pursumnt to 194.23(c). The prrpose of the audit was 0 verify the approprists excaunion
of the requiremnents of 40 GFR 194.22(aX1). The sudlttcam identiféd four findings of relatively
mmivor and isolsted consequences during the sudit. - :

EindingNo.1

 NQA-1, Raguirement 2 ‘that the mansgemen of those orgsnizations implementing the
quality assurance pmgrml regularly assess the adequacy of that part of the progrm for
* which they are respanaiblejnnd shall sssure ity effective {mplementation. '
However, CAO’s MP 9.1, which implements this NQA requiredent, sontained no ;_mvhlon for
regular aasossments. - At the time of the audit, MP 5.1 was under revision and was to be changed
1o address this finding. ; : : s

Teamn Procsdure TP 105, Raqnlnmts 3.4.2(x) end (c) :aquin denqﬁnmﬂnu of arientaticn of_

pees review team memberd.

1o -9 7 CIZLCOSTOC TV TZ:¢T 4B LE/BT/CO
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Howaver, docunentation was not svallable to demeasirats orientstion Uaining for one of the
pmclmmbmt‘c:hun:viewﬂo..!* _ . ‘

Sipding No.

Team Procedure TP 10.5 (Rev. 0), ngquiremm }.13(‘). requires 1h|t-;hc peet review selection

committes shall be impartial and bave 20 conflier of interest, incloding financis) gein. .~

However, tha chai of the pper review selsction commitise, which chose the Pens) for Pect
Raview No. 3, Is thio sxecutive vics president of tha firm where ans of the sclecwed panal
members is employed. 11 was not cleoas from tho infermadon presented dusing the gudit whether

b chair of the selection ecpnmities may have bvea in o pusition in whieh his own personal. (\\

interest was conflicted with the indeplmﬂ_tﬂtp:zfqm of the Paer Review panal No.3. -
The audit team identified lﬁmc documenution that was missing from the DRR files for TP 10.5
(Rev. 0 and Rev. 1). \ . : .

Copics of the missing infogmation were found and pladed inthe DRR files during the sudit .
Findings and Oisesvarions Prom EPA's Quality Assurance Audit of Sendis Nationel Lab
. On. Jenuary 13-24,199%, m&,ﬁmd an m&{th- Sandia National Labotutoly

Quality Assuragoe Progmth pursuant £ 194.22(s). The purpose of the audit was & verify the
appropriste execution of e requireaicnts of 40 CPR 194.23(a)(1). The audit tsam ldangiﬁe’d

'. “*mlmemndmmML

Einding.l

NQA-1, Supplenczt 15-1 i cuates “quallty schievementia verifiod by parsons ez qnﬁmm not
disectly responsible for pprforming the work” However, QAP 1-1 stmes “Nins menagement {3
reaponsible for verifying the quality.” o : - ' . .

NQA-, Requirement 2.4
ba conducted reguhfly

b B 4y g aratmarn e e “ .;( -‘-'-—- T L F .
H R L SR el e U e DO 1
R M e O R L iy, :

v¢-RA3
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~ documents were pot included i the §iles, or listed oo the Record Package Table of Content.

‘However, the last management asaessrnent was performed in Apdl 1995 o R v

Eindingd _ _
Several CAR fles mqumadiﬁnm the Recards Center were found 10 be incomplcts, i.9., rofozonced

.EMDS-H-_Q!*! 1 Oriyina) log aboot and corregtian |
BMG;IS-Q#-S Aﬂ'l:hmlnl domunﬁns sample {dentification scheme
'BA96-26-QAF-1  Cormrestive Action Requss: form, initial proposed resolution
: ' of CAR {desnmined to be unacceptabls), .and revieed
proposed resolution of CAR (accepueble) :

W97.003 . 'immary memo, indud!ng Statement of lpect

&u‘nd.l.S@A.of QAP 5.1 roqmnsm:u:eorthn'mmtdés}ihd-h:\ppudlu&
QAP $-1 toas not conform to its own requirements far procedure format.

NQA-3, Supplamens S8Wil ststes “All data shall bé rooorded so that they arc clewdly identifiable
and traceable 1o test experynent, study, o other source from Which they were genexeted.”

" Howeves, ths supperting dbcnm;-;ntution fanhatollmﬁing PATAINELTS mnlymdomw :

tracobbility

Pasaretet No. 1d. 34, Borehale PRMX_LOG is Listed ssa plaseholder paramoter. The
parametar valus lisad ia Form 464 15 not traceabla. :

Pacameter No. 1d. 148, CONC_PLO COMP_RCX, listed two sets of parameter values.
There Is no treceahility documentation provided for the first set of data, which hass

' valuo ofi“0." The second st of data bas & paramster valus of 1.2E-09, which .
waa listed In Formja64 and j¢ raceable, but hai naver been used. Instead, the paramster
valus of 2.64B-05 was used, but this valus hes never been entersd into Farm 464,

re-ng CITLcoBTOC YV ZTT:FT QHA  L6/8T/CD
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Altboual'x'z.ﬂﬂ-m s the wrong valesto use inthe analysis, huu;HHw documentatioh '
st #til] be provided with Form 464. .

“ —

~ -,

* Eigding§ g . o (’:g\

1z00

- . - ' . : 5,
QAP §-1, Revision 2, Bection 4.2, Step I, Note | states thar QAPs pre-sllowed to carry JICN .
wfnrupwmycnpmnmqmmmq:cm. : I

QAP 24 has two ICNs thay excecd the ons-yekr limiution. ICN 018 affectve datw is 10727/95
and LCN 02 has an sifectivy date of 11717/9S. QAP 20-3 bss oo JCN with an sffective date of
10/13/85. 1CN 01 for QAR 5-1 roscinds the ona-year limitstion on the incorporation of ICNs -
drough QAP revision. Hopwever, this ICN wes niot offostive unsi] Decwmber 18, 1996.

Obsexymionl

CAR W97-013 was {ssucdidus to a devistion from NQA-3, Requi 2.4, which requires the
annual performancs of MAJAGEMEN? ARsGIsMETIL. Tha comective sctinn for this CAR provided
for tis schaduling of a masagement assessment in April 1997, The corrective action was
accepted by SNL WIFP QA and the CAR was closed ont on January §, 1997, The sudit team is
concemad thst this corrective action is inappropriate and that the CAR ghould aot be closed untll
the mansgement assessmest i3 compictod, ) o "

Qbzorvationd

CAO CAR $5-039 was issied dus to deviations from SNL QAPs 13-1 and 132, which prescribe
sample coatre! and chain-ef-custody, respectively. . Numirous samples wers rransfoned without

proper chaln-of-custody. The comactive action performed included sevision of existing chainvof-
custody forms for sovers! samples. 1o addition, chatn-of-custody forms wers filled out for thoss

A

Wawhmmmmﬂmntmhhiéhﬁafmu@- The andittesmis

canceraed that the chain-of-custody forms were Impmpuiymedmd.:s_lmmt.mm -
geacrated from the sukject szmpies 13 1egally ipsdmiswbie. , -

The software disaster xeqwrypmem docs nex rqliiiy describe the procaduze by which the l
softoare configuration minagemen sysem znd the PA software will be restored with sdequate.
assurance that supsrseded poftwars versions will not be recrosted as “euryent” versions. .

*C-RE CIZLCOBTOC TV €T T dIM  LE/8T/CO



The Validstion Document Feviewer's Form should explicitly require the roviswer o confim
that the sxecutad tes cascs yre the samne a3 the test casss listed io the Vulidaticn Plen document.

Ohagrvatinnd

The deflnivion of gradation provided in QAP 19-1 ia not cloerly stated. - For exemple, if software
is exempt 0 QAP 13-1, 1t will be qualified undcer QAP 3:1. This cptional meass of
spproving software demanstrates that gradation has » diffarent meaning than the definition of
grading pet forth in NQA-1. : | | |

NQA-1, Requirement 5, tequires procedires for activities which affsct quslity 10 have
quantitasive or qualitarive eeceptance eriteris. :

However, the format specified by QAB 5-\ for doveloping QAPS does potclearly inciude s - |

section for acccptance citgria. No QAPs Copaln sccepianes criterie.

te-n3 CTZLCOBTOC TYd ¥Z:FT Q3w L8/8T/C0
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Enclosure 6
. Op.Esbroary 10-12, 1987, BPA parformed an sudit of DOE's documentation of its peer

seview procasses conducted in support of the WIPP Compllancs Cenlfication Applicerion to
establish that they were conductad in a raanner compatble with NUREG-1397, “boer Review for

© High-Lavel Nucicsr Waste Rapotitories,” &) required by 40 CFR Part 154.27(B). The sudit team
. identificd seven findings of relatvely sminor and jsolated conssquences during the sudiL A

finding i a specific nonconfermanse with 5 applicabla NQA cjament of the dement's
implamenting prosedure. An ebservation it not s nonconformanee, bt doss require a 163PONEE

ke » finging. The findings and.observatons rpsuliing from this audit are listed below.

Eindingd

NUREGH1297 ststes that Foer Revisosers shonld hvo sufSctest Sresdom from funding Ké;
corsiderations to-asyure thy wark \s impartially reviowed. - . :

To a.dd.n:uthu {esue, the DOE's Curlsbad Area Office (CAD) focluded conflict of interart forms
which require financial distlosure to identity whether s canfiict oxists, Mr, Evaristo Benano and
Ms, Patricia Robinson, membars of the Wasts Coaracterization Peer Review, checked that they
nad copflicts of irzersst bux did nan sumplets ths required disciosure form.. '
Eindig2 _ ' |
Nunm-m?mmmmm-mwwmmm:bcmhupu'méwnpm ;
thould contatn 8 documeatcd raticnale e 1o why someoee of equivalent wechryeal qualifications
and greatat independence was not selectnd. . .
A Non-Salection mniﬁnﬁan _ was {nchudsd f& the Wasts Characterization Peor Review. -

a Nuclear _Pa@narwlth & Master of Sciance Degras ponding, wos

potes that ather equally o8 more qualificd (ndividuals are avallable. Froem the form. it appears
that persons of equivalenyjtechnical qualificetion were availabls but ner seloeted. However, the
Non-Sclection Justificatian form does notdoutﬁm:hcnﬁm_ﬂc ' :
ﬁ ’. i ' )

CAO Team Procsdure TR 10.5 (Rev. 1), Section 3.1.3(6), requires peer reviow panol meribers be
salected from 8 predetentined list of perporac]. However, Sectlon 8.4, the tesponaibitities

te-xa
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. zevised.

ssction of this procedure, swies that thc Poer Review Sclection Co:nmim shall genzmn alistof
qualifled Peer Reviewers ujing its kmowiedge of university contasts, professions! organizations,
and qialified inmm:-y pro sionals. "A umme: exiany within the prosedure and should be .

1

Additiesally, with the exceprion of the Enghnmd Alwrnstives Perr Re!deW, naithera -
predeterminad Ust nor & lis generared from university contacts, professional organizarions, and
q‘un.l.lﬁed indugiry pmfeln;lll wat located {p the files reviewed. -

Finding 4

CAO Team Procsdure TP £0.5 (Rav, 1), Sectlon 5.7 mumrmwruﬂrdmm:n
complete and document the neccsvery waining prier to‘lhcmd the Peer Review process.

Tnhmn forms for Mr. Chuan-Mian Zhang snd Mt Paul Cloke membets of the Naturel Barriers
Peer Review Panel, are datid May 15, 1996, whils the mesting mimoias of May 14, 1956, thow
tem already in arendancs:

Fipding 3 : : :
CAO Tetzm Procedure 'rr io s (Rcv 1), Becticn 3.4.2, requircs that all Pecr nmcw Pazel
Mumbers receive an ericatjtion prios to the atan of tho Poor Review procsss. At » minimum, the

crientation ehall cover subjpcts or documents rolated to the Peer Review provess, incleding /"\
sdrminisative requirementy, the applicable Peer Reviow Plan, a brief summary of the Peer i f’ :
Reviaw technical gubjoct satter, an everview of the nquhmm of TP 10.5, md lny oth:r \

Appropriats "Pﬂ- . .o . .

Records indicate that M. l'.}nvld Samm did mt recaive ndmmutmhvl arieatstion prior to the
sart of the Poer keview pqeul.

Linding &

CAO Team Protadure TP 10.5 (Rev. 1), Sector 3.4.2, requires that all- Peer Review Panc]
Membears receive mquenq':unnm 10 th surt of the Pozs Raview process.

.'nmummddmuﬂm MCmmMuﬂmmlmuhmﬂuConupnm
Modals Pesr Review l'ml momntd in Jamuary 1997.

-3 CIZLCOGTOC IV CZ: Y @&k L&/6Y/CO



LR S L O]

B T B T ™ — TS e MeediD

|

' ' . !
1

i

@ | buiu

CAO Team Procedure TP 10.5 (Rev. 1), Section 3.4.4, requires miautss for all mestings,
attivities, end deliberations, . ‘o -

Mimtes for the Natural _BJ:im Orlmuﬁd:i Meetng wpdueﬁd on May 14, _1‘99'5. were pot ' '
includad in the Peex Roview Sils. ‘ - . —.

CAO Twﬁ Procedure TF 10.5 (R:v.- 1), Section 3.1.3a, requires that the Selection Comunlites
shall be lmpartial and bw no orgaizadional confiict of intercet.

Cherrvation]

The appearsace of & conflift of intarest exiss for both Peer Review Muugars. The CAO -
_ Teghnical Assirtance Con! (CTAC)wanyCADwmmfmmmm;mtof
" the Peer Review process. Infarmanics, Inc., wes selscted. Mr. John Thies, Executive Vice _
President of Informatics and Pesr Review Manager, seicetsd Mr. Lolf Brrikson of CTAC 1o sstve

on the selection committed Mr, Thies also selected Informatics crmployees s Pocr Reviewers.

Dr. Abbas Ghassami, of Peor Revisw for Enginsered Altarnatives and Dirsctor of
Special Programa for Q‘Mm.mnmndmiﬁmwnmdmkaw
scrve o3 Péer Roview Panei Leader. S -

' NUREG-1297 satad that  retionale as to why semeone of squivaleat technical quallfication and
M independance was sslecied abould bo documsuted. . : o
Seversi of the Enuinurad. temative Pesr Roview pansl members disclosed, ln thair.
Detsrmination of ence forms, curTent of previcus affitlation with DOE. Howevee, s
documented ationale ap 89 why samoeons of tquivalent technical qualification and greatst -
independence Was nol § wum_iml_ud-dwm\d-umondomm.- . i
The Pess Review Salactich Committce 1§ requized 15 document the rationale or yelostion of Fewr -
Raview Panal Mcmbers oh & Poar Ravicw Panel Belustion, Size and Composition
Justifisstion/Decision Fai . C
A form was rol.nphmd for each pecr eevisw, however, the form only repeq.l. oaqs the requiroments
and doas not provide n :

onsle for ths selectiop of peer review pansl mambers.
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United States Environmental P'rotection Agency
Office of Radiation and Indoor Air (6602])

Center for Waste Isolation Pilot Plant

401 M Srreet, S.W.

Wasbington, D.C. 20460 -

PAGES TOFOLLOW: 5

TO: | Jim Mewhinney
TELEPHONE:  (505) 234-7480

FAX NUMBER: (505) 234-7450
FROM: | | Frank Mzrcilnowski
MAIL CODE: 6602] |
TELEPHONE: (202) 233-9437

FAX NUMBER: (202) 233-9626
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s, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

@ M NASHINGTON, D.C. 20450

X
*am*’:'«

‘mHHk,
¥ acens

Ta

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

George Dials, Manager

Carlsbad Area Officae

U.S. Department of Energy

P.0. Box 3090 ¥ Aot
~arlsbad, NM B88221-~30%9)

Dear Mr. Dials:

This letter is a follow-up to the letter I sent to Alvin
Alm, Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management, on March
19, 1397, regarcing the U.S. Environmental Erotectior. Agency’s
‘EPR) review of the U.5. Department of Energy’s (DOE Compllance
. © Certification Application for the Waste 1gselation Pilut Plant

\WIEF). In that letter, EPA identified 1ists of perrormance

assessment (PA) input parameters for which EEA had questions
apout the valueis) selected. '

In Enclosure 2, to the March 18, 1997 letter, EPA identified
s list of performance assessment input parameters for which ny
sca‘f had been unable to find supporting data. At taat time, 13
key input parameters were either not supported by experimental or
field data, or the data =rail was untTaceable. DOE -uid Sandia
National Laboratory staff have since been able to identify data
that were used as the bases for the values chosen for nine of the
13 parameters on the list. In addition, three paramszers on the
list were subsequently determined by my staff to be "non-
sansitive” parameters {i.e., sensitivity analyses results
indicate that the parameters -do not have a significant impact on
the results of the performance assessment:. The one Darameter
remaining (#2, ID# 3246, Material BLOWOUT, parameter CARTDIA,
waste particle diameter in cuttings Model for direct wrine
release) is considered “semsitive,” but the value fo: that
carameter is not supported by data. Therefore, the marameter
value must be derived through “expert judgement” 1in ascordance
withi TPA's WIPF Compiiance Criteria at 40 C.F.R. §194.26 (expert
judgment! and 40 C.F.R. $194,.22(a) (2) {v) (cuality assurance
procedures for +<ne implementation of expert judgmernt
elicitaticn). The provisions of these rejulatory rejuirements,
-acluding the requirements for documentaticn and public

Flecycl /Rty aiahiv » Priniid Wi Vegatanis Ol Basoa i or 1677 Recra ad f or 140% POTIC. N -umer)



participation, nast ke satisfactorily_applied toc the Harameter
value.

My staff has continued to review parameter values and
conduct sensitivity analyses to determine the impact of other
relevant parameters on the overall performance of the disposal
system. On April 17, 1997, I transmitted a letter tC you that
included a list of parameters that are no ionger 1n question, and
a 1ist of revised parameters values to use ..n running the BRAGFLO
computer code. As I mentioned in my letter, the BRAGFLO
paraseter values were previded: to*-DOE £:rst because ERAGFLO is

~he first code to be activated in running the overall performance
assessment (PA).

My staff has ncw complieted the review 0f the remainin
carameters identified in my March 19, 1997 letter. Erclosed are
two Tables: the first zable includes parameters that are no
longer in question; the szecond table includes importert

warameters and associated input values that EPA requires to be
used in DOE’z PA verification test.

Should you have quastions, please call Frank Marcinowski at .
{202) 233-9310. '

" Sincerely,

. o,
E. Ramona Trovato, Director
. office of Radiation anc Indoor Air

Enclosures (2)

cc: Mary D. Nichels (EZA)
Alvin Alm (DOE/HQ)




. Enclosure 1.

™ me wl

Parameters identified in the

March 19, 1997 letter, which have sutscquentdy been

determined by EPA, based on information provided by DOE and Sandia staff or
through sensitiviry asalyses, to no longer be in que stion.

ID# | Material ID | ParameterID | Deseription

64 CASTILER POROSITY Effective Porosity

66 CASTILER | PRESSURE Brine Far-ficld Pore Prossiurt | /‘_g\;

€5) | WAS_AREA | ABSROUGH Absolute Roughness of Maserial N

653 | WAS_AREA - | COMP _RCK Bulk Compressibillty

1429 | PHUMOXS PHUMOX Proportionality Conscant Hwaic Colloids

3471 | BLOWOUT MAXFLOW Maximum Blowout Flow

3472 | BLOWOUT MINFLOW Minimum Blowout Flow

2177 | S_MB_139 DPHIMAX Incremental increase in porosity relative to intrc: ¢onditions n the
Salado Marker Bed 139

2180 | S_MB_139 PF_DELTA Incremernat pressure for full fracture developn et

.} 586 S MB_139 PI_DELTA Fracture initiation pressure increment
. 2178 | S_MB_139 KMAXLOG Log of max permeability in sitered anhydrite tiow model

3134 | BH_OPEN PRMX_LOG Log of intrinsic permesbiiity - direction barcbole unrestricted

2158 | S_ANH_AR DPHIMAX Iacremental increase in purosity relative 1o i<t conditions in the
Salado anhydrite beds A nnd B \

'214 | EXP_AREA PRMX_LOG Log of imtrinsic pecmesbillty, X-direction, xparimental avea

3473 | BLOWOUT THICK_CAS Thickness of the Castile forrsation. direct brin: releases

1456 | BLOWOUT RE_CAST Bxtemal drainage radius for the Castile formation. direct brine
releases

3194 | CASTILER GRIDFLOW Tndex for selecting brine pockets

3433 | PHUMOX3 = | PHUMSIM Froportionality constant of actimides in Salado Brine with humic
colloids, inorganic

3470 | BLOWOUT GAS_MMN Ges Rate Culoff

3317 | PU PROPMIC Microbial Proponionality Constam

3311 | AM PROPMIC Microbial Proponionality Constant

2918 | CASTILER VOLUME Total Reservoir Volume




Eaclosure 2

WIPP Performance Asscssment Paramctets
Not Be Representative of the Data DOE Must Use |

Assessment Verification Test.

Identified in the March 19, 1997 Letter Which
he Parameter Values Identified Below

[Have Been Determined To
in the Performancc

Parameierization ta be Used In Verification Test
iD# | Material ID | Parameter 1D Deseription Dist Type Min Median Max
3493 GLODBAL PPRINE Probabdity of Encountering Preswusized Brinc Unpiform % 0% | '60%
2254 | BOREHOLE | TAUFAN. Waste Shear Strength Dependent on Results of Particle Sizo Distribution fxpent Elicitation.!
ki RORENOLE | POMEGA | Drill String Angdur Velocity Comulative | 42 rads’s 7.7 rad/s 23 radefs
3245 BLOWOUT CEMENT Waste Cementation Strength Log-uniform TAUFAIL min' -t 4.8E«06 P2
1236* { pLOwouT | FGE Gravity Effectivencss Fackar. _ . _.. . . . Uniform 1 .6 1l
5250 | BLowour | APORO Wastc Permeability in CUTTINGS Model Constant ws 2MEAIsqm | o
3405 | SOLMOD6 | SOLCIM UCV1) Solubifity Limits (Castile) Constan e 46E3M wa
" he values [or this pasameier arc o the resuits of the expent licitation for the particle size Mﬂhnmn Unce the particic sioc 6 cstoiblisheii via Ihc €xpon
Sicitation. TAUFAIL should pe calcubted based on Shields Parsrweter (see, for exple, Simon, D.B. and Senturk, ¥-., 1992, Sediment Transport Technology: Water aml
Sediment Dynaotics) as a function of particle diameter. ' :
: 24 e ininimwn value should be sci to the minimum valee ﬁ: TAUFAIL. 1 this panametcs is no longer useul jn the performamce asscssmenl as & result of the 4721197
peer seview, then no change to the parnmcicr valuc required. ' | :
: ' . .mm ot TAUFAﬂq the median value can be ﬂ.tll‘dﬂ' tused oa the maximem and distribution type'idmtilied in

Ynce the sminimum valuc for hus been sel 1o e mainis

the table.
411 the 4/21M7 peey roview of the SPALLINGS concepiual model results in this parsncies 00 konger being used in the performance assessinent, then no chngeim the

parwucter value is nxquired.

SNot Applicablk

L o



WIPP Performance Asscssment purameters Identitied in the pMarch 19, 1997 Letter Which Have Been
Dutermined To Not Be Representative of the Data. DOE Must Use the Parameter Values 1dentified Below in

the Performance Assessment Verificatlion Test.

I nclosure 2 {eont)

Parameterization to be Used in Verification Test
D | Material ID | Parameter [} Descriplien Dist Type Min M'fi’_'_‘ | Max
340¢¢ | SOLMODG SOLSIM U(VD Solubility Limils (Salado) Constand wa 17E-5M a'o
3406 $0LMOD3 SOLSIM Oxidation State +11 Moxdc) (Salado) Constant n/a 1.2B-7TM na
—;;:zz SOLMOR? SOLOIM Oedation State HIL Mozl (Castile) Cnnstant wa - 1358 M nia
3403 SOLMOD4 SOLCIM Onidation State 4§V Madcl (Castile) Constanl nla 4.lE8 M n/a
3507 | soumopd ] sousiM T onidation State +IV Madel (Salade) .. | Consnn wa | 1AM wa
1404 | sSoLMODS | SOLCIM Oxidation Staic +V Model (Castilo) Comstant | nia A3E-TM o
3408 | SOLMODS | sovsu Oxidation State 4V Model (Saludo) Canstant Mo | 24ETM nia
34827 | AM+3 MKD_AM Matrix Panition Uoefficient for Am +1l1 1 .og-uniform. 20 mg 100 mlfg 500 mVg
3480 PU+3 MKD_PU ' pMatrix Matition Coeflicicnt for Pu 111 Log-uniforma 20 mlfg 100 mig SO0 ml/g
3451 FUH LD MU §fatrc Potitian Casfficient for Pu IV ) ogmiform 400 milp 4,200 mlfe 20.000 mlg
3479 | Ure MKD_U Matrix Partition Cociicict for U HV Log-miforn swoove | 420mvg | 20000mig
3475 LHé 1 MKD_U Matrix Pastition Cocfiicient (br U+Vvl Log-uniform 0.03 mig 0.9 ml/g 0 mlig

————,
"~

ya
Tt \
1\3 &

L

511 the 319/97 tetier from Ramood ‘Trovaio to Alvin Adm, informstion from two scpanic parameiers was jnadventantly combined. The parsmeier identification oumber
3406 was wssignad o material identification SOLMONG md should ave boes assigned to SOLMOD 3. Material identlfication SOLMODG should have bad the Identification

puinber 3409, ‘These discrepancics are accursicly regreseated in the above table.

7411 maitix cocfficicos used in the performance assesiment should use the log-uniform distribigion type.
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. % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
b WASHINGTON, D.C. 20480
MAY 16 1997
. _ THE ADMINISTRATOR

Honoreble Federico Pefia - L o

Secretary FAA

U.§. Depatmeit of Srergy i

1000 Independence Avenue, SW :

Washington, DC 20585

Dear Mr. Secremryf

_ Pursuant to Section 8(d) of the Weste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) Land Withdrawal Act,
as amended, (the Act, or the LWA), and in accordance with the WIPP Compliance Criteria at 40
CFR §194.11, 1 hereby notify you that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
determined that the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE) Compliance Certification Application
(CCA) for WIPP is complete. This completeness determination is a preliminary, interim
determination required under the WTIPP Compliance Criteria, which implement the Agency's Final
Radioactive Waste Disposal Regulations at Subparts B and C of 40 CFR Part 191 (Disposal
Regulations), While the completeness determination initiates the one-year cvaluation period
provided for in Section 8(d)(2) of the LWA, it does not have any generally applicable legal effect.
Further, this determination does not imply or indicate that the CCA demonstrates compliance with
the Compliance Criteria and/or the Disposal Regulations.

Section 8(6)(2) of the LWA requires EPA to certify whether WIPP complies with the
Agency’s Disposal Regulstions. Section 8(d)(4) of the Act requires that EPA only perform such -
centification after DOE has submitted a “full* (or complete) application. Upon receipt of the CCA
on October 29, 1996, EPA immediately commenced its review to determine whether the CCA
was complete. Shortly thereafter, the Agency begar &2 identify areas of the CCA that required
supplementary information and analyses. in addition, EPA received numerous public comments
on the CCA that identified arcas of concer. '

EPA identified completeness concerns in 2 December 19, 1996 letter from Mary Nichols,
Assistant Administrator for the Office of Air and Radiation, t0 Alvin Alm, Assistant Secretary for
Environmental Mansgement. DOE responded with additional information, records packages, and
clarifications, as necessary. - . S

" To the extent possible; the Agency has aiso been conducting a prelirrﬁnuy' technical
sufficiéncy review, and has provided the Department with relevant technical comments on 8l
ongoing basis. EPA will continue to conduct its technical review of the CCA. The Agency will

@ printed on Recycied Paper



2

issue its propased compliance certification decision, in accordance with 40 CFR Part 194 and Part
191 Subparts B and C, after it has thoroughly evaluated the complete CCA and considered
relevant public comments. Thank you for your cooperation during our review process. Should
you have questions regarding this request, please contact Ramona Trovato at (202) 233-9320.

Sincerely, o
arol M. Browrpr _
ce: Alvin Alm (DOE/HQ) . i/";‘“‘ |
George Dials (DOE/CAD) . fﬁf;‘f .

Ramona Trovato (EPA/ORIA) , - N,










Expert Panel Elicitation on the
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP)

Waste Particle Diameter Size
Distribution During the 10,000-year
Regulatory Post-closure Period

Conducted by: Carlsbad Area Office (CAO)
Technical Assistance Contractor (CTAC)

Carlsbad, New Mexico, May 5-9, 1997



EXPERT PANEL ELICITATION ON

WASTE PARTICLE DIAMETER
General Orientation

° Housekéeping_
e Why
e What

— WIPP containment system

— Relationship between parameter and
containment system

-~ Relationship between parameter and
containment system performance

e How
e When




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste
Particle Diameter

Housekeeping
e Signin

o Observer 'p rotocol

— Panel will hear technical presentations from
Sandia National Laboratories (SNL) staff and
the public

— Only elicitor and panel members may interact
with presenters

— Panel may request additional presentations by -
use of Panel Request Disposition Form \

— Observers may make presentations or ask
questions by using Observer Request
Disposition Form



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

e Panel Request Disposition Form

Expert Elicitation on Waste Particte Diameter
Panel Member Request Disposition Form

Subject of Request:

P

LY
Requesio At Date: ( e, A
{Prird Hema] | \,\;%u&w

SR, Feursiors - Do Mot Writs Baos This Une SEEEESURENSEID

Admintstrative Act

per/Ellcho equest Hurmber: Provided On:
Ce/Tima

Forwarded T

Disposition:

Fax To: Fax &

Phone &, # Pages:

From Phone F.




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste
Particle Diameter
‘Housekeeping

e Observer Request Disposition Fofm

Expert Ekclation on Waste Particle Diameter
Observer Request Disposition Form

Subjott of Reques!:

Forwarded To:

Disposiion:
FaxT Fax

Phone #: # Pages:

From Phom &




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

e Meeting recorded by court reporter

— Transcript and/or reports provided upon
request by calling 1-800-336-9777

e Reading material in meeting room (o

- Book 1 - Curricula vitae
— Book 2A and 2B - Reading material

— Book 3 - Copies of presentation material

- — Compliance Certification Application CD-ROM
— Updated ag_enda (Rev. 1) |

)




Rev. 1

Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

e Meeting recorded by court reporter
~ Transcript and/or reports provided upon

request by calling 1-800-336-9477 \
o Reading material in meeting room

— Book 1 - Curricula vitae

— Book 2A and 2B - Reading material

— Book 3 - Copies of presentation material

— Compliance Certification Application CD-ROM

— Updated agenda (Rev. 1)



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

- Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)
Monday, May 5, 1997

8:00 - 9:00 Introduction/Orientation Leif Eriksson

9:00 -10:00 Training Bill Roberds

10:00 - 10:15 Break B
10:15 - 12:00 Training Bill Roberds <\f |
12:00 -1:00 Lunch “

1:00 - 1:30 BRAGFLO Model Kurt Larson




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)
Monday, May 5, 1997

1:30 - 2:30 Evolution of the underground/waste
characterization/surrogate materials

| Testing Frank Hansen
2:30 - 2:45 Break | |
2:45-3:30  Mechanically-based
conceptual models for - |
Spallings event ~ Kathy Knowles



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)

Monday, May 5, 1997
3:30 - 4:00 Magnesium oxide

(MgO) backfill - Hans Papenguth
4:00 - 4:45 TAUFAIL model Kathy Knowles
4:45 - 5:00 Panel questions | Bill Roberds
5:00 - 6:30 Dinner
6:30- ? Public comments on
; waste particle diameter Bill Roberds

C 1]




. ‘ | .

Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter

Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)

7:30 -12:00
12:00 - 1:00
1:00 - 2:30

- 2:30 - 2:45

Tuesday, May 6, 1997
Panel members tour the WIPP facility
Lunch |
Public presentations and questions to
the panel

-EEG
-?

-
N
ik .
o
[N
i
i E 1

Panel discussion and development of

conceptual model for particle dlameter

Break

10



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)
Tuesday, May 6, 1997
2:45 - 5:00 Development of conceptual model for
| particle diameter |

5:00 - 6:30  Development of conceptual model for
- particle diameter |
6:30 -7 Development of conceptual model for —
particle diameter (if necessary) - ("g




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
AGENDA (Rev. 2)
Tuesday, May 6, 1997
7:30 -12:00 Panel members tour WIPP facility
12:00 - 1:00 Lunch |
1:00 - Public presentations and questions to the panel
- EEG - “Particle Size in Existing TRU
Wastes”
- Other public participants, if any
- 2:30 Panel discussion and development of
conceptual model for particle diameter
2:30 - 2:45 Break |
2:45 - 5:00 Development of conceptual model for particle -
diameter
5:00 - 6:30

5/6/97

Development of conceptual model for particle
diameter (if necessary)



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Wednesday, May 7, 1997
8:00 -10:15 Development and preliminary
| summarization of conceptual model
10:15 -10:30 Break .
10:30 - 12:00 Development and preliminary
summarization of conceptual model ,\
42:00 -1:00 Lunch —
1:00 -2:30 Public questions and comments
| Finalization of conceptual model

®




Expert Panel EIicitation on Waste
Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)
Wednesday, May 7, 1997

| 2:30 - 2:45 Break
2:30 - 5:00 Finalization of conceptual model
5:00 - 6:30 Dinner |

6:30 -7 Elicitation on _input parameters

—

13



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste
Particle Diameter

Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)
Thursday, May 8, 1997
8:00 - 10:15 ~ Elicitation on input parameters (if
| needed); summarization of input
parameters; and preliminary model

results
10:15 - 10:30 Break |
10:30 - 12:00 Elicitation on input parameters (if

needed); summarization of input
parameters; and preliminary model e

| results | 7
12:00 - 1:00 Lunch | -
1:00 -2:30 Public questions and comments
" Reconsideration and finalization of
input parameters

®




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1)
| Thursday, May 8, 1997

2:30 -2:45  Break |

2:45-5:00 - Reconsideration and finalization of
input parameters

5:00 - 6:30 Dinner

6:30 -? Reconsideration and finalization of
input parameters (if necessary)

18



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Housekeeping

Agenda (Rev. 1) o
Friday, May 9, 1997

8:00 - 10:15 - Verification of elicitation by
panel and documentation
10:15 - 10:30 Break
10:30 - 12:00 Verification of elicitation by
panel and documentation
12:00 Adjourn (if model and results are "

- completed)




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Why

e The WIPP Compliance Certification Application used
waste particle diameter in the Spalling model

e The EPA requested expert judgment elicitation on the
waste particle size distribution
— March 19, 1997 .
— April 25,1997 R | \




Undisturbed Performance Assessment Demonstrates

Probability of Releases > R

No Releases For 10,000 years

100

LELALELL S BLE ALY NELALILALLLE HILMALAL IR

L | — - = 100% Quantile | :
—= — 900% Quantile 1:

102

MR

103

T 1 ¢ Fill

10”7

T Illln‘

103

Tt lTﬂ!ﬁ‘

108 | oy vomwd ool T SR RETT R pT | 1l 3 pyiand 211 ™ ;
w5 104 103 10?7 a0t 0% 10 10 10

Summed Normalized Releases. R
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Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Why

40CFR191.13(a) (Cont.)

(1) have a likelihood of less than one chance in 10 of
exceeding the quantities calculated according to Table 1

(Appendix A); and

(2) have a likelihood of less than one chance in 1,000 of (\f
~ exceeding ten times the quantities calculated according

“to Table 1 (Appendix A)




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
Why
40CFR191.13(a) CONTAINMENT REQUIREMENTS

e Disposal systems for spent nuclear fuel or high-level

‘or transuranic waste shall be designed to provide
reasonable expectation, based upon performance
assessment, that the cumulative releases of
radionuclides to the accessible environment for
10,000-years after disposal from all significant
processes and events that may affect the disposal

_system shall:



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste
Particle Diameter

Performance assessment means:

An analysis that (1) identifies the processes and events that
might affect the disposal system; (2) examines the effects
of processes and events on the performance of the |
disposal system; and (3) estimates the cumulative releases
of radionuclides, considering the associated uncertainties,
caused by all significant processes and events. These
estimates shall be incorporated into an overall probability
distribution of cumulative releases to the extent
practicable.

3



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
‘Why

Preamble to 40 CFR 194.

Typically, expert judgment is used to elicit two types of
information: (1) numerical values for parameters (variables)
which are measurable only by experiments that cannot be
conducted due to limitations of time, money, and physical
situation; and (2) essentially unknowable information, such
as which features should be incorporated into passive
institutional controls that will deter human intrusion into

the repository.




System Description

Reguiatory Standard for Release
40CFR §191.13

Regutatory Compiiance Criteria
40 CFR Part 194 Sections 6.0,6.1

—

CCDF Construction, and Results

Sections 64, 6.5

Sensitivity Analysis

Regulato
s > Site Facility Waste
Characteristics Characteristics Characteristics
Chapter 2 Chapter 3 Chapter 4
Feature, Event, and Scenario
Process Screening > Development
Section 6.2 Section 6.3
Scenario Consequence
Probabilities Analysis
Section 6.4 Section6.4
Uncertainty Analysis,

Note: All activities are conducted under QA procedures as discussed in Chapter 5.0.

[] Reguiation

[ Performance assessment

(] Compliance ¢ ertific ation applic ation component

Figure 6-1. Met hodology for Peiformance

Assessment of the WIPP

CEADRL2




- asses
New Data.

S pA
- Model Running
 Loop

Models

Nlndc]s for individual components of the WIPP system can be thought of
as separate boxears linked together and driven by the PA engine.

SN determines which boxcars to improve, add. or remove.

When all models and data are complete, the track will switch and the train
will go through the EPA "Tunnel of Compliance.” The EPA will switch
the train to cither the "ves™ or "no' track at the end of the tunnek.




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
What

e Scope

— To elicit expert judgment on WIPP waste particle
diameter size distribution(s) during the 10,000-year
regulatory post-closure period



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

~ Particle Diameter
How

e Format and requirements for expert judgment defined by
EPA in 40 CFR 194.26 | |

e Additional EPA guidance on expert judgment provided in
the Certification Application Guidance for 40 CFR 194 -
document




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

e CAO developed procedure (TP 10.6) and plan (DOE/CAQO-97-
223) for expert judgment elicitation defining:

— Scope

— Process (including organization)
_ Estimated resources

—~ Estimated schedule

——
)
o n i |
x E
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Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How |

Proc_ess

e Main governing documents
— 40 CFR 194.26

— CAO team procedure (TP 10'.6, Rev. 1)
expert judgment

— CAO Expert Panel Elicitation Plan
(DOE/CA0-97-2223, (REV. 2)

— CTAC desktop instruction (CTACIEP-DH,
Rev. 0)



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main steps
— Definition of technical issue(s)
— Public notification
— Selection of and contracting with expert
— General orientation and elicitation training
— Presentation and review of issues
~ Preparation of expert analysis by elicitor



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main steps

— Discussion of analysis by panel members
— Elicitation
— Recomposition and aggregation

— Review and approved or dissenting opinions
provided by experts

-~ Public review of final draft report

— Preparation of final report and documentation
of process

*




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main organizations/key participants

— CAO assistant manager, Office of Regulatory
Compliance (ORC)

— ORC Expert Panel coordinator

— CTAC administrative manager

— Elicitor/facilitator

— Expert Panel Selection Committee
— Sandia National Laboratories staff

7



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How |

Process

e Main roles and responsibilities - CAO assistant |
manager, ORC

— Responsible for development of expert
judgment procedure and plan

- Appoints ORC Expert Panel Coordinator
— Appoints Expert Panel manager




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main roles and responsibilities - ORC Expert
Panel coordinator

— Definition of scope of work

— Development of Expert Panel Elicitation
Plan |

— Interface with CAO assistant manager,
ORC: CAO Public Affairs; Expert Panel
manager; and SNL's management staff

38



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

. Process
e Main roles and responsibilities - Expert Panel
manager
— Selects elicitor/facilitator

— Selects two other members of selection o
committee ( s

-~ Establishes availability among nominated
potential Expert Panel members

L




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How |

Process

Main roles and reéponsibilities - Expert Panel
manager

— Contracts with panel members

_ Interfaces with the CAO-ORC, SNL, and WID
staff involved in presentations and WIPP

site tour |
_ Coordinates the preparation of reports
_ Maintains administrative record (QA files)



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main roles and responsibilities - Elicitor/
facilitator

— Trains Expert Panel members |
— Facilitates and controls the meeting

y /—»‘ \
\'\.._ 4
e ]

i l'.

— Interfaces with Expert Panel
manager, Expert Panel members,
presenters, and observers




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main roles and responsibilities - The Selection
Committee

e Evaluates resource requirements to conduct

scope of work defined in Expert Panel Elicitation

Plan

e Evaluates, nominates potential candidates for
Expert Panel

40



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main organizations/key participants - Observers
— Expert Panel (six members)
« Archaeology (1 expert)
. Chemistry (2 experts)

« Rock/soil and/or fluid mechanics (1 expert)
. Performance assessment (1 expert)

28




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main organizations/key participants - Observers

- Expert Panel (six members)
Archaeology (1 expert)
. Chemistry (2 experts)

. Rock/soil and/or fluid mechanics (1 expert)
. Performance assessment (1 expert)
Generalist (1 expert)

Rev. 1

28



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Process

e Main roles and responsibilities - SNL point of
contact
— Coordinates SNL’s technical presentations

— Responsible for making SNL staff and
information available, as requested by Expert

Panel | |
_ Interfaces with CAO-ORC, WID, and CTAC staff

 {




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
| How -

Process

e Main roles and responsibilities - Observers

_ Entitied to make presentations pertinent
to WIPP waste particle diameter

— Contingent upon approval by Expert
Panel manager, facilitator, and Expert

Panel members
' — Follow observer protocol

42



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste
Particle Diameter

How

ORGANIZATION/KEY PARTICIPANTS WASTE PARTICLE DIAM ETER ELICITATION

Carlsbad Area Oflice {CAO)

Assistanl Manager Office of Regulatory Compliance (ORC): Mike McFadden

ORC Expert Panel Coordinalor: Richard Laik
Public Relalions; Pat Kilgoie

|

—

Sandia Nalional Laboratories {SNL)
Point of Contactintetface; Mel Marietla

CAO Technical Assistance Contractor (CTAC)
Expeit Elicilation Manager: Leil Eiiksson

1
‘Weslinghouse Waste Isotation Division (WD) |

{ 1

Efidtor/Fadililator; William Roberds

Expert Panel -
Patrick Domenico {Generalist) A _ { 7
Robert Mulaw (Archaeology)
Paul Drez (Chemistry)
David Grandstalf {Chemisiry)
Michael Gross {Performance Assessment)
Paul LaPointe (Rock/Soil/Fluld Mechanlcs)

o

i




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

WIPP Containment System

Waste form (waste characteristics)
Subsurface facilities with engineered barriers
Facility characteristics, including backfill

Natural containment barriers within the
controlled area (site characteristics)

43



MAIN RADIOACTIVE
WASTE TYPES

@ Low-level radioactive waste (LLW)

® Transuranic radioactiVe waste
(TRUW)

- Atomic weights > uranium

- 3,700 becquerels of alpha-
emitting transuranic isotopes
per gram of waste

- Half life > 20 years "/‘1*.'3']_’_‘;.

® Spent nuclear fuel and other high-
level radioactive wastes (HLW)




DIFFERENT TYPES OF TRUW

e Contact-handled

- Activity between 3,700 bechereIs (Bq)/gram
and 0.002 sievert (Sv)/hour

- WIPP capacity > 168.504 cubic meters (m?)

e Remote-handled
- Activity between > 0.002 Sv/hour and 10 Sv/hour

- WIPP capacity < 7.080 m3
- Only up to 5% of total RH TRUW

volume, i.e. < 354 m? can be above
0.1 Sv/hour

10 Sv/hour
D._0_02 Sv/hour -
. 4%

3700Bq 7080 m?

96%
168,504 m




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
" How

Relationship between parameter and containment system

e Influenced by post-closure processes and events induced by
one or more containment system components, i.e., waste
form, engineered systems/barriers, and the geologic setting

48



_ WIPP
WIPP Surtace projection | 434 withdrawal Act
Land Withdrawal Act "block” of waste panels Boundary
(surface area 41 km?) Grid in km? (6.4 km per side)

Q.
\\ 40 CFR 191/194
Disposal System
40 CFR 268

" Disposal Unit

Note:

At the WIPP site, the horizontal
area of the "40 CFR 268 Disposal
Unit" and the "40 CFR 191 Disposal
System" are identical but

the thickness of the "40 CFR 268
Disposal Unit" is only about 33%
of and included In the "40 CFR 191
Disposal System."

" Scale is proportional but
vertical scale is exaggerated

496R:69380



WIPP FACILITY AND
STRATIGRAPHIC SEQUENCE

SALT STORAGE PILES WASTEHANDLING GATUNA

SALTHANDUNG  SUPPORT BUILOING
AR TAKE SHAFT \ SHA

ey

850 m

EXHAUST SHAFT

¢-11m

~T6m

30-168 m

RUSTLER
84-130m

PANELS 29 =
NOT YETENCAVATED [ © © 7 SALADO
S 533-610m

CASTILE
381 m

04 m

nSlNTA ROSA

DEWEY LAKE

i | FRIE PRSI T O Y

BELL CANYON
k.l

"The best means of
long-term disposal...
is deep geological
emplacement...."
National Academy of Sciences

J

596R:6962u
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Time - 1000 years + o




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Relatiohship between parameter and
containment system performance
¢ Inadvertent borehole intrusion(s)
— Spalling |
- Cuttings
— Cavings
— Direct brine release(s)

48



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How |

Cuttings

e Waste contained in the cylindrical
volume created by the cutting action
of the drill bit passing through the
waste (including backfili)

a7




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste
| Particle Diameter
How

Cavings

e Waste (including backfill) that
erodes from the borehole in
response to upward-flowing drilling
fluid within the annulus between |
the rock and the drill stem

43



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Spalling |

e Waste (including backfill) introduced into
the drilling fluid caused by the release of
waste-generated gas escaping to the

ground surface through the Iower-pressure
borehole.

- Requires a repository gas pressure that

exceeds the hydrostatic pressure of the
drilling mud

P
a ™
{ T

49




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
How

Direct brine release

e Waste (including backfill) introduced into
the drilling fluid caused by an
overpressurlzed waste room and brine
escaping to the ground surface through
the lower-pressure borehole.

— Requires a repository brine pressure
that exceeds the hydrostatic pressure SN
of the drilling mud T



- ’
e .
P
i T
i :
5 i

Mud pump

: Mud Pit
— ] ] _
g - ;-*‘- ‘ \‘ 2
'-‘-a I '
+ ;
A I
| ‘
I
|

— .
-
—
e RN
’
-\

T:In[

CAVINGS

Drill Collars

Figure 3. D;:tail of rotary drill string adjacent to re'positoi'y.
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Title 40 CFR Part 191 Compliance Certification Application

E1

Drilling Rig _
/ Land Surface

.

P o 2T '
?: IE . l...,. -
g = [
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CONCEPTUAL MODEL
FOR SCENARIO E1E2
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assessment consists of:

- Inadvertent human
intrusion

- Connects repository to
Castile brine pocket

- Considers potash' mining

- Considers all events that
have one chance in 10,000
years of occurring

- Probabilistic determination
for 10,000 years

- Ninety-five percent statistical
confidence level in the mean
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Need for expert Procedure Panel
elicitation __pldeveloped and {-p{ Manager
determined approved appointed
\ E——— T L] ' PP -
Elicitor Elicitor 5 IF’Iand . Selection List of expert
_develops  |&——— | appointed eveloped an » Committee | —— candidates
training material approved appointed developed
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s assembled determined
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written input lnformatlon
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' material - ‘| contracted
N N - o
T ) A R .
"Public input Public inpm Public inf)at—’ " F—ﬁbiié Review ‘
| | /‘ﬁ_ -
: ____“———’A_._..- —_— - ' — e e ——y __._,_ ié__‘__ R Il .__+_I./ .
" E)fpgrt Presenta_tnon of | |Conceptual Experts Expert . Draft report | JFinal report
| training/ .techmcal : model —™  elicitation verification | | developed developed
: onentahon information developmen | R
5 MEETING |

Figure 1. Schematic of Expert Elicitation Process



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
When

Schedule

e CAO approves procedure 4/14/97
TP 10.6 for expert judgment

e CAOQ approves Expert 4/21/97
Panel Elicitation Plan
(DOE/CAO-97-223)

e Expert Panel manager 4/21/97 N
nominates Selection
Committee members and
elicitor/facilitator




Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter

When

Schedule |
e Public Notice 1 |

e Selection Committee meets and
nominates Expert Panel
candidates

e CTAC contracts with panel
members

e Expert Panel meets in Carlsbad,
N.M., prepares draft report

4/21/97
4/22/97

4/23-5/2/97

' 5/5-5/9/97

31



Expert Panel Elicitation on Waste

Particle Diameter
When |

Schedule
e Completion of final draft report 5/12/97

e End of public comment period on
final draft report | - 5/27/97

e Completion of final report o

'~ Contingent upon the extent of N
" pertinent public technical | 5/31/97
comments |




a8

- Models and data are
improved and updated.
or brand new models .
{Boxcars) are added to N\ o ool e o : :
" thePAtrain N R o EER e :
. L BRIt L T SN i B ey 5 ; Secretary's
i - e ) Decision

. .PA

_Model

Models for individual components of the WIPP system can be thought of
as separate boxcars linked together and driven by the PA engine.

SNL determines which boxcars to improve, add, or remove.

When all models and data are complete, the track will switch and the train
will go through the EPA "Tunnel of Compliance." The EPA will switch

the train to either the "yes" or "no" track at the end of the tunnel. 406R:6938n
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Expert Elicitationon
i > WIPP Waste Particle Diameter Size Distribution(s)
during the 10,000 Year Regulatory Post-Closure Period

Probability/Elicitation Training

~~  Dr. Wm. J. Roberds

" Golder Associates Inc.
Carlsbad, NM
May 05, 1997

24 Golder
L/ Associates

© Copyright 1997
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Workshop Obj ectives

m Familiarize Sub]ect Matter Experts (SME’s)

e variability and uncertainty
e quantification of uncertainties (probabilities)

o decomposition
e assessment procedures and potential problems

e elicitation procedures

m Provide context for review of technical
information prior to actual elicitation (/-

Golder
Assnaates

m Prepare for actual elicitation

PR3 1930.301/63487 .ppt
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Workshop Topics

W Parameters m Probability
* types | - e types
* assessments - ® assessments
m Uncertainty m Elicitation
* meaning e potential problems

* sources £y e procedures

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt



Types of Parameters

m Binary (Boolean) - one of two p0551b1e values (x,x))
m Discrete - one of finite set of possible values (x;)

m Continuous - one of infinite set of possible values

min < % < Xy

m Population - one set (of various possible sets) of
values for each member of “population”
(variabiliry in group, time or space) (x) -

w Combinations - one set (of various possible sets) of
values for different parameters (correlation) (x,y)

Golder

.Assoaates

® ' o




> Example (1 of 2) ' '
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250 | | e
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Example (2 of 2)

0%

A ' : - 100% : . J

| : o | 60% | P

_ | N
‘ ; 4% |} ) 'y .

] 20% | \ ,

_ R ¢ |
. i ) 0% I L :

short medum

tal 0 100 200 300
height o " weight (Ibs)

TEE

frequency (%)
cumulative frequency
(% less than)
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Statistical Variability

| Spatlal e B
X
o conditions vary with location at
or among individuals (z) _.
m Temporal -

e conditions change with time (t)

- degradation (size)
— stochastic (seismic loads) P

I [ ]
m Descriptors
e individual or pairs of values

e average or extreme values

PR3 1530.301/63487.ppt



Statistical Correlation

m Dependence - relationship between parameters

e variability in “dependent” parameter is reduced when
considering subset with specific value of “independent”
parameter |

m Independence - no relationship between parameters

e variability in parameter is not reduced when considering
subset with specific value of other parameter

m Types of correlations - (ot
® inter-parameter - among inputs, sensitivity, or error
o intra-parameter - spatial or temporal autocorrelation

(38 Golder
I JAssociates

PR3 1930,301/63487.ppt
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Parameter Assessment

m Measurement
e practicality (quantity and representativeness)

e potential errors

m Inference
e interpolation | C’"'\
e extrapolation .
o decomposition (model: x = f(y))

- simplifications
- similar problems at more detailed level

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt



Uncertainty

m Parameter value(s) are not known with
absolute certainty - various values are possible

m Uncertainty in parameter value is due to
o imperfect information (ignorance) o
e stochastic/random process (variability) @f
m Uncertainty in parameter value can be
quantified in terms of probability distributions

— relative likelihood of possible values

e

* o _ E Golder
PR3 1930,301{63487.pqt | i Assms
o o




Types of Probability Distributions
inary parameter

probabzlzty P[x]
“expresses relative
likelithood (from
0=impossible to

1 =guaranteed) of
binary parameter x

Plx] + P[x’] = 1

. Golder
I JAssociates



probability mass
function (pmf) p[x]
expresses relative
likelihood (from
O=impossible to
1=guaranteed) of each
possible value of

discrete parameter x

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt

® | | | ®

Types of Probability Distributions
- discrete parameter (1 of 2)

A

pix] |

0123456178 x

Y x PIX] = 1.0

B




Types of Probability Distributions
- discrete parameter (2 of 2)

if x are ordered,
cumulative distribution
function (cdf) P [X]
expresses relative
likelihood (from .
0=1mpossible to )
1 =guaranteed) of being
equal to or less than
each possible value of
discrete parameter X

90% conf. int.

PS_[X] = Eall x1 <X P[Xl] |

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt



Types of Probability Distributions
- continuous parameter (1 of 3)

probability density
function (pdf) plx]

expresses relative
likelihood (from P
0=1mpossible to

oo =guaranteed) of each
possible value of
continuous parameter X

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt
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Types of Probability Distributions
- continuous parameter (2 of 3)

cumulative distribution 4 '
function (cdf) P _[x] -/
expresses relative rbo 8 i
likelihood (from (= -

. . \\\ - 0.05—7 :
0=1mpossible to | 0 T >
1 =guaranteed) of being " median

. |- -
equal to or less than each 90% cont. Int.
ible value of | e ds

possible v P_[x] = | xicx Pxi] dx;

continuous parameter x

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt _ 1 4 ASSOCIE\IES




Types of Probabi-lity Distributions
- continuous parameter (3 of 3)

Convenient forms

- lower bound of x |
- upper bound of x 0 I I

® unz’form p,Ix] * __
o normal (Gaussian) pia A
-~ mean of x

- standard deviation of x 0

® lognormal Py lINn X
~ mean of In x

: .
A X
» e
-

- standard deviation of Inx o

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt S | F 4 Assms




Types of Probability Distributions
- population parameter '

the characteristics x* of
population distribution x
(e.g., mean, standard

~ deviation, percentiles) can
be considered continuous
parameters, and the relative |~ _J -
likelihood of any possible o x
value of x* expressed by . e.g, plxi = NIpm,J, pls,]

p df p[X::.] or CdfP < [X“‘] R

f[x] b
plx]

Golde.r |

F JAssociates
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Types of Probability Distributions
- parameter combinations

W joint probability distribution p[X,y] expresses
relative likelihood of each possible combination of
values of parameters x and y: p[x,y] = p[x|y] ply]

m conditional probability distribution p[x | y]

~ expresses relative likelihood of each possible value
of parameter x as a function of the value of
parameter y (assumption): p[x] = 21, plx|ylplyl

m correlation s[x,y] expresses relationship between (7
relative likelihoods of values of parameters x and y

' _ - Goldgr

_Assoﬂates

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt
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Decomposition

m Relationship

e parameter of interest =function of other
parameters, which are more convenient to estimate

m Graphical representation
e fault tree
e event tree
e probability tree
e influence diagram

m Conceptual/analytical simplifications

? Golder
Assncmﬁes
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Fault Tree

A | —— and N
‘ Bl |[C (%

Event X will occur if either Event A or (Events B and C) occur
P[X] = P[A] + P[B and C|A’]

= P[A] + P[A']*P[B|A’]" P[C|B and A’]
ALX] = A[A] + AM[B and C]

= A[A] + A[BI"P[C|B]

PR3 1920.301/63487.ppt




PR2 193

0.301/63487.ppt

| _ o
Event/Prob ab111ty Tree
Jc | ABC X P[AJP[BIAJP[C|B,A]
B | [c'] ABC’ X P[AIP[BJAIPIC’|B,A]
A _{c | aBC X P[AJP[B’|AIP[C|B’,A}
B'| [c'] AB’C’X PIAJP[B'|AIP[C’|B’,A]
- Ac | aA'BC X P[AJP[B|A’IP[CIB,AT] _
c'| A'BC’ X’ P[A'JP[BIA’IPIC’|B,A’] ]
A"l Ic | aB’c X P[AP[B’|AIPIC|B’,A]
Bl fer] amex P[A’]P[B’lA’]P[C’IB’ ATl

. PIX]

o

Golder
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Influence Diagram

X . X=fA,D}

D = f{B,C}
® X = f{A,B,C}
A D p[X] = f{p[A,B,C]}
oA . | |
B C

-
G
h

'\‘_\‘ ’

The parameters which influence X can be |dent|f|ed_
mcrementally to any level of detall |

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt
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Premise

«Fverything should be made as simple as possible

but no simpler.”
Albert Einstein

Assoc_lates

PR3 1930.301/62487.ppt .



Sources of Uncertainty

m Scenario
e current conditions and ongoing processes
e future processes, events and decisions -

m Models

* conceptual simplifications
* numerical approximations (,;5,, .

B Parameters
e variability
e insufficient data

| . E_Goldg:r
PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt _ : i Assms




Decomposition Model

Input Parameters (xy) Conditional Consequences (Z)  Consequences (Z)

cor_tservative
pix] estimate g plZ,] k
ple(Z9) =\
X \ \ T A B  Scenario5
r[x,y]—bp'[x,y]zp[Zs(X-Y)] | l
( 1
p[Y] P[Zn]

PR3 1930.301/63487 .ppl



Modeling Techniques

m Analytical solutions/approximations

e very complex (except for simple models) or many simplifying
assumptions are required

m Event tree/fault tree/reliability cmdlyszs

e failure expressed in terms of specific combinations of discrete
| events |

m Monte Carlo simulation

e many possible scenarios (parameter combinations/models)
are generated randomly and evaluated, and the results are
weighted by the likelihood of each of those scenarios

o
e proprietary to commercially available tools (spreadsheet  { =

addin) B

@Risk Example

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt




Spreadsheet Simulation

~ m Uncertain system parameters:
e X = Normal distr w/ mean=10 & stnd dev=>5

e Y = Normal distr w/ mean=20 & stnd dev=5

m Possible assumptions (scenarios):

e A, additive (Z=X+Y) P[A]=0.25
e B, multiplicative (Z= XfY) P[B]=0.75
m Uncertain consequences .

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt



Spreadsheet Model

Microsoft Excel - Bookl
Format Tools Data Window

cor = rmmaraa e e e e T
Ty g = i T TR e Fe B
=== oA Bl ] B -
& ad E " i e :, o i i q
- e = et - -

)|"=RiskNormal(10,5)"| | i

"=RiskNormal(20,5)"
"=RiskDiscrete({0, 1},
"=B1+B2"|
\"=B1*B2",|
) f_'?.!_E.(B3f_ggl§ﬂ_,. B5)" |

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt




‘Simulation Model

@RISK
Execute ﬂeslls window Help

=i

~_input Graph - Ccl) B1

L " )
n 3 L
_.::.-———-E —.i'-"—"%__'.- B
: ' ; ' ... |BooklSheetl
et bt - R et rete({0.1).10.25.0. Book1]Sheetl
U SR o]

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt



TR

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt

@ | ®



Tabulated Results

PR3 1830.301/63487.ppt



Summary Graphical Results

@RISK - [Summary Graph - Cells B4 to BE)
Edit Settings Yarlable

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppl
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Sensitivity

;  @RISK
File Edit Settings Variables Execute Results Window H

6895446 . +.4541494
6707156 16708335
2443696 +.3732733
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Direct Assessments of Probability '
Distributions - |

m Objective
e representative data set => statistical analysis/model

e such data sets do not exist for some parameters

m Subjective
e non-representative data set => uncertainty based on
judgment consistent with all available data

(very commonly done implicitly)

e results are non-unique and may be controversial
o procedures are available to effectively mitigate ( ;q\
- potential problems and achieve consensus in :
~ defensible way |

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt



bjective Assessment of
Pro ability Distributions

m Almanac game -

e assess specific confidence intervals for many
parameters with known values (ref. almanac)

o example: assessor states an 80% confidence that
the population of Indonesia in 1988 was between
50 and 150 million (true value is 177 m)

. percentage of parameters with true values in
assessor’s specified confidence interval should
equal that confidence (e.g., half in 50% interval)

‘B Assessors can be callbrated/ corrected or

trained to improve | L
PR3 1830.301/63487.ppt . Assms




Almanac Game
Questionnaire #1

Cumulative Probability
0% | 10%) 50%| 90%100°

1. Berlin-Sydney air distance

2. French WWII battle fatalities

3. Vogue mag paid circulation
(avg 7/1/87-12/31/87)

4. Isle of Man population

 (12/31/86)

5. Pope Gregory IX reign -,
duration !

6. Canada’s 1987 crude
petroleum production

7. Straight-line airplane speed
record (12/31/87)

8. Francis Bacon year of death

9. Sun-Neptune mean distance

10. Ecuador area (12/31/87)

Number of actuals:

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt



Potential Problems with Subjective
Assessments (1 of 2)

m Poor problem structure

e ambiguous parameter definition (random or
average or percentile values, correlations)

* unspecified assumptions (conditional)
‘e incomplete knowledge of available information

m Poor quantification

e inaccuracies (i\
e imprecision (fuzziness) I
m Large uncertainties o —
| | P Associates




Potential Problems with Subj ective

Assessments (2 of 2)
m Poor defensibility
e inadequate qualifications of assessor(s)

e inadequate documentation

l Group problems
e lack of commonallty on problem structure

e disagreements or differences of opinion

‘_J-"""'—»_\.
b
. g A3

* group dynamics

‘m Uncorrected individual assessment biases
tent with beliefs

. Golder
F JAsSsociates

o motivational - statements inconsis
* cognitive - behefs 1ncon51stent

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt



Motivational Biases

m Management - what they want to hear
m Expert - appear knowledgeable
m Conflict - self-serving

m Conservative - err on the “safe” side .

0 '-":ih "*.

ot

m Peer pressure - go with the crowd (%

e - P coteer




Cognitive Biases

m Anchoring - focus on starting point
m Owverconfidence - ignore unlikely possibilities

m Coberence/Conjunctive Distortions - ignore
components (combinations: e.g., P[x] = 1, Ply))

B Availability - focus on easily recalled 1nforrnat10n
m Buase Rate - focus on most specific information

m Representativeness - ignore relevance of different
types of information (treat all equally)

.i(}older

Assomates

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt




9.
10. Poland area (12/31/87)
Number of actuals:

. Istanbul-Hong Kong air distance
. Romanians WWI battle fatalities
. Chicago Tribune paid circulatior

. Poland population (12/31/86)
. Number of baptized Roman

. China’s 1987 crude

. World ranking of SeaTac airport

. Year of first manned balloon

Questionnaire

Almanac Game

b

Cumulative Probability

0%

10%| 50%| 90%100%

p

(M-F avg 12/87)

Catholics (12/31/87)

petroleum production
(1987 passengers)

flight
Diameter of Neptune

PR3 15§30.301/63487 .ppt




Subjective Assessment by Expert
Elicitation _

m Procedures - ensure accurate and defensible

probability distributions, based on judgment of
expert(s) consistent with all available information,

by mitigating potential problems to extent possible

m Elicitation - explicit interaction between
o elicitor - understands probability, elicitation, and
parameter definitions/ model | | (=
o technical expert(s) - most familiar with all available |
- formation and best qualified/unbiased to interpret

* that information (less ignorance) i

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppl : F 4 Assms



Variables of Expert Elicitation
Process

m Number and credibility of experts

e representative sample of technical community

m Interaction and consensus among experts (if
more than one)

m Outside participation and review
m Information collection and review

m Elicitation techniques, detail and precision Cf;\
m Defensibility and documentation B

PR3 1930.301/53487 ppt




Need for expert
elicitation
determined

Procedure
developed and
approved

I SR

~Pansi "
Manager
appointed

- Expert Elicitation Process

E licitor E licitor Plan " Selection List of expert
develops ————| appointed [~ developed and [ ...l COmmittee - candidates
training material approved appointed developed
R T~ Expert's
P ublic Background B qualifications/
noltified inform ation availability
assembled determined
e IR TP R
P ublic P ublic E ¢
submlits i« request selacted
written input inform ation
Expgrts Experts
_— e review — -
) contracted
m aterial
________ b I B R e b ST s
lFEEi"ic iEELT‘ [H'EHTGE'Gq ‘Fhﬁ‘iiﬁn_p[ii] ' |””"i5u5ii£; Review |
— T S X SR . .
e ¥ N ¥ Y _i ey e ! -
E)Sp.erl Presenls'llon_ of Conceptual Experis Expert (L Draft report Final report
training/ technical model elicitation verification |~ developed developed
orientation inform ation developmen ) ! _
it : :
MEETING
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Activity

3.1. Definition of technical issue(s)

3.2. Public Notification

3.3. Selection and contracting of experts

3.4. General orientation and elicitation training

3.5. Presentation and review of issue(s)
- 3.6. Preparation of expert analysis by elicitor
- 3.7. Discussion of analysis by panel members
3.8. Elicitation
3.9. Recomposition
3.10. Review and approved or dissenting
opinions provided by the experts
3.11. Documentation of the Process and
“Results

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt

Expert Elicitation Materials

Materials

CAO Procedure/Plan

Letter to Stakeholders; media release
Selection forms signed by Selection
Committee; resumes, OCI, contracts signed by
each expert

Transcript; background reading materials;
OHs; form signed by each expert

Transcript

Spreadsheet; OHs S
Transcript /\ /ﬁ}; '
Transcript; written summary
Spreadsheet; OHs

Transcript; statements signed by each expert

Report; review comments; statements signed
by each expert regarding comment resolution
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General Expert Elicitation
Procedures (1 of 2)

Conditioning - expert(s) are trained in
probability and review available information
Structuring - parameters to be assessed are
clearly defined (including any assumptions or
decomposition/recomposition per the model)

. Elicitation - depending on parameter type, the

universe of possible parameter values is
identified, and then the probability distribution
for parameter values is quantified by the experts -

h questioning by the elicitor
through questioning by the e ic _ Golder

W AAssociates



General Expert Elicitation

Procedures (2 0f2)

3. Elicitation (cont.) - elicitor looks for and mitigates
any assessment biases and ensures consistency and
logical rationale in the assessments; if more than one
expert, elicitor looks for and mitigates adverse group

~ dynamics, ensures commonality in problem
structure, and identifies and attempts to resolve
other differences amongst experts (or aggregates)

4. Verification/Documentation - probability distribu-
tions are restated by elicitor and confirmed/ 7
modified by expert(s), and the

entire process is documented
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® Specific Elicitation Topics
1. bounding values (minimum and maximum) .

2. cumulative probability of specific values

convergent pair-wise comparisons (e.g., s x<4
more likely than event y with known probability?)

3. specific percentile values

o direct assessments (e.g., almanac game)

e convergent pair-wise comparisons of confidence
intervals (e.g., is x <4 more likely than x> 4? )

—

4. most likely value (T

\u

5. distribution form | |
(symmetry and modalitz! %Gold or
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Probability Wheel

Choose A or B as most likely

A = {spin wheel and B = {X<4}
land in target area}

Adjust size of target area
(or value of X)
until indifferent to choice
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Intervals

m to define 50 percentile value

choose between A and B as most likely

A = {X<4} B = {X>4}

adjust threshold value until indifferent to choice
m to define 33 and 67 percentile values
choose between A, B and C as most likely (=
A={X<3} B={3<X<6} C={X>6}
adjust threshold values until indifferent to choice

. Golder
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Integrated Construction of
Probability Distribution
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Comparison of Input Distribution and
UniformdS. 00.10.00)
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Conclusions

m Due to variability (1rreduc1ble) and/or
ignorance (1mperfect information), there is

uncertainty in specific parameter values
m Uncertainty can be quantified in terms ofa

probability distribution, which expresses the
relative likelihood of any possible value

m Probability distributions can be defen51bly

assessed based on the elicited judgment of
qualified and unbiased technical expert(s),
c0n51stent with available 1nf0rmat10n and

mlmmal_ assumpthHS ASEGOldEI .
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Appendix B Decomposition Model

The decomposition model is discussed in Section 4 of the report. As discussed, the
decomposition model produces a complementary cumulative frequency distribution (CCDF) for
the population of particle sizes that will exist at the time of an inadvertent human intrusion, asa
function of the predicted conditions in the repository at that time. In other words, the particle
size distribution depends on the repository conditions, as specified by performance assessment
(PA). These inputs are uncertain, and this uncertainty must be propagated through the
decomposition model in order to determine the uncertainty in particle size populations. PA thus
provides some of the inputs required for the decomposition model, so that the decomposition
model must be linked to PA (either directly or indirectly). However, the implementation of the
decomposition model in PA is outside the scope of this elicitation. :

"The various concepts and algorithms, as discussed in Section 4, have been incorporated in the
attached EXCEL 5.0 spreadsheet (WP_DIA4.xls). This implementation of the model is
discussed below, in terms of input requirements, calculations, and types of results.

B.1 Inputs . S . [ .

B.1.1 Parameters . ' e

Various input parameters are required for the decomposition model. These parameters can be
divided into: 1) waste characteristics, which the panel assessed; and 2) repository conditions,
which are predicted by performance assessment for the time of interest. These two categories
include the following input parameters. ' ‘

s initial waste characteristics:

— .The assessed amounts and particle size distributions for each of the six waste groups
prior to any degradation (corrosion, biodegradation, or dissolution) or aggregation
(cementation or encapsulation) processes, at a random areal location at the
appropriate scale and vertical location within the repository room for inadvertent
intrusion. The amounts of each waste group can be expressed directly, or in terms of
fore detailed waste types and the group to which they belong. The particle size
distribution.is expressed in terms of minimum and maximum values, and a two-piece
linear power law for the cumulative frequency of particle sizes. Currently, although
there is a place to express the critical scale and variability/uncertainty ratio for each
material group from which the scale dependence of the properties can be determined,
only the large scale average properties are used. Alternatively, possible sets of waste
mixes, and their frequency and scale of occurrence, can be expressed in terms of the
percent (by volume) of each of the six material groups.

~  The general characteristics of the waste degradation byproducts and dissolved
constituents (including salt in brine), as well as the general effect of cementation-on
particle size. This includes the percent amount of degradation or dissolved products
" (if any) from each material group that will precipitate out as free particulates (as
——opposed to cementation-agents) when there is large available waste porosity, and the
population distribution of the size of such free particles (in terms of a two-piece
linear power law for the cumulative frequency of particle sizes).” This aiso includes
the effect of cementation on particle size, in terms of the amount of cementation
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(relative to the available porosity) required to totally aggregate all particles into a
single particle. '

e future repository conditions:

" — The amount (in terms of both the percent of material remaining and the average
depth removed from every surface, which is equal to the change in radius of an
equivalent spherical particle) of each reduction process at the time and location of
intrusion, including: o o

o corrosion of iron- and aluminum-base metals, : . R
» biodegradation of cellulosics and solidified organics, : / % 4
 biodegradation of rubber and plastics, and : AOWNY
« dissolution of MgO. , NS

~  porosity of the waste available for cementation;

-~ precipitation of dissolved salt from the brine (due to corrosion and MgO
dissolution), either as free particulates or as cementing agents (in terms of the
percent of the initial waste); and _

— encapsulation of waste by creeping salt (in terms of the percent of the waste
volume). :

'B.1.2 PA Linkage

. The repository conditions, as listed above, are predicted by PA as a function of time. However,
at any time in the future, they are highly uncertain, but are correlated. PA quantifies these
uncertainties through Monte Carlo simulation. The decomposition model could be linked to the
PA codes so that the particle size distribution at the appropriate time of inadvertent intrusion
would be simulated during each realization. This could be done either by: dynamically linking
the spreadsheet to the PA code; by re-coding the spreadsheet as an add-on module to the PA
. code; or by developing a “response surface” (i.e., either an analytical approximation or
interpolation from lookup tables for the results as a function of the input parameters), which is
incorporated in the code. The uncertainty in the particle size distribution would then be _
determined from the large number of realizations generated in such a way. It should be noted,
however, that development of an adequate response surface may be difficult, given the relatively
large number of input parameter and output parameters. ' '

If it is not feasible to link the decomposition model directly to the PA codes (e.g., because PA
recalculation or PA code modification entail significant cost and/or time), then the results of the
PA can be expressed in terms of joint probability distributions for the various repository
conditions, or simply the set of simulated repository conditions for each realization. In either -
case, the repository conditions can then be randomly sampled during Monte Carlo simulation as
input to the decomposition model. This simply requires that a Monte Carlo simulation tool {(e.g.,
@RISK, which is commercially available) be added onto the spreadsheet, which would be
relatively easy to accomplish.

In either case, the uncertainty in the particle size distribution at the time of inadvertent intrusion
would be determined as a function of the uncertainty in repository conditions at that time. This
uncertainty could be expressed as a probability distribution for specific population characteristics
(e.g., average or ten percentile values), or as a set of equally likely populations.
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It should be noted that the implementation of the decomposition model in PA is outside the scope
of this elicitation.

B.2 Calculations

B.2.1 Moﬂeling Steps

The various input parameters are used to generate the results of interest, using the algorithms
presented in Section 4 of the report. Specifically, these include the following steps:

1. The initial waste characteristics (as assessed by the expert panel) are specified in sheet
“WP_size™: '

. 335546, K35:K40,135:L40, and M35:M4Q, respectively).

The initial large scale average amounts (Wi, in percent by weight, although not
necessarily adding to 100%), density (y;) and categories ¢ (ilj, where j is one of the
following groups: 1) Fe- and Al-based metals, which are subject to corrosion; 2) non-
iron metalsfinorganicstvitrified/soils/cement/solid inorganics, which are relatively
inert to reduction processes; 3) salt fragments, which are relatively inert to reduction
processes; 4) cellulosics/solid organics, which are subject to biodegradation; 5)
rubber/plastics, which are subject to biodegradation; or 6) MgO backfill, which is
subject to dissolution) of each of the detailed materials j, including iron-base

metal/alloys, aluminum-base metal/alloys, other metal/alloys, other inorganic )
materials, vitrified cellulosics, rubber, plastics, solidified inorganic materials, [ f;’
solidified organic material, cement (solidified), soils, steel packaging, plastics \ '

packaging, lead packaging, steel plugs, MgO backfill, and salt fragments (in cells
B13:B30, D13:D:30, and E13:E30, respectively). The weight percentages, which for
the wastes and backfill add up to 100%, also include salt fragments from roof falls,
which then sums to greater than 100% (this is dealt with in step 3). Alternatively,
the relative amounts of each of the material groups (W) in percent by weight could
be input directly (in cells B35:B40 for large scale average and in cells C35:C40 for
the specified scale and vertical location of interest), skipping step 3 below. Although
the weight percentages are specifics, they are not currently used in determining
particle size. ‘

The initial amounts (W, in percent by volume) of éach material group at the scale
and location of interest is specified in cells H35:H40.

The initial average particle size distribution for each of the material groups
{CCF{v}i, in terms of the complementary cumnulative frequency (CCF) or percent of
particles larger than a particular size). For each material group, this is expressed in
terms of minimum and maximum particle sizes (in cells F35:F40 and G35:G40,
respectively) and in terms of a piece-wise power law CCDF, where
CCF{v}io =Xuv)* ifv>vy

= (X if v < vy

<1.0

=0.0 ‘ _
X,i, Dii, Vo, Xz, and Dy are specified for each material group i (in cells 135:140,
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e The maximum amount of dissolved constituents for each of the material groups p
which will precipitate out as free particles (rather than as cements) given large
available waste porosity (wy/Wa), (in cells E47:E52).

« The average size distribution for free particles which precipitate out for each of the
material groups p (CCF{v},, in terms of the CCF or percent of particles larger than a
particular size). For each material group, this is expressed in terms of a piece-wise

power law CCDF, where | P
CCF{v]), = p/v)mp if v> vy _ { Q;:\ '3
= (Xgp/V) P if v < Vo N
<1.0 J
> 0.0

Xips Dips Vaps Xap, and Do, are specified for each material group p (in cells 147:152,
147:152, K47:K52, L47:L52, and M47:M52, respectively).

The initial amounts and particle size distributions of various wastes types at a random
Jocation are actually uncertain and a function of the large scale average, the variability and
critical scale of the material (cells H13:130 for detailed materials or cells D35:E40 for
material groups), the specified scale and vertical location (cells F4 and F5, respectively,
referencing PAInput), although this is not currently implemented. As discussed in Section
B.1.1, a set of representative mixtures of these material groups (in terms of volume percent),
and the relative frequency and scale of each mixture could be specified.

2. The PA input parameters (as provided by PA codes) are specified in sheet “PAlnput™:
« The characteristics of inadvertent intrusion at a random areal location, include
- the time of interest (¢, in years after closure) (cell B2);
— the scale of interest (v, in cubic meters) {cell B3); and
—  the vertical location of interest (&, e.g., at the top of the waste room for
spallings or the entire room height for cavings) (cell B4).

Although the time, scale, and vertical location of interest are specified, ihey are not
‘currently used as variables in the model to predict future repository conditions, only
as labels.

» The predicted repository conditions at 2 random areal location and at the specified
time, scale, and vertical location of interest (i.., for inadvertent intrusion), include

—  the total amount ((w/wg);, in percent by volume of material remaining) and
average depth (Ary, in meters) of corrosion of Fe- and Al-based metals (in
cells B8 and C8, respectively);

—  the total amount ((w/wg)s, in percent by volume of material remaining) and
average depth (Ary, in meters) of biodegradation of cellulosics/solid
organics (in cells B9 and C9, respectively); .

—  the total amount ((w/wyp)s, in percent by volume of material remaining) and
average depth (4rs, in meters) of biodegradation of rubber/plastics (in cells
B10 and C10, respectively); : o

—  the total amount ((ws/wgJs, in percent by volume of material remaining) and
average depth (Ars, in meters) of dissolution of MgO backfill (in cells B11

and C11, respectively); .
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- the waste porosity available for cementation (n,, in percent of room volume
after closure which is void space) (in cell B14);

—  the amount of salt precipitated out due to brine consumption during
corrosion and MgO dissolution (Aws,, in percent by weight of initial room
contents) (in cell B15); and

~ salt encapsulation due to continued creep (v, in percent of room volume
after closure which is intruded by salt (in cell B16)).

Ideally, the above parameters should consider the coupled processes of creep, brine
inflow, corrosion, dissolution, precipitation, biodegradation and gas generation
which occur with time (Figure 2-1). These parameters may be: variable and
uncertain for a random areal location; correlated among locations and with each
other: and a function of the specified time (1), scale (v) and location, in the room (h).
Several of the parameters can be derived from others:

~  The amount of material remaining (w;) and the average depth (Ari) of the
process at time 7 are related by:

(wip - widfwig = (Wit Wi 10/ ( WiofYio) ,:/F. 5
where for spherical volumes l\ 1y
wio (total initial volume) = | (/6) dio’ f{dio} d(dio) N

wy (total volume at time #) = J (/6) di’ f{d} d(di0)
d;, (particle size at time £) = dio - 241,

If the change in density (and associated volumetric change) is ignored and
the average depth of process is independent of size, only the initial amount
of material and its initial particle size distribution (or for an approximate
solution, its average particle size) are needed to quantify this relationship.

Atotal mass = Atotal volume * density
= {initial tota! volume - total volume at time t} density
= X{Z, v f{V)o~ Iy v* f{v*}:} density
where
X = initial total volume/Z, v f{v},
v = r{(6vim)'® - 2Ar )76
fiv*hk = f{v]o

—  The amount of salt precipitated out from brine during corrosion and
dissolution of MgO (Aws) is simply 16% (i.e., the salt saturation limit of the
brine) of the amount of brine consumed during those processes. Itis
anticipated that the inverse relationship between corrosion and MgO
dissolution, where the combined amount of corrosion and of MgO
dissolution are brine limited, will be defined by PA, Once the approximate
ratio of MgO dissolution to corrosion has been determined, PA results,
which only currently consider corrosion and ignore MgQO dissolution, can be
appropriately modified.
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» The amount of salt encapsulation can be determined approximately as the
difference in room closure between a room filled with waste (which has a -
finite stiffness) and an empty room. The change in mass for a material group
is related to the specified Ar as follows: -

3. The initial amounts of each of the detailed waste materials (W) are normalized (to sum to
100%) and can be sampled differently from the large scale average for the specified scale
and vertical location of interest (in cells C13:C30), although this is not currently done. The
amounts of each of the detailed materials for the large scale average and for the specified
scale and vertical location of interest are then combined, based on their group number, t0
determine the relative amount of each material group (in cells B35:B40 for large scale
average and in cells C35:C40 for the specified scale and vertical location of interest). Again,
however, these weight percentages are not subsequently used to develop particle size
distributions. - e
| LR
4. The piece-wise power law presented in step 1 is used to determine the CCF for specific \ d
particle sizes (each order of magnitde) for each material group (in cells O35:A1A40),
assuming an absolute minimum size of 1E-19 m® (CCF=1.0) and an absolute maximum size

of 1E+4 m® (CCF=0.0).

5. ‘The CCFs for each particle size for each material group are combined for all material groups
to determine the CCF for specific particle sizes for the composite material (in cells
041:AL41), based on:

CCF{v}o =Z; wic CCF{v}io

where S
CCF{(v)o is the initial CCF for particle size v for the composite material
W is the initial percent of the composite material comprised by material i
CCF{ v} is the initial CCF for particle size v for material { :

The set of CCFs for various possible values of v is termed the CCEF distribution (CCDF). The
CCDF from this step is the “initial” result (copied to cells B64:Y64. The "initial” CDF is
derived by subtracting each CCF from 1.0 (in cells B71:Y71) and is plotted in “Results”.
This represents the particle size distribution prior to any reduction, cementation or
encapsulation processes.

6. The CCDF for each material group is binned in terms of order of magnitude, with each bin
represented by its logarithmic mid-point (in cells BL34:CH34)
v* = 107 (logvi+logvy)/2} ‘

The relative frequency of each bin is then determined for each material group as the
difference in the CCFs at the end points of each bin for that group (in cells BL35:CH40)
f{v*}io = CCF{vL}i0 - CCF{Vulio

The average or mean particle size for each material group is determined (in cells CI35:CH40)
m{v}io= Iy v* f{v¥}io

7. Each of the particle sizes is reduced for each group (in cells P47:AK52), based on the
specified change (if any) in the radius of equivalent spherical particles for that group {(due to
the specific reduction process involved and the time of interest), as follows: .



June 3. 1997 B-7 Final Report - WIPP Waste Particle Size

Vi =1 (dio - 2Ar,)/6
>0.0
where
v, is the reduced particle size (volume)
d;o is the initial particle diameter = (6 vio’n)m
vjp is the initial particle size (volume) (in cells P46:AK46)
Ar; is the change in particle radius (in cells D47:D52, copied from PAlnput)

8. The CCF of the specific particle sizes (i.e., each order of magnitude) considering the effects
of reduction processes (corrosion, biodegradation and dissolution) is determined as follows:

o It is recognized that the cumulative frequency of the reduced particle size is the same
as that of its initial particle size (i.e., there are the same number of particles in each
bin, but the characteristic size for each bin has been reduced). The reduced sizes for
each material group (cells P47:AK52) and their associated CCFs (cells P35:AK40)
are copied to a separate spread sheet (cells B3:Y3 and B4:Y4, respectively, in
“Group1”, “Group2”, “Group3”, “Group4™, “Group5”, and “Groupb”, as
appropriate). _

o The largest reduced size (v.) Jess than each specific particle size (i.e., each order of
magnitude, cells B6:Y6 in each “Groupi™) is identified for each material group (in
cells B7:Y7 in each “Groupi”). The smallest reduced size (vy) greater than the
specific particle size is by definition the next one larger than V..

e The CCF for each specific particle size (cells B6:Y6 in each “Groupi”) is then
interpolated between the known particle size and CCF pairs (in cells B3:Y4 in each
“Groupi”), using a logarithmic linear algorithm (in cells B9:Y9 in each “Groupi”,
which is then copied back 1o cells AN47:BI52 in “WP_size™).

CCF{v*} =10*{logCCF{v, }-[logCCF (v, }-logCCF{vy}]
*[logv*-logv,)/[logvu-logvi]}

v v* vu
| ! rlog particle size v " = , -

CCF{ VL}
CCF{v*} —

CCF{ Vul

v

log CCF

9. Similar to step 6, the CCDF for reduced particle sizes (CCF{v}in, cells AMA4T:BI52) 1s
binned in terms of order of magnitude; the logarithmic average value is determined for each
bin (in cells BL46:CH46); the relative frequency of each bin (f{v/}ir) is determined by the
difference in CCFs at the end points of each bin (in cells BLA7:CH52); and the average
particle size (m{v};7) is determined for each material group (in cells Cl146:CI52). . ...

10. The total amounts (w; and wpy, in terms of percent of original volume) of each‘group that 1s
remaining (i.¢., not corroded, dissolved or biodegraded) and that is dissolved, respectively, is
deterrnined (in cells F47:F52 and AH39:AH61, respectively) from the original volume
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11.

amounts (w;, cells C35:C40) and the predicted rernaining amounts ((wéwao)i» cells CAT:C52)
for each group : . '

Wi = Wip (W/Wo)i
Wpar = Wio {1 - (Wi Wo);] only for material groups 1 and 6

The amount of salt that is dissolved (Awa, in brine that will be consumed during various .
processes) is in addition to, and specified (in cell B60, copied from “PAlInput™) /" -

independently from, the original amount of salt fragments. \‘:X\;/;
The amount (if any) (in terms of percent of original volume) of each group that goes into h
cement (Wp) is determined (in cells AIS9:AJ61, copied to cells G47:G52) as the sum of the

~ specified percent for large available porosity for each group, plus the increment for each

12,

13.

14.

15.

group that is proportional to the ratio of the total minimum amount of cemerit (from all
groups) to the specified total available porosity '
Wpa = Wpat [1- (wplWa)p] + {Zp Wea [1- (Wp'Wa)p)} Wpar (wpfwa)p / M
< Wpat
>0
where
(Wp/Wg)p is the maximum amount of dissolved material for group p which will
precipitate out as free particles if there is large available waste porosity (cells
E47:E52)
n, is waste porosity (cell B59, copied from “PAlnput”)

The amount (if any) (w,,, in terms of percent of original volume) of each group wlﬁch .
precipitates out as free particles is determined as the difference between the total amount
dissolved (wpg) and the amount that goes into cement (Wper) (in cells AK59:AK61, which are

copied to cells H47:H52)
Wpl = ww - Wpu

Similar to step 4, the CCF of specific particie sizes (1.e., each order of magnitude, cells
AMS58:BI58) (CCF{v),) is determined (in cells AMS59:BJ61) for free particles which
precipitate out for each material group that has dissolved constituents (Fe- and Al-based
metals, brine and MgQ), based on their specified piece-wise power law (cells [47:M52).

The percentage of the total amounts of particles related to the remaining material (wis) and to
the precipitated free particles of each group (w,) is determined (in cells BK47:BK52 and
BK59:BK61, respectively)

wie = Wi/ { T wir + Zp wpt}

Wyee = Wpe/ {Zi Wi + X, Wp)

The CCF of specific particle sizes (i.e., each order of magnitude, cells AM58:BJ58) is
determined for the combination of all remaining materials and precipitated free particles (in
cells AM63:BJ63), based on: '
CCF{V}m = & Wi CCF{V}in+ Zp Wpr CCF{Vin
where
CCF{v}m is the CCF for particle size v for the composite material, aftér reduction
and precipitation of free particles '
wie is the percent of the composite material comprised by remaining material { .
CCF{V }in s the CCF for particle size v for remaining material i
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16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

we is the percent of the composite material comprised by precipitated free particles

of material p
 CCF{v}n is the CCF for particle size v for precipitated free particles of material p

This CCDF is the “reduction” result (copied to cells B65:Y65). The "reduction” CDF is
derived by subtracting each CCF from 1.0 (in cells B72:Y72), and is plotted in “Results.”
This represents the particle size distribution considering reduction processes, but not
considering any cementation or encapsulation processes.

Similar to step 6, the CCDF for reduced particle (and precipitated free particle) sizes of the
composite material (CCF{v},, cells AMG63:BI63) is binned in terms of order of magnitude;
the logarithmic average value is determined for each bin (in cells BL46:CH46}); the relative
frequency (f{v}.) of each bin is determined by the difference in CCFs at the end points of
each bin (in cells BL63:CH63); and the average particle size (m{v}m) i determined (in cell
Cl63).

The un-normalized relative frequency for aggregated particles (due to cementation) is

determined (in cells BL64:CH64) by multiplying the relatve frequency of each bin by that

bin’s average value, i.c., the likelihood of each particle remaining uncemented is inversely

proportional to it size (e.g., a particle 10 times smaller than another is 10 times more likely to

be aggregated with other particles and not remain as a separate particle). The relative

frequency for aggregated particles is then normalized to sum to 1.0 (in cells BL635:CH65)
fivia=vi{vim/ L vi{vim _ ' .

The average aggregated particle size (m{v/.) is determined (in cell CI65) in the same way as ",

in step 6. ' -y

. .
T

The CCF of specific sizes (i.e., each order of magnitude) for aggregated particles is
determined by summing the normalized relative frequencies for all larger particles (from
cells BL65:CH65 in cells B66:Y66)

CCF{v}u = Zaranveow f{v¥}a _
This CCDF is the “reduction+cementation” result. The “reduction + cementation” CDF is
derived by subtracting each CCF from 1.0 (in cells B73:Y73), and is plotted in “Results.”
This represents the particle size distribution considering reduction and cementation
processes, but not considering encapsulation processes.

The relative frequencies for specific sizes for aggregated particles (considering reduction and -
cementation) are uniformly reduced by the specified amount of salt encapsulation (from cell
B61, copied from “PAlnput,” in cells BL66:CHG6), with the amount of salt encapsulation
added to a specified large size bin (e.g., 10 to 100 m*) (in cells BL67:CH67)

f{v}e= Avg [f{v}a+ g{v}]

where .

giv} = 0 for all v except for the specified large size bin

= 1 for v equal to the specified large size bin :

The average particle size (mfv/} is determined (in cell CI67) in the same way as in step 6.

Similar to step 18, the CCF of specific particle sizes (i.e., each order of magnitude, cells
B67:Y67), considering encapsulation as well as reduction and cementation (CCF{v})), is -
determined (in cells B67:Y67) by summing the relative frequencies (f{v/) for all larger
particles (from cells BL67:CH67). This CCDF is the
“reduction+cementation+encapsulation” result. The "reduction + cementation +
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encapsulation” CDF is derived by subtracting each CCF from 1.0 (in cells B74:Y74), and is
plotted in “Results”. This represents the particle size distribution considering reduction, .
cementation and encapsulation processes.

B.2.2 List of Parameters 7

v - particle size (volumetric in m’)

d - diameter (in m) of sphere of equivalent volume v

r - radius (in m) of sphere of equivalent volume v

W - amount (in % weight) of a material

w - amount (in volume) of a material

CCF{x} - complementary cumulative frequency (i.e., % exceeding) of value of x

fix} - relative frequency (in %) of value of x

m{x} - average value of x _ B

W) - initial amount (% by weight of room contents) comprised of detailed material type j

wy - initial amount (% by volume of room contents) comprised of material group type i

ilj - material group i within which detailed material type j belongs (due to similar effects of
processes)

X, D1y Vay Xzi and Dy, - parameters for piece-wise power law CCDF describing CCF{v};p

X1» Dip Vi Xz and D, - parameters for piece-wise power law CCDF describing CCF(v},-

{wy/wa), - percent of dissolved material group p which will precipitate out as free particles given
large available porosity

(wy'wp); - percent of material group { remaining after reduction process at time £

Ar, - average depth (= change in radius of spherical particle, in m) of reduction process at time !

n, - waste porosity at time ¢ '

Aw, - amount (% by volume of original room contents) of salt precipitated out due to brine
consumption -

Avg, - amount (% by volume of room contents after closure) of waste which is encapsulated by
intruding salt

dy - an initial equivalent particle diameter size for material group

vi - an initial particle size for material group i

vy - a particle size for material group i at time !

w, - amount (% by volume of original room contents) comprised of material group typei
remaining at time ¢

wp, - amount (% by volume of original room contents) comprised of material group type p
precipitated out as free particles at time ¢

w;,* - amount (% by volume of non-cemented particles) comprised of remaining material group

type i at time ¢
* . amount (% by volume of non-cemented particles) comprised of precipitated free particles
of material group type p at time ¢

Wpg - amount (% by volume of original room contents) comprised of material group type p which
is dissolved at time ¢

Wy - amount (% by volume of original room contents) comprised of material group type p which
is precipitated out as cement at time !

CCF{v}y - initial particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for material group i

CCF{v}, - particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for free particles which precipitate
out for material groupp .

CCF{v}), - initial particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for composite material

fiv}io - the initial relative frequency of v for material group i

m{v)io - the initial average value of v for material group £

Wpr
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CCF{v};, - particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for material group i at time !
considering reduction processes only o

f{v}in - the relative frequency of v for material group { at time ¢ considering reduction processes
only '

mfv}, - the average value of v for material group i at time t considering reduction processes only

CCF{v},: - particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for material group p at time ?
considering precipitation of free particles only

CCF{v} - particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for composite material at time ¢
considering reduction processes and precipitation of free particles only

f{v} i - the relative frequency of v for composite material at time t considering reduction
processes and precipitation of free particles only

m{v]m - the average value of v for composite material at time ¢ considering reduction processes
and precipitation of free particles only

CCF{v}. - particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for composite material at time ¢
considering reduction processes, precipitation of free particles, and cementation only

f{v}., - the relative frequency of v for composite material at time ¢ considering reduction
processes, precipitation of free particles, and cementation only _

mfv], - the average value of v for composite material at time ¢ considering reduction processes,
precipitation of free particles, and cementation only '

CCF{v}, - particle size distribution (frequency of exceedance) for composite material at time ¢
considering reduction processes, precipitation of free particles, cementation, and {
encapsulation i

f{v}, - the relative frequency of v for composite material at time ¢ considering reduction.
processes, precipitation of free particles, cementation, and encapsulation

m{v}, - the average value of v for composite material at time ¢ considering reduction processes,
precipitation of free particles, cementation, and encapsulation

B.3 Results

B.3.1 Format

The results of the decomposition model include the CCF and the cumulative frequency for

various particles sizes (expressed volumetrically in cubic meters), for the following cases:

e initial conditions (considering crushing due to room closure but not other reduction,
cementation, or encapsulation processes),

¢ considering reduction but not cementation, or encapsulation,

e considering reduction and cementation but not encapsulation, and

e considering reduction, cementation, and encapsulation.

These results are tabulated as well as graphed.

If the PA inputs are expressed probabilistically (e.g., either as correlated pdfs or as a set of
equally likely combinations of conditions), the results can be developed and expressed
probabilistically. For example, a set of realizations of population distributions can be generated,
or the uncertainty in specific characteristics (e.g., average or ten percentile values) of the
population distributions can be determined.

B.3.2 Discussion _

At the time of an intrusion (e.g., cavings or spallings), there will be a true population distribution
of particle sizes in the repository (i.e., a specific percentage of the particles will exceed a
particular size). As discussed in Section 4 of the report, the results of the decomposition model
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express the expected population of particle sizes within the repository at the specified time of
;nadvertent intrusion, based on the predicted repository conditions (from PA). Although there is
uncertainty in what this population will be for a particular set of repository conditions (e.g., due
to uncertainties in the initial waste characteristics and in the effects of repository conditions), this
uncertainty is considered to be relatively insignificant compared to the uncertainty in the
predicted future repository conditions. Hence, the uncertainty in the population of particle sizes
can be determined by Monte Carlo simulation, in which the set of repository conditions s
sampled and used to develop numerous realizations of the population distribution of particle

sizes. ——

-. .‘/I" ) -
Tt should be emphasized that the population distribution represents the inherent variability in \ W v
particle sizes. For example, in evaluating inadvertent intrusion scenarios, it would be "

inappropriate to sample a single particle size from the population distribution, as if the entire
population was uniformly that size. Instead, the entire population {or critical characteristic such
as the mean or 10 percentile) should be sampled and used in evaluating the scenario. This could
produce very different results, depending on whether natural variability (i.€., the degree of
uniformity) in particle size or uncertainty in predictions of repository performance dominate.

It should also be noted that the population distributions at a particular time will vary among
locations, depending on the scale involved. As the scale increases, each location becomes a
representative sample of the repository, with a similar population distribution. However, at small
scale, there may be significant differences in population distributions. For example, at the scale
of individual waste containers (which might be appropriate for intrusion scenarios), the particle
size populations might be very different from location to location, reflecting primarily
differences in the original contents of the waste containers and to a lesser extent differences in
repository conditions at that scale. Ideally, this variability in populations (at the appropriate time
and scale of intrusion) would be considered when sampling for a random location of intrusion.
Although recognized and discussed gualitatively, this effect of scale on the variability of particle
size populations has not yet been incorporated in the decomposition model. Instead, the average
or large scale particle size population distribution is developed. The population distribution at
small scale will have smaller variability, and the average values for different locations will vary
over a wide range, reflecting different and more uniformly graded materials at different locations
at that scale, which become mixed at laiger scale. The additional effect of scale on the
uncertainty in particle size distribution could be incorporated relatively easily, considering the
small scale variability in both the initial waste mixtures and in the future repository conditions.
In order to do this, the decomposition model presented here would not need to change, except
that the mixture of material groups, as well as the future repository conditions would be sampled
considering their small scale variability (as well as the uncertainty in future repository
conditions), if quantified. However, the need for considering small scale variability and the
implementation of the decomposition modetl in PA is outside the scope of this elicitation.




A | B | C | D | E | F | G ] H I i 1

1 |WASTE PARTICLE SIZE DECOMPOSITION MODEL

2 lor DOE-CRO-CADICTACMWIFPE rinputs for random intrusion

3 [WIR-Golder, 544-2001-97.8111, file: WP_DIA4.xls Tima of Interest ‘ylars) 2000

4 130-May-87 ) Scale of intereat 1m3] 10

£ INOTE: Input cells in biue. - Vertical Location (“top” or mom") fop

£ |initial Wi% at random location is actually uncenain and function of large seale average, variabllity and . N
7 | critical scale of material (cells B12:029 or B34:E34), spauﬁed scale (celt F4) and location (cefl F5),

8 [althcugh this is nol currently implemented.

[ : : : ] ‘ :

10 IMATERIAL PROPERTIES {initial) | At random location’ i !Inttial Particle Size

11 iinitial Wt % | Initial Wt % [Density 1Composite v (nd) ) | Critical Variability/

12 |Materials iLarge Scals {Spec Scals |lgmicc) IMaterial Typa  iMinimum Maximum ‘Scale (m3)' ‘Uncertainty’

13 |iron-base metalialioys T ;

14 |aluminum-base metalisllays -

15 |other metalialioys '

16 [other inciganic malenisls :

47 Bvitrified

38 Joctulos

1% |rubber

2@ [plasti —_——

21 [solidified inorganic matefials Sz

22 |solidified organic material [
23 1 (solidified) : LSS

24 |scils :

25 |steal packaging e

26 |plastics packaging i .

27 |tead packaging i i

28 | stesl plug packaging : j

28 |MpO bacidil H

30 [salt !

31 totali 110,1%; 100.0%: . . :

32 \ i ] . Iinitlal Particle Size . iPowsr Law Distribution
EE] H Initial Wt % icritical " |variability/ i v (m3} . Initial Yo% [(X1iv}ADH for vavl, s{X
34 | material groups laverage  ilocation’  iscale (m3) Luncertainty’ \Minimam IMaximum llocation’ 1%1 101

3% |1. Fe&Al-base matals : 28.9%:: 28.9%1 0.00; i : " :

36 | 2. non-iron metalsfnorghitrifie! 22.4%1 22.1% 0.00§

37 |3. salt : 9.1%: 9.1%! 0.00!

38 [4. cellulosics/solid organics  © 4.0%! A.0%; 0.00:

39 |5. rubbed/piagtics 4.8%: A.8%| 0.00;

a0 |5, MgO backill - 31.3%" 31.3%:! 000 i ;

41 total : 100.0%: 100.0%:; P i 100.0% .

42 : ‘ - ! ; ! ‘

43 |EFFECT OF MATERIAL SPECIFIC PROCESSES : : : : ] 'Size of Precip Particula
4 ! H i ‘max% degrad ' |% total orig wt @ 1% tetal orig wt a !Power Law Distribution
45 : i ‘products as___ % lolal orig wi|precipitatad | precipitated __ {X1/v}*D1 for vav2, ={X
45 | Material groups ‘Process % remain  laradius (m)”  ifree pnruculah remaining  icements {fras particles X1 ‘D1

A7 |1, FedAl.base matal ‘comosion | 50% T.00E.05 B TR T 7% 0%

48 |2. nonviron metats/inonghvitrifiesinert : 100% i ' 24% | 0% 0%

49 (3. sall jinert ! 100% 12%. 10%: 0%

50 |4. cellulosics/solid organics  |biodegrad ¢ 50% T%i 0% 0%

51 | 5. nubber/plastics ibiodegrad  : 50% | 6% 0% 0%

52 |&. MgO backfil |dissolution 50% ! 13%: 13%:! 0% ;

53 — B0% 0% | 0% 98%

54 JNOTE: ¥ % remain, aradius, wasle porosity, salt precipitation and aalt encapsutation are related and are spacified by PA as a function of time (cell FB}

55 |considering coupled processes of brine inflow, corrosien, dissolulion, biodegradation and gas ger I : :

56 |1 is assumed that degradation products in addition to poresity will precipitate oul as tree particles, slthough thity ans mgemar anyway. ;

57 |Alsc, parsmeters may be variable and uncartain for random location, comreigiled, and function of speuﬁed seale and mom location (eells F4 and F5). :

58 i : 1 : :

50 [Waste porosity” 20%! i T : ? i

80 |Sakt precipitation” 10% | | ; . : i

&1 |Salt encapyulation” i 10% : ; : i :

S2IRESULTS -CCOF : ___ Particl
63 |Condition . 1.00E-15] 1.00E-181 1.00E17" 1.00E-16' 1.00E-15¢ 1.00E-14: 1.00E-43] 1.00E-12! 1.00E-11
B4 [initial : 1.00E+00!  1.00E+00 B.92E-01: 8.81E-01; 6,76E-01! B.48E-01, B846E-01: G.45E-01  B.45E-01
55 |reducad 1 1.00E+00!  1,00E+0D B.41E-01! 8.25E-01} 5.22E-01] 4 82E-01] ATTEOL  4.76E-D1! 4.56E-01
56 |reduced+cemented " 1.00E+00{  1.00E+0D 1.00E+D0} 1.00E+00, 1. 00E+00; 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00)  1.00E+00! 1.00E+00
57 [reducmd+cementad+encapsul | 1.00E+00 1.00E+00! 1.Q0E+QD| 1.00E+00: 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00! 1.00E+00¢  1.00E+00! 1.00E+00
[ - . H : ; :

89 |RESULTS - COF Particle
70 |Condition N 1.00E-19! 1.00£-18! 1.00E-1T: 1.00E-16 1,00E-15! 1.00E-14: 4,00E-13, 1.00E-12: 1.00E-11
71 {iniial - 0.00E+00:  O.00E+00i 1.08E-014 1.18E-01: 3.24E-01 A.851E-01; 3.54E-0;  3.55E-01. Q.65E-01
72 {reducad . 1.11E-16] 1.11E-16 1.59E-01! 1.78E-01 #.78E-01 5.18E-Ot 523E-01; 5.24E-01: S5.44E-01
73 Jreduced+cemented - D.ODE+00!  ©.DDE+DD 8.44E-15; 1.88E-14: 1.83E-12 3.756-12 6.55E-12! 1.02E-11: 1.09E-09
74 |reduced+cemented+encapsul ' D.00E+00! 0_00_E_+_DD 7 H6E-156: 1.53E-14. 1.47€-12 33BE-12: 5.B0E-12 9.21E-12° 9.B1E-10
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L ! : :
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3 | i ; :

3 ! | i ! i

5 i 1 . ' :

6 i i :

7 L ; ; ;

& | : }

B ! ! ! !

10 | H ! ! i ' ;

L1 . Mimmum Dismetar for each Material Type IMaximum Diameter for sach M
12 yd 1] 20 3 4} 5! & ; 1 2 3
13 | & % Y OINA NA NA NA JNA OINA TNA

14 i Py - O|NA NA. NA NA NA O[NA TNA

15 5, - NA O[NA NA NA NA NA, BiNA

16 e |NA i ofNA NA NA NA NA : OiNA

17 NA DINA NA NA NA NA. | O[NA

18 NA NA NA OINA NA NA NA NA,

19 NA NA NA NA OINA A NA NA

20 NA NA NA NA 0[NA NA NA NA

2z NA DINA NA NA NA, NA B|NA

7 NA NA NA BINA NA NA HA NA

3 NA o[NA RA NA NA NA O[NA

24 NA o[NA NA NA NA NA DINA

25 o[NA NA NA NA NA o[NA__~ NA

26 NA NA NA NA OINA NA NA NA

27 NA OiNA NA NA NA NA QlNA

28 OiNA NA NA N& NA OINA NA

29 NA NA NA, NA A 3 \NA NA NA

30 NA NA OINA INA NA NA NA ]
31 0 0 0] ] 0 0 0 0 [
32 b, 1-F{vim3)} ) [ i |

33 [2v) D2 hor wevd low bound complemeniary cumulai
a4 |v2 Jx2 D2 1.00E-15] 1.00E-18] 1.00E-17] 1.00E-18] 1.00E-15] 1.00E-14] 1.00E-13[ 1.00E-12[ 1.60E-11) 1.00£-10] 1.00E-05
35 : ; T TOE o0 T 00CT00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00) 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00) 1.00E+00
36 1 00E-00] 1 GOEF00| 1.00E+00] 1,008+00] 1.326-01| 1,74E-02| 2.29E-03| 3.02E-04| 3.98E-05| S.25E-06| B.92E-07
a7 T BoE-001 1 COE-B0] 1.00E-01[ 1.00E-02 1.00E-06] 1.00E-04] 1.00E-05! 1.OOE-0B| 1.00E-07| 1.00E-08[ 1.00E-09)
26 T O0E+00| 1 HOE+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00( 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00) 8.81E-02| 7.94E-03
3% T OOE+00| 1 DUE+00| 1.006+00] 1.00E+00} 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00[ 1.00E+00{ 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00; 1.00E+00
a0 ; 1 O0E 00 3 DOE+D0|1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00[ 1.00E+00[ 1.00E+60( 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00]| 1.00E+00
a1 composiia] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] B.92E-01| BAIE-01| 6.76E-01] 6.45E-01] 648E-01] 845E-01) 6.45E-01 5.25E6-07] 5.14E-01
a2

43 Jes

44 h, 1-F(vim3)} i

45 Ezlv}*oz for vevd low bouing reduced particle size (v in m3), reiative to original size, dud
46 [v2 x2 D2 1.00E-18] 1.0DE18] 1.00E-17] 1.00E-16] 1.00E-15] 1,00E-14] 1.00E-13| 1.00E-12| 1.00€-11| 1.00E-10| 1.00E-09
a7 Lo o TOOETO0T 0.00E+00] O.00E+00] O.00E+00;_1.60E-16| 2.78E-14{ 5.90E-13| 7.02E-12| B.99E.11) 5.52E-10
a8 S TOET8| 1.00E-17| 1,00E-16] LOOE-15] 1,00E-14| 1.00E-13] 1.00E-12| 1,008-11] 1.00E-10, 1.00E-09
495 1.00E-18]  1.00E-17| 1.00E-16| 1.00E-15 1.00E-14[ 1.00E-13] 1.00E-12] 1.00E-11 1.00E-10; 1.00E-09
50 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00] D.O0E+00] 1,60E-16 2.78E-14] 5.906-13| 7.92E-12| 8.99E-11] 9.52E-10
51 §.00E+00| 0.00E +00] 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00| 1,60E-16] 2.76E-14] 5.90E-13] 7.92E-12| 8.89E-11] 9.52€-10
52 S O0E<00| O.00E+00| 0.00E+U0| 0.00E+00| 1.60E-16] 2.78E-14| 5.80E-13| 7.92E-12| 8.99E-11] 9.52E-10
53

54

55

5¢

s‘l‘

58

59

§0

61

B2 § size (v In m3), sversge in repozitory - -

a1 1.00E-10] 1.00E-09] 1.00E-0B] 1.00E-07] 1.00E-08] 1.00E-05] 1.00E-04] 1.00E-03 1.00E-02| 1.00E-01 1.00E+00] 1.00E+011 1.00E+02] 1.00E+03] 1.00E+04
64| 525E-01) 5.14E-01| 2.57E-01| 2.S5E-D1 2.54E-0 ] 1.05E-01 5.?_5E_-O2 4 85E-03] 3.63E-04) 2.84E-05 236E-06] 2.13E-07| 2.11E-08 2.28E-09] 0.00E+00
&5 | 388E-01] 1.93E-01] 1.85E-01] 1.88E-01| 1.87E-01| 7.77E-02 4.57E-02| 3.58E-03] 2.69E-04| 2.09E-03 1 74E-06] 1.57E-07] 1.56E-08] 1.68E-08( 0.00E+00]
55 [ 1.00E.00| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+D0] 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00] 9.94E-01| O.79E-01] 7.34E-01 5.57E-01, 4.26E-01 3.73E-01] 2.99E-01] 1.64E-01] B.99E-02[ 1.53E-16
71 T 0OE+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00[ 1.00E+00] 6.95E-01] 9.81E-01] 7.60E-01) 6.02E-01] 4.83E-01] 351EM 315E-01] 1.47E-01] 6.09E-C2] -2.81E-16
68
| 69 | size {v in m3), avarage in repository N

757 7.00E-10] 1.00E-09] 1.00E-G8| 1,00E-07] 1.00E-08] 1.00E-05] 1.00E-DA] 1.00E-03] 1.00E-02 TH0E-01] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+01] 1.00E+02] 1.00E+03] 1.00E+04
=TT 3 75E 01| 4.866-01] 7.43E-01| 7.45E-01] 7ABE-01| B.95E01] 9.33E-D1] 9,95£-01] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+001 1.00E+00 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00]
1 514501 BOTED1| B.11E-01] B.12E-01] 6.136-01] 5.226-01] 9.50E-01] 9.96E-01( 1.00E+00! 1.00E+00/ 1.00E+00 1.00E+00] 1,00E+00| 1.00E+Q0| 1.00E+00
7315 8V6-08| 1.07E-08] 1.24E-06| %.82E06| 9.81E-08| 5.826-03 2.07E-D2| 2.665-01] 4.43E-01] 5.74E-01| 6.77E-01 7.61E-01| B.96E-01} DA0E-G1] 1.00E+00
a| 5.43E08] D.63E07| 1.19E-06] 1.64E-DB| B.B3E-06| 5.24E-03| 186E-08| 2.40E-01] 3.68E-01] 5.17E-01 6.00E-03 6.85E-01] 8.59E-011 9.19E-01 1.00E+00
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Z | Ah | AB_{ ac | aD | AE [ aF | AG | aH [ A | A ] &K [ AL | AM ] AN
4 : ; ' : : H . :
2 : ;
3 ; i !
4 { i | i
[] ' i : : '
3 : i i ‘
7 i ; !
] : i !
8 : = ! .
10 i i : 5 E ; i
11 | rial Type i 1 Critical Scals for Each Material Type 4 Variability for Each Materla
12 4 5! 6 ‘ 1i 21 3} 4! 5! 6 1 2 3 4
13 [NA INA INA ; | 0{NA |N& INA |NA 1NA, O1HA iNA INA
14 [NA NA |NA : ! 0[NA INA |NA NA INA i OINA INA INA
18 [NA {NA INA i NA H 0INA INA INA NA INA i UINA INA
16 |NA NA NA : NA i 01MA NA INA NA A OINA INA,
17 {NA INA NA NA : QINA NA TNA NA NA O]NA INA
13 DINA NA |NA TNA NA i 0|NA NA NA NA NA : [
19 [NA : OiNA 1MA INA INA INA ; 0/NA NA NA NA, INA
20 [NA i 0iNA NA NA TNA, INA OINA NA {NA INA INA
21 |NA (NA INA NA OINA NA NA |NA i 1HA ‘ OINA INA
221( 0INA NA NA NA TNA O'NA [NA 1 NA INA NA T 0
23 [NA iNA NA HA 0NA NA NA NA NA i 0INA INA
T INA |NA | NA O NA NA NA NA NA | O|NA INA
25 |NA INA INA ; O{NA NA NA NA NA OINA MNA INA
26 [NA i DINA | INA INA iNA NA ' o{NA NA INA~__ - _INA NA
27 [NA INA NA ! |NA . 0OINA NA |NA INA NA t O1NA NA
28 |nA INA NA ! i 0INA INA, NA INA {NA i QINA NA INA
29 |NA INA . : o INA INA INA NA [na ] a A A T NA
30 |NA INA [NA [NA INA : 0INA INA TNA ; INA INA 1 TINA
3 [ (] 0| i [ 0: Qi []] 0 0| ! [] 0 0 []
32 I i | ! ' T : ] i |
33 | iva frequency of initial particls size{v in m3 hi pound
34| 1.00E-08] 1.00E-D7] 1.00E-06| 1.00E-08{ 1.00E-04] 1.00E-03! 1.00E-02] 1.00E-01) 1.00E+00] 1.00E+01] 1.00E+02{ 1.00E+03| 1.00E+04
35 SO0ED1 BEUED1| O.J1E-01] 1.326-01, 1.74E-02] 220E-03 3.02E-04| 3.86E-05| 5256-00 6.02E-07| 9.12E-0B] 120E-08 0
36| 0.12E-08] 1.206-08| 1.58E-09] 2.096-10] 275E-11] 363E-12] 4.79E-13| 6.31E14 8.33E-15| 1.11E-15] 1.11E-16] 0.00E+0D 0
371 1005107 1.008-11] 1.00E-12] 1O0E-13] 9.99E-15] 8.09E-16/ 1.11E-16] D.ODE+00( 0.00E+00 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00| 0.00E+D0 0
38| 70BED4| 631E-05| 5.82E-06] S.0IE-07| 44TE-0B] 3.98€-09] 355610 216E-11 ZB2E12, 2.51E-13] 2.24E-14] 2.00E-15 0
351 3§ DOES0D] 1.00E+001 1.00E+00] 7.52E-01| S65E-011 383E-02| 2.70E-03] 1.97E-04 1.40E-05) 9.88E-07| 7.00E-08] 4.95E-08 1
1515 DOE+00] 0.006+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00] 0,00E+00] 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00) D.0OE+00| 0.00E+00 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00 [
21| 257601 2.85E-01] Z.54E-01| 1.05E-01| 6.75E-02] 4.85E-03| 1.63E-04) 2.84E-05 23EE-06! 2.13E-07| 2.11E-08! 2.29E-09
42 : i ! )
43 ‘ | i T T
4 : i I { ! ! ! : !
45 [tor rial specific p sHect on radius hi bound  |low bound
46| 1.00E08) 1.00E-071 1.00E-06! 1.00E0S] 1.00E-0A| 1.00E-03] 1 00E-02! 1.00E0%| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+01] 1.00E+02| 1.60E+03| 1.00E+04] 1.00E-18 1.00E-18]
7 | S70E00| 0.00E-0B] 9.95E-07| ©.90E-06] S.90E-05] 100E-03; 1.00E-02i 1.00E-01) 1.00E+00 1.00E+01| 1.00E+02| 1.00E+03 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00
<0 | 1.00E-08| 1.00E-07| 1.00E-0B| 1.00E-05| 1.00E 04| 1.00E-03] 1.00E-02] 1.00E-01| 1.00E+00 1.00E+01 | 1.00E+02| 1.00E+03 1.00E+0D| 1.00E+00
o 7 00EDB| 1.00E-GT| 1.006-06] 1.00E05] 1.00E-04] 1.00E-03] 1.00E-02] 1.00€-01] 1.00E+00 1.00E+011 1.00E+02( 1.00E+03 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00
50| B.78E-09| 9.90E-0D8| 9.95E-07| 9.BE-06| 9.09E-05| 1.00E-03| 1.00E-U2| 1.00E-0 1.00E+00] 1.00E+01] 1.00E+02] 1.00E+03 1.00E+D0| 1.00E+00
511 o 78E00] 9.00F-08| 9.55E-07] D.98E-06| 9.99E-05] 10CE-03| 100E-02| 1.00E-H| 1.00E+00 1.00E+01| 1.00E+02| 1.00E+03 1,00E+DG] 1.00E+00
52| D76E09] 9.906-08] U.O5E-07| 9.BBE-08| D.09E-05] 1.008-03] 1.00E-02| 1.00E-01 1.00E+00] 1.00E+01| 1.00E+02| 1.00E+03 1.00E€+00] 1.00E+00
53 : : . !
54 ] ; ] j | f
£5 ' : ! ; ! ! :
56 : ‘s [ E 5 ' | : '
57 ! i i i | min | ] iow bound
58 ; Material groups % degrad |%cemsnt |%cement [%free part! 1.00E-19| 1.00E-18
59 7 N | 1. FeAal-basa metals 7% 5% 7% 0% 1.00E-+00| 1.00E+00
&0 i kN ' | 3.san 10% 9% 10% 0% 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00
&1 | L\ b i 6. MgQ backfill 13% 10%]  13% 0% 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00
52 ! i . Pl i 30% 24% 30% 0%
&3 | — | composite | 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00{ -
64 1
&5 I
65 i ; 1
&7 | i ! i
[T B - ; J ' J ;
(1] | : ! : i ? § i
70 i : 1 t 1 ; . !
74 . ! H | ] | | ! { l
72 : ; ! i 1 T
73 i j ! ! !
T4 T 1 ! T T 1
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e ] AP ] Am ] AR | As | AT | au ] Aav | Aaw T Ax | AY | Az [ BA ] 88 | BC
1 I : f i ! : i ‘ ! :
Z i i f : i i i
3 ! . H N :
rs i : ; : :
5 | ; ; : j :
6 i : i : ! ! ;
7 | { : . i :
[} i ! : i ; ; i
] 1 j i i . H |
10 ' ‘ i : ; : : .
1] Typa : : i B ! i ; :
12 B 5 1 i A : ! : : i
13 {NA |NA . \ ‘ : 7 R L ; : "
14 [NA. INA 1 i : i v %e : i :
15 {NA INA : i i i T N7 . ; ! ,
18 |NA iNA i i i : ; T ; : ;
17 |NA INA : ! ; i ! : | !
18 |NA INA ] i i i i * i i i
16 QINA i ! 1 i 1 i , ! ‘
20 O|NA l ; ' ' i ; :
21 |NA NA ! - ; : ] i
22 NA |NA ! ' : ! i ! ]
23 NA {NA i i { ! :
24 |MA NA i ‘ : i i :
25 [NA NA : ‘ :
28 O NA H i ¢
27 |NA NA i 1 ! | i
28 [NA |NA ! i | : ! i : :
29 {NA ; [y ; ; i ! i i j
30 |NA INA | ! ; i
1 0! 0 ; ; 1 \
a2 ! ! i : : !
33 i ] ! !
M | : !
) ! |
38 H
ar ! i !
L] !
39 ! !
40 ! !
41 ; |
42 1 1
43 ! ; | ] ! ‘:ﬁ
[ i j i | ' : { [
A5 CCDF for reduced particie size (v in m3) dus 10 material specific processes wiiact on radius
28 | 1.0DE-17| 1.00E-16] 1.00E-15! 1.00E-14! 1.00E-13] 1.00E-12] 1.00E-11] 1.00E-10; 1.00E-08 1.00E-08] 1.0CE-07| 1.00E-08) 1.00E-05] 1.00E-04] 1.00E-03
a7 | 1.00E+00] 1,00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.0DE+00} 1.00E+00| 1.00E+QQ| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00! 1.00E+00i 8.80E-01) 9.80E-01 B.67E-01]. 1.526-01! 1.74E-02| 2.20E-03
25| 1 COE+00| 1.00E+00] 1.926-01] 1.74E.0Z) 2.20E-03] 3.07E-04] 3.G9E-05] 5.25€-08| 6.926-07] 9.12E-08] 1.20E-08] 1.58E-09| 2.06E-10] 2.76E-11] 3.E63E-12
25| 100501 1.00E02| 1.00E03] 1.00E-04] 1.00E-05| 1.00E-08] 1.00E-07) 1.00E-08] 1.00E.09] 1.00E-10[ 100E-11] 1.00E-12] 100E-13| B.89E15] 9.99E-16
=0 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00) 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+001 1.00E+00! 7.93E-01] 8.00E-02] 7.556-03| B.91E-04] G24E-05| 5.50E-08| 5.00E-07] 4.46E-08 A.BAE-09
511 1 .00E+00| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 1 00E+00] 1,00E+00] 1,00E+00) 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00| 9.86E-01! 7.51E-01! 5.84E-011 3.83E-02
33| 1.00E+00] 1.00€+00] 1.00E+00] 1.00E+00| 1.00E+00| 1,00E+00] 1.00E+00! 1.00E+00| 8.46E-03] 0.00E+00! 0.00E+00| 0.0E+00| 0.008+00 0.00E+00’ 0.00E+00
53 B i t
54 | : i
55 | | !
56 ! ; f i !
24 CCDF for precipitated frea parth {v m m3}
8| 1.00E-17) 1.00E-16 1.00E-15 1.00E-14] 1.00E-13] 1.00E-12] 1.006-11] 1.00E-10} 1.00E-03] 1.00E-08( 1.00E-07! 1.00E-06] 1.06E-087 1.00E-04/ 1.00E-03
59| 1.00E+00] 0.00E+00! D.0CE+00] 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00] U.00E+00] 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00! 0.00E+00| 3.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00! D.OOE+00 0.00E+00
55 | 1.00E+00] 0.00E+00) 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00] D.0DE+D0| 0.00E+00) 0.00E+00| 0.00E+D0| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.0GE+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00£+00
1] 1.00E+00] 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00| D.0OE+00] 0.00E+00] 0,00E+00] 0.00E+00! 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
62 ‘ : : !
83| B41E-01] B5E-011 5.22E-01] 482E-01) A.77E-01] 4.76E-D1| 4 56E-01] 3.86E-01) 1.93E-01) 183801 1.88E-01] 107E-01| 7.Y7E-02| 487E-02) 3.5BE-02
64 : i
65 | \ ! i ! !
86 ; ] : ; i ! :
&7 ’ : ; : ; ; i
€8 : : i ! ; : :
(3] i ! | i 1 i i ‘
7o ‘ j i ] ; ' 3 ‘ i
71 : 7 ! : ] | ‘
72 : 1 ‘; ; ! :
73 f i ; ; : i
74 H ! i |
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WP _sige

BD | BE

BF_ |

BH |

BK |

BM | BN_|

BO |

B3R

BLL

IR A B BT R Lt fed

. ]

3.16E-191

3.48E-18] 3.16E-17

318E-18] L18E18] 3.IGE-14| 3.16EA3

| 0.00E+001

0.00E+00; 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+10} 0.00E+00

| D.OOE+Q0

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

B.6BE-01

1.14E-01

1.51E-021 1.98E-03

| 0.00E+0D

9.00E-01] 9.00E-02

9.00E-03

0.00E-04

9.00E-05! 9.00E-06

0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+D0| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.0DE+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.0DE+00

0.00E+00

1

§
z

H 1

Ihi bound

]
1.00E02] 1.00E-01] 1.00E+00|

1.00E+01

1.00E+02

1.00E+03

3.16E-19

{

316E-18] 2.16E1T

3.02E-04| 3.BBE-05] 5.25E-06

6.82E-07

9.12E-08

1.20E-08

0.00E+00

e
0.00E+(0| 0.00E+00

3.96E-18] 3.16E-16

0.00E+00

316E-14/ 3A8E13

0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

470E-13] 6.31E-14| B.33E-15

1.11E-15

1.11E-16

D.ODE+00

0.00E+00

0,00E+00| -3.556-15

8.68E-01

1.14E-01

1.51E-02| 1.90E-03

1.11E-16{ 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

9.00E-01| B.00E-02

9.00E-13

9.00E-04

9.00E-05| 9.00E-06]

3.55E-101 3.16E-11| 2.B2E-12

2.51E-13

2.24E-14

2.00E-15

0.00E+00

0.00E+00; 0.00E+00

0.0DEHOD

D.O0E+DD

DO0E+DD| 0.00E+CD

278E-03( 1.97E-04] 1.40E.05

9.88E-07

7.00E-08

4.95E-09' 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00| 0.00E+D0

0.00E+DO] 0.00E+00! 0.00E+00

0.00E+0D

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00{ 0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+D0

0.00E+00| .0.00E+D0

Q,00E+00| 0.0DE+00

1

1

!

|hi bound

v

1,00E-021 1.00E-01| 1.00E+00|

1.00E+D1

1.00E+021

1.00E+031 1.00E+04 %

0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+D0

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00 0

I
i
]
]

0.00E+00| 0.00E+DQ| 0.00E+00

0.005+00

0.00E+10

0.00E+00 0

0,00E+00| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+D0

0.00E+00

0.00E+00

0.00E+00 Q

2.68E-04] ZOOE-05| 1.74E-08

157E-07

1.56E-08

1.69E-08

1.68E-01| 1.59E-02

A.03E-01

3.59E-D2

5.25E-03

6.ME-04

H

W Iggrugalad'

5.04E-19| 5.04E-19

B8.57E-17

1.26E-16

1.68E-16| 219€-16}

normalized aggrepatad

BASE-15] BAUE-15

1.61E-12

2.12E-12

2.80E-12| 3.68E-12

] raw encap

Fort o b

7.64E-15] 7.64E-15

1.45€-12

191E-12

2.526-12] 3MMEA2

7.64E-15( 7.64E-16

1.45E-12

1.9E-12

2.52E-12) 3ME12

normalized encapsylated
T T

t
.
!
T
T

i

!
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WE_alra

BS BT BU Bv | ©ow ] ©x | er ] B | Cch | ©8 | & ]| oo | CE | ¢ | co
1 i f i E 3 : :
F \ : : :
3 i ' i
] : i i
3 : ! ; ; . !
5 ! : T : ! :
7 : i i i .
[ ] ' : i E i
3 L : ; i ! [ e ts
10 | i ; i RSN : .
11 : ' : i i ; Nty : :
12 ! : ; { ! ; : | | :
13 i i i ! i i R ‘ : :
14 . i ' i : . . :
[ | i i : : ! ;
18 i i i 1 :
17 [ : i i .
18 i i ; i - ‘
19 ‘ ; : i i
20 ! : ! ; :
1 : : | : T
22 I ; : ; i
23 i ; j ; : | : : i
24 ' t i i K ! : H H ' i
25 ; H . i H ! ' H :
285 ! : T : T ; T 7 :
Fid ' 1 : ; 1 =
22 : | : : i
29 i : — .
30 i i ; | i
31 ! i i : ! : ! I :
32 ] ! ! ] ! ] i !
13 frequancy of particle sizes {v in m3)
34| 396E12] 3A6E-11] 3.16E-10] 3.1BE-08] 3.9BE-08] 3.16E-07; 3.16E-05| 3.16E-05! 0.0003181 0.003162| £.031623 0.3162208] 3.162278] A1..227a! 3182278
=5 C.00E+00, O 00E+D0! 0.00E+00] 0.856-03] O.78E-03! O6BE-U3] B.39E-01: 1.14E-01| 1.51E-021 1.89€-03] 2.62E-04| 3.46E-05i #56E-06 BOVEO7| 7.02E-08
36| 262504 3.46E-05| 4.56C-06] B.01E-07| 7.02E-08] 1.04E-0B| 1.38E-09] 1.01E-10] 2.39E-11; 3.15E-12| 4.16E-13| S.47E.14] 722615 0.96E-16 1.11E-18
571 2 00E07 5.00E-08] B.00E-09! D.00E-10] 9.00E-11] 9.006-12( D.0DE-13] SODE-14] 8.8GE15] BABE-16] 1.11E.16] COOE+00| 0.00E+001 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
38| O.00E+00, 9.116-01; B.12E-021 7.J4E-03| GASE-U4| 5.75605] 5,12E-06! 4.57E07| 407E-06| 3.63E-09| 3.23F-10 28BE-11| 2.57€-12) 2.298-13 2.04E-14
35| 0.00E+00| 0.0GE+00! 0.00E+00! 0.00E+00| D.00E+00( 0.00E+0Q| 2.48E-01] 1.676-011 5.26E-D11 3.66E-02| 2.59E-03 1B3IE-04 1,30E-05] 9.18E-07| &.S0E-08
51 6.00E+001 0.D0E+00 O.00E+00] 1.00E+00] 0.00E+00| 0.0DE+001 0,005+00} 0.00E+00| 0.00E+001 0.0DE+00] 0.00E+00| C.00E+00! 0.00E+00] 0.00E+00 0.00E +00!
1] : i E R ¢ i : !
42 ; : 1 !
43 : : i ]
& : i | : !
45 frequency of rduced particls sizes (v in m3)
25| 3.98E-12] JABE-11] 2.16E-10] 3.18E-09] 316E-0B| 3.16E-07] 348E08] 3.16E-05] D.000316] 0.0C3162| 0.0316231 DItE22A| 3.162272| 3162278 3162270
47 | O.005+00] G.O0E+00] Z07E-04] S.74E-03] G.70E-03] 137E-02] B.356-01) 1.14E-01! 151E-02| 1.88E-03] 262E-04] I46E-05 %.56E-06| 6.01E-07| 7.92E-08
46| 2.62604| 3.46E-05] 4.56E08| B.01E-07| 7.07E-08] 1.04E-08| 1.38E-09] 1.B1E-10] 239E-11] 315E-12| 4.16E-13] 5ATE-14| 7.22E-15| 9.00E-18 1.11E-18|
251 0.00E-07 S.00E-08] 9.00E-09] B.0GE-10] 9.00E-11] 9.00E-12] ©.00E-13] 9.00E-14| B.99E-15] 6.86E-16] 1.11E-16] .00E+OD; 0.00E+00| 0.00€+00 0.00E+00
w01 S07ED1] 7.135-01] 7.24E-0Z] 6.B8E-03| 6.25€-04] 5.B8E-05| 5.0DE-06) 455607 4.DGE-0B| 3.82E-08] 3.23£.10! 288E-11) 2.57E-12] 2.29E-13 2.04E-14
=11 0.00E+00. 0.00E+0D] 0.00E+00| G.00E+00] 0.00E+00| 5.006-04] 2.48E-011 1.87ED1] 5756-01i 3.65E-02| 2.50E-03( 1.83E-04; 1.30E-051 6.18E-07 6.50E-08
531 0.00E+06| G.00E+00| 9.52E-01| B.4GE-U3| 0.00E+D0| 0.00E+00] O.00E+00 0.00E+0D| G.00E+00] G.0E+00! 0.00E+0D0| 0.00E+00| 0.00E+00| D.00E+00| 0.00E+00
53 : : I |
54 . ! i i ! i
55 1 v ' 1 ] ¥
86 ! i
57 i
58 ; i ; |
59 i ‘
60 i
61 i
62 :
31 205602 E95E0Z| 1.04E-01| 3.296-03| 1.09E03| 1.50E-03 1.09E07] 2.79E-02] 4.61E-02| 3.31E-03] 24TE-0M| 192E-05| 1.58E-06] 1.41E-07) 1.39E-08
T4] GA1E-14| Z20E-12| B.12E-11] 104E-11] 3.436-11] 4.74E-10| 345EU7| B.83E-07| 146E-05| 1.05E-05| 7.82E-08| 6.07E-08| 5.00E-06 4 ATE-U6| 4.30E-06
SET 1 0BC00( 3 70E-08| 1.03E-D8| 1.756.07| 5.78E-07| 7.00E-06| 5.81E-03] 140E-0Z) 248E-01] 176E-01| 1.32E-01] 1.02E-01] BAZE-D2| 7.53E-02 7.39E-02
S5 | ©.72E-10] 3.33E-08| 9.2BE-07] 1.S8E-07] 5.20E-07| 7.196-06] 523E-03| 1.34E.02] 221E-01| 1.59E-01] 1.18E-01] 9.20E-02| 7.58E-02| 6.77€-02 6.65E-02
=71 9.72E-10] 333E.08| 9.26E-07) 1.58E-07| 5.20E-07| 7.19E-06] 5.23E-03| 1.04E-021 2 21E-01| 1.59E-01( 1.19E-01] 9.20E-02) 7.58E-021 1.68E-01 5.85E-02
[1] 1 i !
[0 i 5 ;
70 : ;
Ti i : |
12 — - ] 1 ! ;
T3 | i ! : | i
T4 ! i T 1
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CH

Cl

| cJ

30n-m|u-l~un-

3162.276: Ty v

1.20E-08

0.000133

0.00E+00

1.6E-13

0.00E+00

49617

2.00E-15

2.18E-10

4.85E-09

0.000535

0.00E+00

3.18E-09

MMBZITH Ty Py

1.20E-08

1.33E-04

Tyl
" 1.00E+00)

0.00E+00

1.60E-13

: 1.00E+00

U.00E+00!

4.90E-17

- 1.00E+00

2.00E-15:

2.08E-10

* 1.00E+D0

4.95E-08.

5.34E-04

1.00E+00

0.00E+00-

J40E-10

1.00E+00

1.69E-09- 5.B4E-05. 1.00E+D0

5.34E-06- 1.84E-02] 5.94E-05

8.99E02, 3.10E+D2: 1.00E+D0

8.00E-02: 2.70E+02. 9.00E-01

8.09E-02: 2.83€+02; 1.00E+00

WFP_gize
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PAlnput

Inadvertent intrusion characteristics at random areal location ) . j R L L .
Time of inleresd (years) SR U S E IS AN IS SRR (SRR S
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The undersigned agree that the following set of viewgraphs adequately represent their
judgements, as developed in open meetings held in Carlsbad, NM, on May 5-9, 1997.
Additional detail is contained in the transcripts of those meetings, which are available in
the project file.
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Elicitation Structuring

m Definition of issue(s)

m Definitions of vamablltty and uncertainty in particle
sizes | |

m Definition of #ypes of effects on partlcle sizes

m Description of initial waste inventory
‘characteristics |

| Descrlptlon of processes affectmg partlcle sizes

_ Descrlptlon of effects of processes on partlcle sizes

Decomposmon Model N

" m Abstraction of above m (M .

PR3 193050163487 ppt -




Technical Issue Deﬁmtlon

What is the conditional probability distribution for
the waste particle diameter frequency
distribution (i.e., % of particles exceeding a
particular size) at a random areal location, but at
a specified vertical location in the waste room,
time and scale, given the initial waste inventory
and the predicted extent of each relevant process
at that location, time and scale? - -

m just prior to an inadvertent human intrusion

m after tensile failure during spalling e event Q"

PR3 1930301/63407.0p0 .




Limitation

m Radioactivity associated with particles is
important to determine release and exposure

u This is outside the scope of this elicitation

m Conditional probability distributions for
radioactivity as a function of particle size and
possibly time could subSequ'ently be developed
and applied | |

m If radioactivity is approximately independent
of particle size, it could .




Definition of Waste Particle

Waste Particle

m individual piece or aggregated collection of
pieces with significant internal strength (e.g.,

~ uniaxial tensile strength>20psi)

m particles are much more likely to separate
from each other, rather than to break up into

smaller pieces | 7

PR3 1930.301/63487.ppt




Definition of Particle “Diameter”

Equivalent particle diameter (d) =
diameter of sphere with volume (v) equlvalent

;to individual “particle” v=ntd3/6

R 1930 01/63487 pol



Population of Waste Particle
Diameters

ot v—

PR3 1530.301/63487.ppl




‘Statistical Description of Population
of Waste Particle Diameters

100%

50% 1 oo o /

cumulative frequency
- F{d}, % less then d

p. .

min

| $
median mean max
particle diameter (d)

Possible Descriptors: standard deviation | SR

sminimum value{d}, maximum value{d} ,

F{d=10-3}, F{d=102}, F{d=10}, F{d=10°}, F{d=107}, F{d=10?}, F{d=10%}

*dyg, dy3y 5o dezs dgo

-most common value{d}

«distribution form(e.g., lognormal) and characteristics
(e.g., mean and standard deviation) - Y L&/
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_ Uncertainty in Specific Population
of Waste Particle Diameters

-
g
g o
R

7]
g =
— ™
03 X, average values m{d} of
f! 3 possible populations at
E = specific location, scale
3 and time

Oo/a » » *

particle diameter (d)

A -
e [
) o discrete cases
= \ 1Scr¢ S

R .
.E E B /
2 a N infinite cases

.

0% -

Note: could use other descriptors besides average
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Spatial Correlation in Particle Size
Populations '

_~ at another location at a distance Ax from where d = d*,
| m{m{d}],, and s[m{d}],

at random location (x),
considering both variability and ignorance in m{d},

m[m{d}], and s[m{d}]

0 B
0 da] , average particle diameter (m{d})
sim{d

Im{d)in & . * m{m{d)l,,
m[m{.d} 1 (,*
-
- (* .

$one-

0 autocorrelation distance i
Note:  could use other descriptors hesides
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Variability of Waste Particle Size
Populations as a Function of Scale

mid) 4
\ possible range in populations among locations at this scale and time, 2sfm{d}]

s e,
Iy =i,
R LU P

. scale independent (homogeneous)
0 ; .

0 autocorrelation distance +vr scale (v)
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Vanab111ty+Ignorance Description
of Particle Diameter Populations

p|f{d},] at random areal location, but at specitied
vertical location, time (t) and scale (v), e.g.,
p|m{d}g,s{d}| determined from:

pldlg for random particle at that vertical location in

| rep0s1t0ry at time t, e.g., m[d], & s[d]g
| variability + ignorance (o
\

A

pls{djgr/sld]gl and p|s{d}¢/s[d]s] for population in
repository and in small volumes, respectively, at time t
variability vs. ignorance

plv. ], critical scale=f{autocorrelation dtstance}

RS 1930.301/63487.pp




Effects of Processes on Particle '
Size Population '

m Pervasive reduction

e corrosion
. biodegradatioh
o dissolution
m Selective reduction

» crushing
. fragmentation

- m Aggregation
.. consolidation/encapsulation

. precipitation/cementation |

PR3 1930.301/63467 ppt



Example - Initial Distribution

Microsoft Excel - CDF_ EX XLS

Cumulative Frequency

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt




Example - Pervasive Reduction

oft Excel - CDF_EX XL SR ey [ ag s [ . EECEES
S R S $ e - o %

e 05T - o - IO

" Change In Size Distribution

Cumuletive Frequency

Golder

PR3 1930.301/63497ppl A “ ASSDUZ\IES



lnltiai sizes Evised sizes |
108 - 10

Cumulative Freguency

PR3 1930.301/63487 ppt
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Example - Aggregation
“9*93“““.‘:":‘5"-;‘:? B8 Bols i e

Change in Size Distribution

;?’4

Curnulative Frequency
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Size Distribution

Influence Diagram for Particle

failure at dnll bi

|

parlicle size :
distribution at f erosion/ftensile
scale v at location g
x-and time { L penetration”
o £ . ‘l\.‘.\ e
initial particle size degradationlaggregationl [ dissolution/precipitation/
distribution at scale processes at lacation x cementation by MgO,
v at location x through time ¢ r 'l salt, & corrosion
' . products*

~ \

mechanicat . .
anoxic corrosion
of steel"

crushing/

microbial W
degradation of
organics®

initial waste
inventory at
localion X

compaclion®

‘.\‘

previous
intrusions
L]

Y

ergas generation j :

NOTE: * at location k through time ¢ '

Note: brine inflow implies brine volume,

PR3 1930.301/63487.pp




Materials (1 of 6)

m iron-base metal/alloys
« includes iron and steel alloys in the waste, and iron-base metallic phase
associated with vitrification; mixed throughout repository; steel and

steel plug are considered separately.
m aluminum-base metal/alloys
« includes aluminum or aluminum

throughout repository.

m other metal/alloys
« includes all other metals
Zirconium, tantalum, lead portion o
"~ mixed throughout repository; lead pac

_base alloys in waste materials; mixed

found in waste materials, e.g., copper, lead,
f lead rubber glove/aprons, etc.;
kaging is considered separately.

(3)

A+ Golder
v » Assﬂcms




Materials (2 of 6)
WM other inorganic materials

* includes inorganic non-metal waste materials, e.g., concrete, glass,
firebrick, ceramics, graphite, sand, and inorganic
sorbents; mixed throughout repository.

W vitrified

* includes waste that has been melted or fused at high temperature with
~ glass forming additives (e.g., soil or silica) in appropriate proportions to
result in a homogeneous glass-like matrix; in 7-packs; any unoxidized
metallic phases are considered as iron-base metal/alloys.

PR3 1930.301/63407 ppt




Materials (3 of 6)

m cellulosics
« includes materials generally derived from high polymer plant carbo-
hydrates, e.g., paper, cardboard, kimwipes, wood, cellophane, cloth, etc.;

mixed throughout repository

m rubber

« includes natural or manmade elastic latex materials, e.g., Hypalon,

neoprene, surgeons’ gloves, rubber part of leaded-rubber gloves, etc.;

mixed throughout repository

m plastics
« includes generally manmade materials,
feedstock, e.g., polyethylene, polyvinylchloride,
packaging is considered separately; mi

often derived from petroleum
Lucite, Teflon, etc.; plastic

xed throughout repository.




Materials (4 of 6)

m solidified inorganic materials

« includes any homogeneous materials consisting of sludge or aqueous
base liquids that are solidified with cement, Envirostone, or other
solidification agents, e.g., wastewater treatment sludge, cemented
aqueous liquids, and inorganic particulates, etc.; in 7-packs; cement
used as part of solidification process is considered separately.

m solidified organic material

» includes cemented organic resins, SOlldlﬁed organic liquids, and
sludges; in 7-packs.




Materials (5 of 6)

m cement (solidified)
« includes cement used in solidifying liquids, particulates, and sludges;
mixed throughout repository.

m soils
« includes generally naturally occurring soils contaminated with
inorganic radioactive waste materials; in 7-packs.

m steel packaging
« include containers (e.g., drums, boxes, etc.); in all drums; steel in
waste and steel plug packaging are considered separately.

m plastics packaging

« in all drums; plastics in waste are considered separately




Materials (6 of 6)

B lead packaging

* includes lead shieldi-ng in a RH-TRU canister; located in room walls;
lead in waste is conmdered separately.

m steel pl ug

* located in room walls; steel in waste and steel non-plug packagmg are
considered separately.

m MgO backfill

e includes pellets, primarily on top and sides of waste room.

m Salt

+ fragments from roof, primarily near the roof




Initial Material Properties

Material Expected Amount Location
(% Total Wtin Repository)
iron-base metal/alloys 12.6 ' throughout
aluminum -base metal/alloys 1.3 throughout -
other metal/alloys 5.6 throughout
other inorganic m aterials 2.4 throughout
vitrified 4.0 in 7-packs
cellulosics 4.0 throughout
rubber 0.7 throughout
plastics 2.5 throughout
solidified inorganic m aterials 4.0 in 7-packs
solidified organic material 0.4 in 7-packs
cement (solidified) 3.7 - throuwghout
soils 3.2 P in 7-packs
steel packaging 11.4 SN all drum s
plastics packaging 1.9 N all drums
lead packaging 1.4 with RH in room walls
steel plng 6.5 ~ with RH in room walls
MgO backfill 34.5 top and sides of roem
salt Note top of room .

Note: Salt fragments have been assessed to comprise ab
volume of each waste room. Also, amoun
locations as a function of scale, and will not be average

except at large scale.
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