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Abstract

With the rapid development of nuclear energy, thorium has been gaining attention
because of its abundant reserves and excellent physical properties. Compared with
light-water reactors, block-type high temperature gas cooled reactors (HTRs) are a better
choice for thorium-based fuel for higher burnup and harder neutron spectrum. When
using thorium in block-type HTRs, the composition and spatial distribution of thorium/
uranium fuels are two determined factors of nuclear performance. Four spatial separa-
tion levels of thorium/uranium fuels, no separation level, TRISO level, channel level, and
block level, are defined for the block-type thorium-fueled HTRs. A two-step calculation
scheme was used to obtain the neutronic performance, including the initial inventory of
U-235, effective multiplication factor, and average conversion ratio. Based on these data,
the fuel cycle cost of different spatial separation levels can be calculated by the levelized
lifetime cost method as a function of thorium content. The fuel cycle cost changes with
the same trend as the initial inventory of U-235 in the reactor cores because the latter
determines 70% of the total cost. When the thorium content is constant, the initial
inventory of U-235 decreases with the increase of the spatial separation level because
spatial self-shielding effect is strengthened by the latter.

Keywords: spatial separation effects, Th/U MOX, seed-and-blanket concept, whole
assembly seed-and-blanket concept, block-type HTRs, fuel cycle cost analysis
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1. Introduction

During the mid-1950s to the mid-1970s, some different types of Th/U MOX fuels, for example
(Th,U)O2 or (Th,U)C2, were tested and used as fuels in high-temperature gas-cooled reactors
(HTRs), like AVR and THTR in Germany [1] and Fort St. Vrain in the USA [2]. Three main
reasons inspired them to demonstrate Th-U fuel cycle at that time. First, compared with kwon
uranium, thorium is three times more abundant in nature. Second, Th-232 has an attractive
potential for breeding to fissile U-233 efficiently in thermal neutron spectrum. U-233 is also
considered as the best compared with other two common fissile isotopes, U-235 and Pu-239, in
epithermal or thermal spectrum from neutronic point of view because the number of fission
neutrons per neutron absorbed is 10–20% higher than that of U-235 and Pu-239. Finally,
uranium resources were believed to be insufficient to support the development of nuclear
industries on a large scale at the early period of nuclear energy development.

Besides HTRs, thorium has been an interesting nuclear fuel for various reactor applications [3],
such as molten-salt reactors (MSRs) and water-cooled reactors.Especially, combined with mol-
ten-salt fuel in MSRs, thorium was used as a necessary composition of the “standard” fuel
aiming to converse and even breed Th-232 to U-233 from the 1970s to mid-1980s. In past 20
years, the potential of thorium has been extended to radioactive waste management and
plutonium incineration [4]. In this application, Th-232 is considered as a better fertile isotope
than U-238 because of a larger net destruction of plutonium, when weapon-grade or reactor-
grade plutonium is burned in various nuclear reactors. Furthermore, thorium-fueled reactors
generate less long-lived radioactive wastes than uranium-fueled ones.

Combined with the commercial purpose and potential application scale, light-water reactors
(LWRs) are a natural choice from the reactor point of view in recent years because of a large
amount of LWRs all over the world. The seed-and-blanket (S&B) concept has been reexamined
for LWR application by the MIT group [5, 6]. The concepts originate from S&B configuration
and were developed for the advanced water breeder application (AWBA) program and tested
in the light water breeder reactor (LWBR) at Shippingport from 1977 to 1982 [7]. Further work
on thorium-fueled LWRs has been pursued by Radkowsky and Galperin [8]. The MIT group
proposed the micro-heterogeneous fuel assemblies and the whole assembly seed-and-blanket
(WASB) concept. Moreover, compared with the past research, the recent MITwork is all based
on low-enriched uranium for proliferation resistance.

Because of the burnup limit of LWRs (usually 50 GWd/tHM), some research showed that the
potential of thorium is limited in LWRs, and HTRs are a better choice for thorium-based fuel for
higher burnup and harder neutron spectrum. Recently, the concept of S&B fuel blockshas been
introducedto the U-battery [9], a small long-life HTR, and a commercial-level GT-MHR [10], as
well as advanced high-temperature reactors (AHTRs) [11] with low-pressure liquid-salt (Flibe) as
coolant, which enables the design of a high-power (e.g., 2400–4000 MWth), high-temperature
(850–950�C) reactorwith fully passive safety capability and the economic production of electricity
orhydrogen.

The past studies have shown the distribution of thorium and uranium fuels in space is a very
important factor for the performance of thorium-fueled reactors and have proposed some
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interesting concepts of S&B and WASB. Actually, the different concepts represent different
separation levels of thorium/uranium fuels in space. The chapter tries to systematically analyze
the spatial separation effects of thorium/uranium fuels on the nuclear performance of block-
type HTRs and to quantitatively evaluate the difference by fuel cycle cost. The second section
will describe the reactor, fuel block, and the calculation models, including the transport calcula-
tion model with burnup and fuel cycle cost model. The third section will present the calculation
results of four different spatial separation levels and discuss the difference among them. The
final section will conclude the chapter.

2. Block-type HTRs and calculation methodologies

2.1. Block-type HTRs and spatial separation levels

2.1.1. Block-type HTRs

Modular block-type HTRs [12] are one kind of inherently safe reactors, which passively
remove decay heat by natural convection, conduction, and radiation from the reactor core
and keep the fuel intact. As mentioned in Section 1, the block-type HTRs are a better choice
for thorium-based fuel for higher burnup and harder neutron spectrum. Moreover, an advan-
tage of block-type HTRs over pebble-bed HTRs is that the former provides multi-level and
fixed spatial distribution of thorium/uranium fuels in the reactor cores.The reactor core of the
block-type HTRs investigated, as shown in Figure 1(a), is comprised of an annular fuel zone,
inner reflectors, and outer reflectors. The annular fuel zone is comprised of 1980 fuel blocks, as
shown in Figure 1(b). The fuel blocks are stacked firmly against each other in columns that
form an annulus between an inner and an outer reflector, both of which consist of rings of
unfueled graphite blocks. The annular core configuration ensures higher thermal power and
inherent safety under most accidents and transient conditions. Each fuel block includes 210
fuel channels, 108 coolant channels, and 6 fixed burnable poison channels which are filled with

Figure 1. Thorium-fueled HTR and fuel block, (a) Reactor core and (b) Fuel block. Does the query aim to use second style
for the book?
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graphite in the flowing calculations.The cylindrical fuel compacts are stacked inside channels
drilled into hexagonal graphite blocks. Other geometrical parameters ofthe fuel blocks are
listed in Table 1.

The most prominent feature of the block-type HTRs is use of tristructural-isotropic (TRISO)
particles, which contain five layers from inside to outside: fuel kernel, porous carbon buffer,
inner pyrolytic carbon (IPyC), silicon carbide (SiC), and outer pyrolytic carbon (OPyC). The
porous carbon buffer layer is provided to protect the dense PyC from fission recoil damage
and to provide void volume to limit the fission gas pressure. The dense PyC has good irradiation
stability and capability to remain intact to perform fission production retention under severe
exposure conditions. Sandwiched between the two PyC layers, the SiC layer provides metallic
fission production retention and mechanical strength. TRISO fuel particles are blended and
bonded together with a graphite matrix to form fuel compacts. Figure 2 illustrates how the
TRISO particles are packaged into the annular core.

2.1.2. Definition of multiscale spatial separation

When using thorium in HTRs, two important factors influence nuclear performance. One is the
thorium content (the mass ratio of Th-232 to all heavy metal isotopes), meaning the mixed
proportion of thorium and uranium. The other is the spatial separation level of thorium and
uranium, meaning how thorium and uranium are to be mixed. According to the level of spatial
separation, four levels are in a block-type HTR: (1) No separation (Th/UMOX level): with Th/U
MOX fuel, the thorium and uranium are mixed in each fuel kernel as a form of (Th,U)O2, as
shown in Figure 2(a). Thorium and uranium do not separate in the macrolevel, (2) TRISO-level
separation (SBT level): UO2 and ThO2 are made into different TRISO fuel particles (UO2 TRISO
and ThO2 TRISO) separately, but the two kinds of TRISO fuel particles are mixed into the same
fuel compact, as shown in Figure 2(b), (3) Channel-level separation (SBU level): each fuel
channel has only one kind of fuel compacts (UO2 fuel compacts or ThO2 fuel compacts), but a
fuel block has both UO2 fuel channels and ThO2 fuel channels, as shown in Figure 2(c), and (4)
Block-level separation (WASB level): each fuel block only has a kind of fuel (UO2 or ThO2), but
the core has both UO2 fuel blocks and ThO2 fuel blocks, as shown in Figure 2(d).

2.2. Calculation and evaluation methods

2.2.1. Neutronic calculation method

To only analyze the influence of spatial separation, the other parameters are kept the same
including the fuel block geometry, as listed in Table 1, and the fuel shuffling scheme, as shown
in Figure 3. A detailed full-core 3D transport calculation in one step will require significant

Parameters Width
across
flat [cm]

Height
of block
[cm]

Diameter/
number of fuel
channels [cm/�]

Diameter/number
of coolant
channels [cm/�]

Diameter
of kernels
[μm]

Thickness of
TRISO layers
[μm]

Density of
TRISO layers
[g/cm3]

Values 36 79.3 1.27/210 1.588/102, 1.27/6 500 100/35/35/40 1.05/1.9/3.2/
1.9

Table 1. Basic geometrical parameters of fuel blocks in the HTR.
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Figure 2. Four levels of spatial separation of thorium/uranium in block-type HTRs.
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memory and a central processing unit (CPU) time as utilities in producing calculations or even
in laboratories for design purposes. Therefore, a two-step calculation scheme is typical: (1) a
detailed calculation at the assembly level with reflective boundary conditions, which gives
homogenized cross-sections for the assemblies, condensed to a certain number of groups
(lattice calculation step) and (2) a second calculation at the core level with homogenized
properties in each assembly and usually small number of groups (full-core calculation step).

In this chapter, the traditional two-step calculation scheme is constructed based on the
DRAGON V4 code system [13], as shown in Figure 4. An attractive feature of the DRAGON
code is its ability to treat particle fuel in a graphite matrix in a full-assembly calculation. It
provides the possibility to define a stochastic mixture of spherical micro-structures that can be
distributed inside composite mixtures of the current macro-geometry using the Hebert double-
heterogeneity model [14] or Sanchez-Pogroming double-heterogeneity model [15].

In step (a) in Figure 4, a 2D fuel block is modeled including the structure of the TRISO particle.
The method of characteristics (MOC) and 295-group cross-section library (http://www.
polymtl.ca/merlin/libraries.htm) are used to solve the transport equation. Then, the energy
groups of the cross-sections are condensed to 26 groups during the homogenization of the fuel
block. In step (b), a 1D annular core is modeled, comprising a homogenized fuel zone and two
reflector zones. The homogenized cross-sections of the fuel block generated in step (a) are
used for the fuel zone in this step, and the cross-sections of the graphite generated in step (a)
are used for the reflectors of the 1D reactor model. The 1D transport calculations are executed
by the discrete ordinate (SN) method. Only the reflectors are homogenized to generate the

Figure 3. Reactor core calculation model for 1/6th core.

Recent Improvements of Power Plants Management and Technology102



cross-sections of the reflector for the following full-core calculations. In step (c), the 2D full-core
calculations are executed by the interface current (IC) method. The cross-sections of fuel blocks
in this step come from the step (a), while the cross-sections of reflectors come from step (b).

2.2.2. Fuel cost analysis model

An evaluation criterion must be in the comparison of different spatial separationlevels. Usu-
ally, the fuel cycle cost is one of the criteria. To make a fair comparison, the adoption of a
standardized methodology for fuel cycle cost calculations is prerequisite. Therefore, the
levelized lifetime cost methodology is used in this study. The levelized lifetime cost methodol-
ogy was developed by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD)
[16], which uses an internationally accepted investment appraisal methodology to analyze the
fuel cycle cost.

The cash flow for fuel cycle material and services commences before the reactor starts to
generate electricity and continues well after the reactor ceases operation. The exact timing of
payments for natural uranium purchase, conversion, enrichment, fabrication, spent fuel stor-
age, and disposal depends on the associated lead and lag times for the fuel cycle components.
To calculate the overall fuel cycle cost, the magnitude of each component cost and the appro-
priate time that it occurs must be identified. Fuel quantities are obtained from reactor neu-
tronic calculations as described in Section 2.2.1. These quantities of materials and services are
adjusted to allow for process losses in the various component stages of the nuclear fuel cycle
and then multiplied by the unit costs to obtain the component costs. Finally, the total fuel
cycle cost is gotten by discounting these component costs to their present values in a specified
base year (usually the commission date of reactor), as shown in Figure 5. The levelized lifetime
cost methodology provides costs per unit of electricity generated which are the ratios of
lifetime expenses to total expected output, expressed in terms of the present value equivalent.
This method derives economic merits by comparing their respective average levelized lifetime
costs.

The reactor data and fuel cycle cost data for the HTR are shown in Tables 2 and 3, respectively.
Table 2 gives the information about the reactor including the power, lifetime, cycle length, and
back-end options. Table 3 gives the unit price and lead or lag time for natural uranium

Figure 4. A schematic diagram of the two-step calculation scheme.
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purchase, thorium purchase, conversion, and enrichment. The price of natural uranium, con-
version, and enrichment is the average price of spot market from 2010 to 2015 (http://www.
uxc.com/), respectively: 120.9 $/kg U, 8.75 $/kg U, and 126.5 $/SWU. The fabrication cost of
777 $/kg HM for HTR fuel blocks comes from the Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL)’s

Figure 5. Time flow of nuclear fuel cycle cost with direct disposal option.

Items Values

Thermal output 600 MWth

Electric output 240 MWe

Plant lifetime 60 years

Refueling cycle length 2 years

Load factor 90%

Back-end options Direct disposal

Discount rate 8%

Table 2. Reactor operation data for the HTR.

Components Prices Lead or lag times

Natural uranium purchase 120.9 $/kg U 24 months

Thorium purchase 120.9 $/kg Th 24 months

Conversion 8.75 $/kg U 18 months

Enrichment 126.5 $/SWU 12 months

Fabrication 777 $/kg HM 6 months

Storage 230 $/kg HM 5 years

Disposal 610 $/kg HM 40 years

Table 3. Fuel cycle cost data for the HTR.
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report [17]. Others are the same as the OECD’s report [16]. Although different fuel separation
levels would likely affect unit price related to fabrication and, in particular, storage, and
disposal, their fraction in total fuel cycle cost is small, as mentioned in Section 3.4. Moreover,
the sensitivity analysis shows that a �50% variation of the price of fabrication, storage, or
disposal will lead to a no-more-than �5% variation of fuel cycle cost [18]. Thus, even if
different fuel separation levels have a different price of fabrication, storage, and disposal, the
analysis in this chapter is still valid.

3. Results and discussion

For real HTRs with multi-batch refueling and multi-block, both the spatial separation levels
defined in Section 2 and refueling patterns influence the performance of fuel in the reactor
core, so the latter is excluded by ideally adopting one-batch fixed-patternrefueling mode in
order to focus on the spatial separation effect of the thorium/uranium fuel. Based on the one-
batch fixed-pattern refueling mode, as shown in Figure 3, thorium and uranium in the differ-
ent spatial separation levels with the same mass are loaded into the geometrically same reactor
core and are discharged when the keff reaches the same specified value. The core performance
difference is due to the spatial separation levels.

3.1. Configuration effects in one spatial separation level

In order to compare four different spatial separation levels in the core scale, the configurations
or patterns of the thorium/uranium fuels in the channel-level separation and block-level
separation are simply analyzedin this section because the former meets different configur-
ationsor patterns in block scale and the latter does in core scale, as shown in Figure 2, and the
configurations influence the performance of the reactor core. For the other two separation
levels, that is no separation level and TRISO-level separation, the same the fuel blocks exist in
the whole reactor core.

3.1.1. Spatial configuration effects in the channel-level separation

For the channel-level separation, the spatial configurations of thorium/uranium compacts in
the fuel block are different even for the same thorium content because uranium and thorium
compacts are located in different channels, that is, there are 2210 configurations theoretically. It
is almost impossible to investigate all of them, but it is not necessary to do it because the
performance is possibly similar for some similar configurations, and the comparison in the
reactor core scale is of the main concern. Five typical configurations (SBU 1#–SBU 5#) are
chosen and investigated for 46% of thorium content, as shown in Figure 6. The uranium fuel
compacts are located in the central, middle, and outer regions of the fuel block, respectively, for
the SBU 1#–SBU 3#, and are evenly located in the fuel block for the SBU 4# and SBU 5#. The
uranium compacts are relatively concentrated in the former group of configurations and are
relatively dispersed in the latter group of configurations. For other thorium content, the spatial
separation of uranium/thorium compacts are located in the similar mode.
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Figures 7 and 8 show the keff of the reactor core for 46 and 91% thorium contents, which are
calculated based on the model described in Section 2.2. When the thorium content increases,
the number of thorium compacts will increase and the number of uranium compacts will
decrease. In order to maintain the same mass of U-235 in the fuel block or in the reactor core,

Figure 6. Five typical configurations of uranium/thorium fuels for 46% thorium content (red: uranium compacts, blue:
Thorium compacts).

Figure 7. keff of five configurations for 46% thorium content.
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the enrichment of U-235 has to be increased. For different thorium contents, when the enrich-
ment of U-235 is less than 20%, the five different spatial configurations of thorium/uranium
fuels achieve the similar keff. However, when the enrichment is higher than 20%, for example
80%, the keff of the five configurations is different obviously. Moreover, the keff of the SBU 4#
and SBU 5# is always higher than the other three configurations, and the influence of the
spatial configurations becomes important. In the channel-level separation, the dispersed ura-
nium compacts are advantageous to transmute Th-232 to U-233 when the thorium content
and, thus, the enrichment of U-235 are high. Based on the calculations and analysis, the
suggested spatial configurations of thorium/uranium compacts in the fuel block are shown in
Figure 9 for the channel-level separation. The uranium compacts are concentrated in the

Figure 8. keff of five configurations for 91% thorium content.

Figure 9. Configurations of thorium/uranium compacts for channel-level separation (red: uranium compacts, blue:
thorium compacts).
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central region of the fuel block for low thorium content and are dispersed for high thorium
content.

3.1.2. Spatial configuration effects in block-level separation

For the block-level separation, the spatial configurations of thorium/uranium fuel blocks in the
reactor coremeet the same problem as the channel-level separation. The uranium and thorium
fuel blocks located in different positions in the reactor core lead to different configurations,
that is, there are 2198 configurationsof the fuel blocks theoretically. Based on the same analysis
method as presented in Section 3.1.1, every five typical configurations (WASB 1#–WASB 5#)
were chosen and investigated for different thorium content. The results show that the dis-
persed thorium fuel blocks are advantageous to transmute Th-232 to U-233 in the block-level
separation. Based on the results, the suggested spatial configurations of thorium/uranium fuel
blocks in the reactor core are shown in Figure 10 for the block-level separation, which is chosen
to be compared with other three separation levels.

3.2. Effective enrichment and initial inventory of U-235

As mentioned in Section 3.1, the highly-enriched U-235 possibly has to be used when the
thorium content increases. Compared with thorium/uranium-fueled reactor, the uranium-
fueled reactor only contains one fissile isotope, that is, U-235, and one fertile isotope, that is,

Figure 10. Configurations of thorium/uranium fuel blocks for block-level separation (red: uranium fuel blocks, blue:
thorium fuel blocks).
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U-238, in the fuel. The mass fraction of fissile isotopes, that is, U-235, is the so-called enrich-
ment of U-235, as defined in Eq. (1).,

ε ¼ mU5

mU5 þmU8
ð1Þ

When another fertile isotope, that is, Th-232, appears in the reactor fuel, the mass fraction of
fissile isotopes, as defined in Eq. (2)

εef f ¼ mU5

mU5 þmU8 þmTh2
ð2Þ

is different from the traditional enrichment of U-235, which is called effective enrichment of U-
235[19]. If the concept of the effective enrichment of U-235 is adopted, the nominal mass
fraction of fissile isotopes is far less than 20% for the thorium-fueled HTRs as shown in
Figure 11, which is the limit enrichment of U-235 for low-enriched fuel. Since the enrichment
of U-235 is no longer equal to the effective enrichment of U-235 in a thorium-loaded reactor,
and the physical meaning of the latter is clearer, the latter is analyzed instead of the former.

As shown in Figure 11, the required initial effective enrichment of U-235 obviously decreases
with the increase of separation level from Th/U MOX to SBU and WASB for the same 2-year

Figure 11. Initial effective enrichment of U-235 as a function of thorium content for different separation levels.
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refueling cycle length, when the thorium content changes from 10 to 80%. When the thorium
content is less than 10% or larger than 80%, the influence of spatial separation level on the
initial εeff is weak because the fuel is nearly uranium or thorium and thus there is no obvious
difference. Moreover, the initial εeff of SBU is nearly the same as that of theWASB when the
thorium content is in the range of 20–70%. For the Th/U MOX fuel, the initial εeff increases
when the thorium content increases from 0 to 30% and decreases with the further increase of
thorium. For the SBT, SBU, andWASB, the initial εeff decreases with the increase of the thorium
content.

Although the total initial inventory of heavy metal slightly decreases because of the density
difference between ThO2 (9.4 g/cm3) and UO2 (10.4 g/cm3), as shown in Figure 12, the
required initial inventory of U-235,as shown in Figure 13, nearly has the same trend as the
initial effective enrichment of U-235, according to Eq. (2). Furthermore, the initial inventory
of the enriched uranium also decreases with the increase of the thorium content, as shown in
Figure 12, because more and more U-238 is replaced by Th-232 in the reactor core. The
change of the initial inventory of U-235 or the initial effective enrichment of U-235 is a result
of the difference of nuclear performance (e.g., initial effective multiplication factor and
average conversion ratio) caused by the spatial separation levels, as furtherly discussed in
Section 3.3.

Figure 12. Initial inventory of heavy metal as a function of thorium content for different separation levels.
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3.3. Initial effective multiplication factor

3.3.1. Initial effective multiplication factor and average conversion ratio

Figure 14 presents the initial effective multiplication factors (keff) and average conversion
ratios (ACRs) of four spatial separation levels as a function of thorium content. For each spatial
separation level, the keff nearly decreases with the increase of thorium content. For the same
thorium content, the initial keff usually increases when the spatial separation level increases

Figure 13. Initial inventory of U-235 as a function of thorium content for different separation levels.

Figure 14. Initial keff and average conversion ratio of different spatial separation levels.
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from Th/U MOX to SBU. When the thorium content is larger than 80%, the difference among
them becomes small. The more interesting rule is that the trend of ACR is always opposite to
the initial keff, that is, when the ACR is higher, initial keff is smaller, even for the WASB level.

Figure 15 presents the keff as a function of operation time for two different ACRs in one
refueling cycle. In these calculations, the refueling cycle length is 657 effective full power days
(EFPDs), which means the coordinate of end of cycle (EOC) is fixed, as the point B (657,1.005)
in Figure 15. On the other hand, the keff is a nearly linear function of burnup for the thorium-
fueled HTR as shown in Figure 15. Therefore, if the average conversion ratio of the refueling
cycle is smaller, the reactivity drop is larger and thus the initial keff must be higher to guarantee
a critical reactor at EOC.

If Figure 14 is compared with Figure 11 or Figure 13, it is interesting to find that when the
spatial separation level of thorium/uranium fuels changes from SBU to Th/U MOX, the
required initial inventory of U-235 is the most for the Th/U MOX in order to achieve the same
operation time, but the initial keff is smallest and the main benefit is the most amount of Th-232
transmuted into U-233. Once the spatial separation of thorium/uranium fuels changes from
SBU to WASB, the required initial inventory of U-235 decreases. Moreover, the ACR increases

Figure 15. keff as a function of EFPD for different average conversion ratios.
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with increase of thorium content, the initial keff decreases, and thus the reactivity drop or
swingdecreases in the refueling length.

3.3.2. Further discussion of initial effective multiplication factor

In order to analyze the influence of spatial separation levels and thorium content on the initial
keff and thus the initial inventory of U-235, four control groups of typical reactor cores includ-
ing spatial separation levels and thorium content are calculated and discussed. The group 1 is
to compare the Th/U MOX with SBU with 50% thorium content, in order to explain the reason
of the decrease of the initial inventory of U-235. The group 2 is to compare the SBU and WASB
with 50% thorium content, in order to explain the difference between them. The groups 3 and 4
are to discuss the Th/U MOX with 0, 30, and 80% thorium content, respectively, in order to
explain the influence of the thorium content.

Table 4 presents the five factors and initial keff of the reactor cores involved in the four control
groups, which are calculated according to the validated method [10]. The five-factor for-
mula [20] can be written as

keff ¼ η f pεPNL ð3Þ

where η, f, p, ε, PNL are, respectively, the reproduction factor, fuel utilization factor, resonance
escape probability, fast fission factor, and nonleakage probability. However, in the core physics
calculation described in Section 2.2.1, the homogenization of fuel block will mix the fuel,
moderator, and coolant into a mixture, making the η and f inseparable. Thus, the production
of η and f is regarded as the reproduction factor of the core. More information about the five-
factor formula can be found in Ref. [10].

To quantitatively describe the contribution of each factor to the variation of the initial effective
multiplication factor, its contribution [21] is defined in terms of the components of five-factor
formula

Δr ¼ 1
r1
r � k�

1
r2
r � k

 !
� 105, r ¼ η f , ε, p, PNL ð4Þ

Reactor core ηf ε p PNL keff

Th/U MOX-0%Th 1.7257 1.0804 0.6994 0.9550 1.24531

Th/U MOX-30%Th 1.6891 1.0861 0.6852 0.9551 1.20058

Th/U MOX-80%Th 1.5540 1.0701 0.7379 0.9570 1.17436

Th/U MOX-50%Th 1.6491 1.0830 0.6935 0.9556 1.18358

SBU-50%Th 1.5690 1.0687 0.7508 0.9567 1.20442

WASB-50%Th 1.5182 1.0734 0.7567 0.9615 1.18567

Table 4. Five factors and initial keff of different reactor cores involved in four control groups.
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where

r ¼ 0:5ðr1 þ r2Þ, k ¼ ηf ε pPNL ð5Þ

The subscripts 1 and 2 represent two different cases, respectively. Table 5 presents the contri-
bution of each factor for the four control groups.

For the group 1, when the thorium content is 50% and spatial separation level changes from
Th/U MOX level to SBU level, the nonleakage probability increases by 96 pcm and contributes
þ6% to the initial keff, because the spatial separation level strengthens thorium absorption, and
the microscopic absorption cross section of Th-232 (7.4 barns) is three times of U-238 (2.7
barns). Based on the same reason, more thermal neutrons are absorbed by Th-232 but cannot
induce fission reactions, which leads to the reproduction factor of core (ηf) to decrease by 4167
pcm and contributes �285% to the initial keff. The fast fission cross-section of Th-232 (0.01
barns) is smaller than that of U-238 (0.04 barns), which causes the fast fission factor (ε) to
decrease by 1112 pcm and contribute �76%. However, because the thorium fuel is lumped in
the thorium compacts for the SBU-50%Th and a smaller resonance integral (RI) of Th-232 (85)
compared to U-238’s (275), the resonance escape probability (p) of the SBU-50%Th increases by
6649 pcm and contributes þ455%. As a result of all effects, especially the contribution of the
increase of p, the initial keff of the SBU-50%Th is 1460 pcm larger than that of the Th/U MOX-
50%Th. The spatial self-shielding effect is strengthened by Th-232 and spatial separation levels,
and thus the increase of resonance escape probability leads to the decrease of 188 kg initial
inventory of U-235.

For the group 2, when the spatial separation increases from SBU level to WASB level, although
the resonance escape probability further increases by 655 pcm, the reproduction factor
decreases by 2754 pcm because of the further lumping of the thorium fuel. As a result, the
initial keff decreases by 1313 pcm causing a smaller reactivity swing in the refueling period.
Moreover, the initial inventory of U-235 decreases 6 kg because of a larger ACR.

For the group 3, for a fixed spatial separation level, for example, Th/U MOX level, when the
thorium content increases from 0 to 30%, more thermal neutrons generated by fission
are absorbed by fertile Th-232 because of three-time microscopic absorption cross section of

Group number Group Δηf [pcm] Δε [pcm] Δp [pcm] ΔPNL [pcm] Δkeff [pcm]

1 MOX-50%Th �4167 �1112 þ6649 þ96 þ1460

SBU-50%Th (�285%) (�76%) (þ455%) (þ6%) (þ100%)

2 SBU-50%Th �2754 þ367 þ655 þ419 �1313

WASB-50%Th (�210%) (þ28%) (þ50%) (þ32%) (�100%)

3 MOX-0%Th �1753 þ430 �1677 þ9 �2992

MOX-30%Th (�59%) (þ14%) (�56%) (þ1%) (�100%)

4 MOX-30%Th �7017 �1250 þ6236 þ171 �1857

MOX-80%Th (�378%) (�67%) (þ336%) (þ9%) (�100%)

Table 5. Contribution of each factor to variation of initial keff.
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Th-232, which leads to the decrease of the reproduction factor by 1753 pcm. Moreover, because
of harder neutron spectrum, the resonance escape probability decreases by 1677 pcm. As a
result, the initial keff decreases by 2992 pcm and the required initial inventory of U-235
increases by 77.8 kg. If the thorium content further increases from 30 to 80%, as shown in the
group 4, a large amount of U-238 is replaced by Th-232 in the reactor core. Because of a smaller
resonance integral of Th-232 (85) compared to U-238’s (275), the resonance escape probability
(p) increases by 6236 pcm and contributes þ336% but the reproduction factor decreases by
7017 pcm and contributes �378%. As a result, the initial keff decreases by 1857 pcm. Moreover,
the required initial inventory of U-235 decreases by 206 kg because of a larger ACR.

3.4. Fuel cycle cost analysis

Using the levelized lifetime cost methodology described in Section 2.2.2, the fuel cycle cost of
the four types of reactor cores (Th/U MOX, SBT, SBU, and WASB) analyzed in Sections 3.2 and
3.3 as a function of thorium content is shown in Figure 16. Compared with Figures 11 or 13,
the fuel cycle cost changes with the same trend as the effective enrichment of U-235 or the
initial inventory of U-235 in the reactor cores. When the thorium content is constant, the fuel
cycle cost decreases with the increase of the spatial separation level. However, the difference of
the SBU level and WASB level is small. The fuel cycle cost decreases with the increase of the

Figure 16. Fuel cycle cost of different spatial separation levels.
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thorium content for the SBT, SBU, and WASB levels. However, it increases in the range of
thorium content from 0 to 40% and decreases when the thorium content is larger than 40%.

The tight relationship between fuel cycle cost and initial inventory of U-235 mainly results
from the composition of the cost. Figure 17 presents the composition of fuel cycle cost for three
different reactor cores, including natural uranium purchase, thorium purchase, uranium con-
version, uranium enrichment, the fabrication of fuel blocks, and storage and the deposal of
spent fuels. Because the required amount of natural uranium is 13 times of the inventory of
heavy metal in the reactor core due to 0.7% U-235 in natural uranium, both the natural
uranium purchase and uranium enrichment are 70% of total fuel cycle cost. The thorium
purchase is only 2.5% because the thorium need not be enriched, and the required amount of
thorium is by far less than the amount of the natural uranium. The fabrication cost is the
highest unit price (777 $/kg HM) and the fabrication involves all heavy metals, so it is about
20% of the total cost. Although the unit price of the disposal of spent fuel is also high (610 $/kg
HM), the disposal cost is only about 0.5% because of so-called time value.

The fuel cycle cost is mainly determined by natural uranium purchase (35–40%), uranium
enrichment (32–35%), and the fabrication of fuel blocks (18–21%). The total of three items is 85–
96% fuel cost. The fabrication cost is the same for all reactor cores because the inventory of heavy
metal in the reactor core is the same. The natural uranium purchase and uranium enrichment are
directly related to the initial inventory of U-235. The more is the inventory of U-235, the more are
the required natural uranium and the uranium enrichment. As a result, the fuel cycle cost is the
same trend as the initial inventory of U-235 or the initial effective enrichment.

4. Conclusions

In order to utilize thorium fuel in block-type HTRs with the features of inherent passive safety,
high burnup, and hard neutron spectrum, two key factors of thorium content and spatial
separation levels are chosen to be investigated. The thorium content represents the thorium/
uranium fuel composition and the spatial separation level represents the spatial distribution of
thorium/uranium fuels. For every thorium content,the spatial distribution of thorium and
uranium fuels are concluded into four spatial separation levels, that is, no separation level
(Th/U MOX), TRISO level (SBT), channel level (SBU), and block level (WASB) for the thorium-
fueled block-type HTRs.

Figure 17. Composition of fuel cycle cost for some typical reactor cores.
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The nuclear performance of the reactor core, that is, initial effective multiplication factor,
average conversion ratio, and initial inventory of U-235, under four spatial separation levels
are obtained in the one-batch fixed-pattern refueling mode by the two-step calculation scheme
developed based on the DRAGON. For every thorium content, the initial inventory of U-235
decreases with the increase of the spatial separation level from Th/U MOX to WASB, because
spatial self-shielding effect is strengthened by the lumped thorium and uranium. However, the
SBU level is nearly the same as the WASB level. If the multiple fuel batches and realistic
refueling patterns are considered, the difference of the SBU from the WASB could be large.
On the other hand, the initial inventory of U-235 decreases with the increase of the thorium
content for the SBT, SBU, and WASB levels. However, for Th/U MOX level, it increases in the
range of thorium content from 0 to 30% and decreases when it is larger than 30% because of the
better performance of U-233 than Pu-239 in thermal reactors.

The performance difference of the four spatial separation levels is synthetically evaluated
bythe levelized lifetime cost method.The fuel cycle cost of the Th/U MOX, SBT, SBU, and
WASB changes with the same trend as the effective enrichment of U-235 or the initial inventory
of U-235 in the reactor cores because the latter determines 70% of the total cost.
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