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Fig. 1. Schematic View of an EBS for Different
Waste Streams
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Fig. 2. Annual Individual Dose from Pyro-Process
Waste with the Dissolution Rate of 107 1/yr
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Table 1. Input Parameters for Sensitivity Analysis

U eIxt =HE EEET Parameter H3
Container Failure Time niform_|Mim T leF=10mpara
) Max 4
2 Min 0
Early Time Failure . ,
i Triangular  |Most Likely 0.1 ETF=para
IMax 0.5
Waste Dissolution Rat Min -12
aste Dissolution Rate it in R om
1Ar) Max -5
Fracture Length Min 89
e ‘"[' l'”° Triangular  [Most Likely 100 FT=para
" Max 200
Nin -1
Dispersion in Fracture [m] |  Triangular  [Most Likely 0 DF=10%10%*para
Max 1
Min -12
Hydraulic Conductivi
ydraulic Conductivty | i gular  [Most Ukely 10 |HC=10%para
[mss]
Max -8
[Min 0.025
Poresity in MWCF Triangular  [Most Likely 0.05 PO=pars
Max 0:1
MWCE Length ) Min 40.0
i Triangular Most Likely 800 ML=para
. Max 1600
Min -1
Dispersion i F
spervion in- MW Triangular  [Most Likely 0 |AF=50"10"para
[m] M
ax 1
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Fig. 3. Peak Dose vs. Time to Peak Dose
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Fig. 4. Peak Dose vs. Waste Dissolution Rate
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Fig. 5. Peak Dose vs. Waste Canister Failure Time
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