Application of PEN Method to

Hexagonal Core Neutronics Analysis Benchmark Problems

UM, BEs
A g vet
I} o}

PENY (gt 57 weh) e 98 w49 BEAH 143 Adjoint Aux(F9 24 24%)
Aol &85 ﬂﬂﬂﬂlkmmmwTﬂEmm%-%i:léqﬂ 2 #3714 Zxel
@Bt 22d 9% W¥E52 #2489 Benchmark & 4% Euwvwvﬂ =
o% Bz AgE A - 7Fe) ez Akem 1 7|F ANXNZA FX2-TH ;=9 Ads
Plg gt dEz52 4o A8y o4 A5 Jeae vlzs) YA e 3%
Fol AFA 7 Getsk Y 21el M Normalized Flux ©.27F 05% o)), A3zl WGabsla oe 9
el Al Normalized Flux 27} 1% oo H@st ARE B} Ad]Olnt flux sie] 458 4

€ B

8 =

sl VENTURE Z=Pel A2 238 71282 stgen, Ads 222 96 A18€ o2

9] Benchmark £ 2|5 ol A &%Sﬁ%%Eﬁ&%%ﬂﬁﬁ}i%%lAE\vﬂmﬂﬁ“ 2%
£ By

1. A&

of @79 5HE, d¥IANAN =g HYS o] &3 WY =AM AgHe FFg wAg
B Aoy I FAHA BHe o 2ok 94 g @] w2eygel s HEde =4
e A3MA ool HEY ARAES £ fEsd 23d §4d d¥Esz Angw
Benchmark £#4& Z°]3toH, o2 Adjoint fluxg Fair 71Eshet vl - BAsgct
GFAAN = o] REgE =AY AEHA L] A9}t Adjoint flux HE BYL
EX @34 d) =2 e A8 Fsuz s

2. HEge =4 4
21 Azbel U@ A

Fully implicit method& ©]§38te] AIES o A AL Alzte] s 2235H g
2 g,



1 ¢Lfl+l)( r)__ﬂf/( 7

1 — (+1) (+1 (+1) (+D
. 7t DTNV, T () + () ¢, ()
- 252 ilvz};“%rw;“”(r) t e (nel ()

o JACH()

C N = e M c(n

B —AgSly — Aqlly
+ 4tk e ) =7 oL i w0 (2)

eoff € =1

Baf,__1 _ —aaany) 1 (+D) U+ D)
+ Ad{l Addtl(l ¢ )} keff_ggl Wi () gs (7

o ¢é[)( 7 = ¢’g( 7, t)
¢, time step [ oAl Azt
A=t~ 8
Byt TEWE AEFAHA B4

=
=
Ag 0 AEFHA ARG 945

22 AN =2 A8le £ 3o g FA5
A4 (@F BFAAA =2 gl HEty] At Tl W AR FAsA ofe} 2o
g Fer
C Uty = Vd'éél) + 1 Fg(,'b ﬁ: s(’1+1) é (+n (3)
= =
— 1
% C Vo vay)(r) dv

Vy o ARFEAdz R ddste 28 AT I E((nxn)diagonal matrix)

4 (e AED A 4 DS AYAD 239 A AFRoZ odle] 4 (9 B

= = °
e S Py e A
of A3t WFF FHAF A%z GAY, MY T4 F4EA ©)4e FHA A=
do =d8Y 298 244 |t
Al, Tf’(lﬂ) + ¢d(1+1) + A3'qb(l+1) —_ F’ E(I) (4)
Tl 'q‘s(l+l) + Tz ¢d([+1) + T3¢(l+1) — 0 (5)
0 B(1+1) + Ul ¢d(l+l) + U2¢(I+1) — 0 6)

_94_



3. Adjoint flux 3}

Adjoint flux A4S 98 B4 A4 (7)E forward PEN matrix! £ transposedho] oo xm
2 #3& VEVTURE 2=Y2 78 71&eieh mastel a4 s g siyel 4848 24
srsieh.

A1 T Tl T 0 E* FT 0 0 :*
AT T, Ut m*’ =1 0 0 0 ] m*] (7
A;T T, U, g 0 0 0 ¢

—_

@ ¢ Adjoint flux vector

A, A,, Ay, F  forward PEN 4% HE49 A+ 4.
Tl s T2 N Tg . forward PEN D\iﬁg_& %’\é}]—iﬁ— Cﬁé‘ﬂ_ Ao ] 7*”}\ 63)‘:]
U, , U, . forward PEN F4#F 74 w3 ao A4 gd

4. FAAY A3 2 29

<aY1>e NENH @E52 Benchmark F4Pe =4 #golg <
AL Aol <H3>8 AR -4 Benchmark

gﬂ-‘

2>, <3f1> <3f

2>% o] ZAlol g A g 2 50y gy
Adjoint flux A4 Zaelch edel Al 4% <adl>el ZA® % wol LA skl A
of 020529 A7t ot HAdg AGAs Getgrezy A FEAelrt LA A gk F oK
A G 2H(1=0 sec) A =4 AEHE 12 52 o] APO2RY 325 w4
HEd Hsts AN OFAAA =2RE ol & AN A =4 FAEge 4 A
A Gl 32F(t=3 sec)dllE <2Y2>F FuFW 7|FHGE Aol & Holv} YFAE 540
o) d4ztgow u¥ols A FX2-TH z=¢ AP wz=s DIFD z=e Anlny

o & 48 ADE B AAA TS BluEly] Yt s <ay2>e A g
A ZHS AWE RHol: F24YE AHL2H =9l HEXFEMe]
HAestdnt A 9E 242 Benchmark® 4 £o)

of A A, thEAAMA =GRl o3 T= AAZ

18 wpet 7ol 715

] Quadratic Option$

o Al 3x e AlZHE 64 stepl R UF

= & HEXFEM = AARA 7Fz) u) sl

PENTIUM 266MHz CPU®IA 2490 sec® #& HZE REAul <HEI>T <F2>9 Azjo]Az
)

AEA7E Gatg ARAME Ao 068% TS £ B3 <afl>o EAld gEA
]

s
Y FAHRE Qx| S DIF3D Nodal 29 Hoh ot 1.33%20 0] vlah M ciatal a7y o
daigiol] 23 Ao AE 06%E Rk o9k o] el =i sfaeld T dy v
He s 2o M AdE 2Ah Adjoint flux dl WAz 28w IAEA Z4Ye) ey

= VENTUREY 71Zsjol ﬁlow AWeA 13% HEo 2 248 Bgoy yra A
g de e 4% st

3E IAEAE A daid 2 X8 Hole AL o #Hwo FAAE FAG WaE oy
= yoy 2L B forward A4t A el A e & Aat
TUstth <E3>oA ol#d A4S AH B £ ey FuAer FAREEL) nax 2o

YFYASREL F97F £FYALEEN WHA o 2 Auoxe Fre A weln

olel WA Asa Ame s dgARA weol HHMM b3

bl
i
2
2
fet
]

S
el
of
A
b
ol
ol
N
2
‘_]r
o
R

,_95_



al

ﬂ},‘.“

d

M

[1] 23, “S¥E =4 HAHTE b3t =7 =PEN)sIE ] ML, AL &9 =&, A%
)8k, 1997.

[2] D.R.Vondy & T.B.Fowler & GW.Cunningham "Input Data Requirements for Special
Processors in the Computation System Containing the Venture Neutronics Code”, 1979.

[3]1 Y. A. Chao and Y.A. Shatilla, "The Theory of ANC-H:A Hexagonal Nodal Diffusion Code
Using Conformal Mapping,” Proc. 1994 Top. Meeting on Advances in Reactor Physics,
Volll,pp.324-336,Knoxvill, TN, April 11-15, 1994.

[4] "Argonne National Laboratory Code Center Benchmark Problem Book,” ANL-7416, Suppl.
2, Argonne National Laboratory, 1977.

{5] T. A. Taiwo and H. S. Khalil, “The DIF3D Nodal Kinetics Capability in Héx-z Geometry
Formulation and Preliminary Tests,” Proceedings of the International Topical Meeting on
Advances in Mathematics, Computations, and Reactor Physics, Pittsburgh, PA, American
Nuclear Society, April, 1991.

6] 3E 9. “28 #+2 x4 B4 FAAA L, KAERVCM-098/96, &% A48 dT2,
1997.

4 1}

@ %A SaaA

- 96 —



B 22 g8EFRe Ao g n44

i
m-N'
rE
ot

50

3s |
& 30}
'K]'ll L

DIF3D Nodal
Ap =775 cenf

<0

a 20

10 — FX2-TH Extrapolated
From 24 & 54 Triangle
°T /r
0 = . 1 s 1 ) 1 R 1 N 1 N
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

Al ZH(sec)
Reference : FX2-TH Extrapolated From 24 And 54 Triangle

W OE1L 9d8 AP detE AxdAe] $4A4% D 0%

t=0 sec Ul t=3 sec ¥
Normalized Normalized
Grou Normalized Group Flux Error (%) Normalized Group Flux Error (%)
Pl Group Flux Group Flux
FX2-TH DIFSDq HEXFEM PEN FX2-TH DIF?:Dy HEXFEM PEN
Ext V Nodal ? 6Q ¥ |Triangular ¥| Extr " Nodal ~' 6Q ¥ Triangular
1 1.7142 -3.15 0.68 -0.68 2.3610 -1.05 0.27 ~-0.45
2 45454 3.38 -0.47 0.62 4.8393 3.25 -0.51 0.37
Total 2.4769 0.08 0.11 -0.04 3.0297 0.79 -0.08 -0.11
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FX2-TH DIF SD HEXEEM PEN FX2-TH DIF3D |HEXFEM PEN
Extr U | Nodal ? 6Q" |Triangular ®| Extr ™ | Nodal ® | 6Q” [Triangular ¥
1 1.0000 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.0000 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 1.0145 -0.01 0.00 0.00 1.0172 0.00 0.00 -0.01
3 1.0586 -0.03 0.01 -0.02 1.0696 0.01 -0.00 -0.01
4 1.1342 -0.05 _ 0.01 -0.03 1.1602 0.03 -0.01 -0.02
5 1.2448 -0.09 0.03 -0.05 1.2945 0.05 -0.02 -0.04
6 1.3951 -0.13 0.05 -0.08 1.4814 0.08 -0.02 -0.05
7 1.5959 -0.22 0.07 -0.11 1.7399 0.10 -0.02 “=-0.07
8 1.8944 -0.33 0.10 -0.16 2.1342 0.12 -0.03 ~-0.09
9 2.3495 -0.34 0.14 -0.14 2.7398 0.25 -0.00 -0.06
10 2.7960 -0.27 0.14 -0.21 3.3063 0.34 -0.02 -0.14
11 26777 -0.39 0.18 -0.25 3.1889 0.24 0.01 -0.19
12 2.0118 -0.45 0.23 -0.25 2.4063 0.21 0.05 -0.19
13 1.0871 -0.14 041 0.22 1.2956 0.32 0.06 0.12
14 0.3937 0.73 -0.06 0.54 0.4668 1.33 -0.22 0.60
B I3 Adjont Flux A4 @3}
€ max (%) € avg (%)
1st group | 2nd group | 1st group | 2nd group
VVERI1000( @ =0.125) 1.23 168 0.47 0.71
VVERIO00( @ =0.5) 3.06 3.95 0.80 1.05
IAEA I "( @ =0.125) 113 13.7 5.09 5.93
IAEAT"(2=05) 957 10.1 4.00 4.87
IAEAX O ?( @ =0.125) 1.83 2.06 0.56 0.81
IAEAX (2 =0.5) 159 2.28 0.73 1.08
Large HWR 0.86 1.73 0.15 0.15
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