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Class Input Parameter
* Inventory
* Source unit, layout
Source * Failure time
* Probability of early failure
* Degradation rate
* Solubility
* Diffusivity
Water &
. * Bulk density
Solid . .
* Porosity, tortuosity
* Kd
EBS * Dimension
(+ EDZ) ¢ Hydraulic conductivity
* Size
NBS * Hydraulic conductivity
* Hydraulic gradient
* Earthquake occurrence time,
External magnitude, distance
event e Well intrusion occurrence time,
distance, discharge rate
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Table 2. Kd(m3/kg) for each radionuclide [2]
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Pu-239,

Buffer Rock Buffer Rock
Ac 5.0E+0 5.0E+0 Pu 3.0E+0 4.0E-3
Am 5.0E+0 5.0E+0 Ra 1.0E-2  1.0E-1
C 0.0E+0 0.0E+0 Rn 0.0E+0 0.0E+0
Cl 0.0E+0 0.0E+0 Se 3.0E-3 8.3E-4
Cm 5.0E+0 5.0E+0 Sm 1.0E+0 1.0E+0
Cs 6.6E-1 5.2E-2 Sn 3.0E+0 2.0E-2
1 7.4E-3  0.0E+0 Sr 1.2E-2  1.0E-2
Nb 1.0E+0 1.0E+0 Tc 1.0E-1  0.0E+0
Ni 7.0E-1 1.2E-1 Th 3.0E+0 5.0E+0
Np 3.0E+0 1.7E-1 U 5.0E+0 5.0E+0
Pa 1.0E+0  1.0E-1 Zr 5.0E+0 5.0E+0
Pd 1.0E-1  3.0E-2
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Table 3. Solubility(mol/m®) for each radionuclide [2]

RN Sol. RN Sol. RN Sol.
Ac 1.0E-4 Ni 5.0E-4 Sm 1.0E-4
Am 1.0E-4 Np 2.0E-5 Sn 5.0E-4
C 1.0E+0 Pa 5.0E-5 Sr 1.0E+1
Cl 7.0E+3 Pd 1.0E-5 Tc 1.0E-5
Cm 1.0E-4 Pu 5.0E-6 Th 5.0E-5
Cs 4.0E+3 Ra 1.0E-3 U 1.0E-5
I 4.0E+3 Rn - Zr 1.0E-5
Nb 1.0E-4 Se 1.0E-4
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Fig. 2. Sensitivity on solubility.
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