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Fig. 1. Thermal model for tunnel fire.

Fig. 2. Temperature contours for tunnel fire.

Table 1. Thermal Analysis Results for Tunnel Fire

Calculated temperature (°C)

30 MW | 40 MW | 50 MW
Fire flame 834 1067 1388
Environment of cask 652 955 1207
Tunnel wall 297 455 647
Tunnel outlet 177 242 346
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