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Summary

Sluicing operations were performed to retrieve high-heat sludge from single-shell tank (SST)
241-C-106 (C-106) and transfw it to double-shell tank 241-AY-102 (AY-102) using the Waste
Retrieval Sluicing System. This has eliminated the high-heat safety issue for C-106 and
demonstrates a technology for retrieval of SST waste. The behaviors of AY-102 and C-106 were
monitored during the waste transfer operations, providing a clear picture of general trends in
each tank. Specific issues addressed were evaluation of the data for evidence of flammable gas
accumulation in AY-102 and thermal performance of AY-102 under the increasing heat load.
Reports summarizing the data were produced on a regular basis from September 1998 through
October 1999 and posted to a web page on the internal Hanford intranet. This greatly facilitated
communication between the contractors, Pacif3c Northwest National Laboratory and the Office
of River Protection during the operations.

Sluicing operations were canied out in a series of three campaigns, each of which removed
approximately one-third of the C-106 sludge. The first campaign was initiated on November 10,
1998, with the fti transfer of sludge from C-106 to AY-102, and was concluded on March 28,
1999. Unexpected delays were encountered due to unacceptably large releases of volatile
organic compounds (VOCS) through the C-006 ventilation stack when operations fmt disturbed
the deep layers of sludge in C-106. (Release mtes were measured in excess of 450 ppm when the
permitted limit was 50 ppm.) Changes @procedures and equipment mitigated this problem, and
in the following campaigns, the VOC release rate never exceeded the permitted limit.

The initial estimate based on sluicing data indicated that 75,405 gallons of sludge
(approximately 40% of the 192,000 gal originally in C-106) were transferred to AY-102 in
Campaign #1. Campaign #2 was initiated on April 23, 1999 after meeting the requirements of
hydrogen release rate and level change to determine that gas was not being retained h“the waste
that had been transferred to AY-102. The amount transferred in Campaign #2, which was
terminated on June 3, 1999, was initially estimated as 51,482 gal of sludge. This represents
about 27°/0 of the initial sludge volume in C-106, resulting in an estimated 66% transferred to
AY-102 in the frst two campaigns. Campaign #3 was initiated on July 21, 1999 and continued
in 12 separate batches until October 6, 1999. The amount transferred in this campaign was
initially estimated as 59,000 gal of sludge, or about 31YOof the original amount in C-106. A
total transfer amount of approximately 186,000 gal, or 97Y0,was estimated from measurements
during sluicing.

Estimates obtained from thermal analyses of C-106 and AY-102 and other independent
calculation methods post-sluicing indicate that at least 182,000 gallons, or 95°/0 and up to
188,000 gallons, or 98?40,of the original C-106 sludge was transferred to AY-102. The video
inspection pefiormed in C-106 in July 2000 clearly shows that about 45,000 gal of waste remains
in C-106, which is mostly liquid with approximately 4,500 gal. of coarse rubble in several piles
around the tank wall. The remaining solids cannot be removed with further sluicing. The high-
heat problem has been thoroughly mitigated, and flammable gas generation is no longer an issue
in this tank.

Post-sluicing monitoring of AY-102 through July 2000 shows that this tank is not retaining
flammable gas. The waste in this tank now generates approximately 30 scfd of hydroge~ which
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requires at least 2 scfin of ventilation to remain below 10,000 ppm of hydrogen in the headspace.
However, active ventilation of the headspace and the anmdus is also required to maintain the
waste temper@ue within acceptable limits.
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1.0 Introduction

Sluicing operations have been performed using the Waste Retrieval Sluicing System
(Carothers et al. 1998) to retrieve high-heat sludge from single-shell Tank (SST) 241-C-106
(C-106) and transfer it to double-shell Tank (DST) 241-AY-102 (AY-102). The purposes of the
transfer were to eliminate the high heat stiety issue for C- 106 and to demonstrate a technology
for retrieval of SST waste. C-106 was designated as the High-Heat Watch-List tank because it
required constant intervention to maintain the waste temperature within acceptable limits.

The behaviors of AY-102 and C-106 were monitored during the waste transfer operations, to
evaluate safety issues related to flammable gas accumulation and to assess the effectiveness of
the operation in removing heat-generating material ilom C-106 and transferring it to AY-102.
Reports summarizing data obtained flom the WRSS data acquisition system (DAS) (Bailey
1998a), the standard hydrogen monitoring systems (SHMS) on C-106 and AY-102, and the
Hanford site TMACS and SACS systems were produced on a regular basis from September 1998
through October 1999. These reports were produced on the Internet initially weekly, then at
approximately monthly intervals. Besides providing a clear picture of general tank behavior
trends, these data reports were focused on the following issues:

. Evidence of flammable gas accumulation in AY-102 with the potential to become
excessive in the fhture

● Ptiormance of the AY-102 heat removal horn AY-102 in view of the increasing heat
load being transfmed ilom C-106

● Evidence of conditions that could lead to exceeding the waste temperature limits in either

. Mass of solids transferred between the tank.

This report summarizes the periodic data reports into a single presentation of all the data and
observations covering the entire sluicing period. Section 2 describes the configuration of the
tanks before initiation of sluicing operations. Section 3 presents an overall summary of tank
behavior during the waste transfer operations, from the begimiiqg of Campaign #1 on November
10, 1998 to the completion of sluicing at the end of Campaign #3 on October 6, 1999. Section 4
discusses the behavior in AY-102 born the end of sluicing operations through June 2000.
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2.0 Tank Configurations Before Initiation of Sluicing

This section briefly summarizes the waste conf’iguratioq the thermal state, and flammable
gas retention and release behavior in each tank before sluicing operations began. A detailed
discussion of the preshicing waste chemistry is provided by Reynolds (1997). Appendix A
describes the instrumentation in both tanks for monitoring the tank behavior. An energy balance
describing the initial heat load in each tank is presented in Appendix B. More details of the
thermal behavior of the tanks before, during, and after sluicing are given by Bailey (1998b) and
Ogden and Bratzel (2000). The baseline hydrogen release rates for each tank are described in
Appendix C. Section 2.1 summarizes the initial state in Tank AY-102; Section 2.2 presents this
information for Tank C-106.

2.1 Initial Conditions in AY-102

AY-102 was initially a relatively cool DST with a heat load of approximately 41,200 Btu/hr
generated in a sludge layer estimated to be about 9 inches thick(a) The sludge layer was covered
by supernatant liquid to a depth of approximately 240 inches. This depth was increased to 309
inches at the end of June 1998 (between June 29 and July 2, 1998) by the addition of 21,650
gallons of NaOH solution to obtain the desired fluid properties for mixing with the C-106 sludge
and supernatant liquid. The waste level was then pumped down to 167 inches at the end of July
1998 to make room for the material to be transferred from C-106 into AY-102.

The temperature of the sludge in AY-102 ranged horn about 75–85”F. The temperature of
the supernatant liquid was approximately 80°F, varying about 5°F between summer and winter
temperatures. Similarly, the tank headspace temperature varied over a range of only about 4°F,
with a maximum value of approximately 78°F.

The baseline hydrogen release rate for the waste initially in AY-102 was obtained by
monitoring the gas concentration and the ventilation flow rate in the tank headspace over an
approximately two-month period from August 8 to November 1, 1998. The method used to
derive the baseline values is described in detail in Appendix C. The mean hydrogen release rate
was 24 scf& with an upper bound of 28 scfd and lower bound of 19 scfd (95’Yoconfidence).
With only about 12 inches of nonconnective waste, the retained gas volume in AY-102 before
sluicing was undetectable.

2.2 Initial Conditions in C-106

C-106 is an SST classified as the High-Heat Watch List tank Its heat load is estimated to be
approximately 118,000 13tdhr (as of 1998) generated in a sludge layer about six feet thick
(Carothers et al. 1998) and containing 192,000 gallons of sludge. The supernatant liquid layer
above the sludge varied between about six and eight inches due to evaporation and the addition
of cooling water every 20 to 30 days. These additions were typically on the order of 2000 to

(a) Refer to AppendixB for a discussionof the calculationof the pre-sluicingenergy balance in AY-102
and C-106and subsequentcalculationsafter materialwas transferredbetweenthe two tanks.
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3000 gallons each and raised the tank liquid level by approximately one inch. Evaporation
would subsequently lower the liquid level at a steady rate until the next addition.

C-106 waste contained a small volume of retained gas. The waste conservatively contained
up to 1770 scf at an average void fraction of 0.05. The best estimates of the volume and void
were half of these values (Stewart and Clnen 1998). As described in Appendix C, the baseline
hydrogen release rate for C-106 before sluicing was determined to be 12.5 scfd with an upper
bound (95% confidence of 16.9 scfd and a lower bound of 9.4 scfd).

Temperature measurements for the waste in C-106 are limited to two thermocouple trees, one
in riser 8 and one in riser 14 (see Appendix A for a map of all instrumentation locations in both
tanks.) The thermocouples on riser 8 indicated a waste temperature of 145–150”F near the
bottom of the tank. Those on riser 14 showed lower temperatures, ranging born 120-135”F,
even though riser 8 is near the periphery of “the tank and riser 14 is approximately midway
between the center and the edge. Moreover, the temperatures indicated by the thermocouples on
riser 14 oscillated markedly with each water additio~ indicating that even the very bottom
thermocouples felt the effect of the newly introduced water.

This strongly suggests that some scmt of convective channel existed around riser 14,
producing a local region of enhanced heat transfer. As a result the temperatures indicated by the
riser 14 thermocouples probably were not representative of the actual waste temperature in that
region. This inference is further supported by the riser 14 temperatures being consistent y lower
than the riser 8 temperatures when conditions in the tank would seem to require the riser 14
thermocouples to be in contact with hotter waste. Whatever the actual waste temperature
distribution throughout the tanlq however, all available instrumentation indicated that the heat
load was higher than desirable in an SST’, and mitigation of the problem by sluicing material
from C-106 to a more effectively cooled and instrumented DST (i.e., AY-102) was necessary.
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3.0 Tank Behavior in Response to Sluicing

What happened during the sluicing operations is described in this section. A summary of the
sluicing operations is provided in Section 3.1; Section 3.2 describes the response of the
instrumentation in AY- 102 to sluici~, Section 3.3 presents the much more limited information
for C-106; Section 3.4 summarizes the important external environmental conditions affecting the
tanks.

3.1 Summary of Sluicing Operations

Sluicing operations were planned as a series of three campaigns. In each campaign
approximately one third of the C-106 sludge (i.e., two feet of the total 6-ft depth of the waste)
would be transferred to AY-102. Procedures were developed for monitoring and evaluating the
behavior of both tanks during sluicing operations and between campaigns to ensure that
temperature limits and procedural limitations on flammable gas retention were satisfied.

The amount of material transferred during each sluicing operation and the estimated heat
generating capacity moved with the solid material in each transfer are summarized in Table 3.1.
The volume of material transferred was determined from mass flow rate and solids loading
measurements obtained in the transfer line and refined using AY-102 sediment level and grab
sample analysis data. The corresponding heat load transferred with the material was estimated
from analysis of grab samples taken at various times between sluicing operations and during
each campaign (Adams 1999)$)

The first campaign began on November 18, 1998 with the first transfer of sludge from C-106
to AY-102. This operation was preceded by a number of level adjustments in which supematant
liquid only was transferred between the two tanks. These occmred on November 10, 12, and 16.
Sluicing halted on November 18 when releases of volatile organic compounds (VOC) through
the C-006 ventilation stack were measured in excess of 450 ppm. (The permitted limit was
50 ppm.)

Process testing was subsequently conducted to help determine the source and extent of the
VOC release and to develop strategies to mitigate it. The process testing was conducted in
phases and incidentally included the solids transfers constituting the balance of Campaign #1 to
move the first two feet of sludge from C106 to AY102.

(a) The estimates in Table 3.1 are knownto be lowby about a factorof 2 from the analysesperformedby
OgdenandBratzel(2000, RPP-6463,Rev.2, Section2.4).
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Table 3.1. Summaryof Transfer Operations Between C-106 andAY-102

u

i-.)

Heat Load in Sludge in Batch Cum. Heat Cum Sludge
Date Type of Transfer Batch (Btu/hr) (~ )al Load (Btu/hr) Trans. (gal)

11/18/98 Batch 1.1.1 waste transfer 680 7810 680 7810
12116/98 Process Test, Phase 1 491 2310 1171 10,120
3/7/99 Process Test, Phase 2 2746 23,320 3918 33,440

3/28/99 Process Test, Phase 3 7548 41,965 11,465 75,405
Totals for Campaign #1: 11,465 75,405

4/23/99 Batch 2.1,1 331 1843 11,797 77,248
4128,30199 Batch 2.1.2 3166 14,603 14,963 91,851

5/24/99 Batch 2.2.l 1830 6683 16,793 98,534
6/3/99 Batch 2.2.2 9017 28,353 25,809 126,887

Totals for Campaign #2: 14344 51,482
7/21,22/99 Batch 3.1.1 5208 13,365 31,017 140,252

8/4/99 Batch 3.1,2 450 1155 3,1,467 141,407
8/20/99 Batch 3,1,3 1826 5335 33,293 146,742
9/10/99 Batch 3.2.1 3337 8910 36,630 155,652
9/14/99 Batch 3.2.2 1823 4868 38,453 160,520
9/16/99 Batch 3.2.3 3828 11,770 42,281 172,290
9/21/99 Batch 3.2.4 1628 5005 43,908 177,295
9/24/99 Batch 3.2.5 1159 3658 45,068 180,952
9/26/99 Batch 3.2,6 793 2503 45,861 183,455
9/28/99 Batch 3.2.7 349 1100 46,210 184,555
9/30/99 Batch 3.2.8 410 1293 46,619 185,847
10106199 Batch 3.2.9 122 385 46,741 186,232

Totals for Campaign #3: 20,932 59445
Totals for entire sluicing operation: 46,741 186,232



Phase 1 of the VOC process test was conducted on December 16 with only a small amount of
sludge transferred (2,3 10 gal). During the tes~ SUMMA samples were extracted from the
headspace in both tanks to characterize the VOCS released due to the disturbance of the waste.
The test halted after only about an hour because of a leak detector alarm in the C-106-O6C sluice
pit. Several types of vapor samples were obtained during the test but VOC release rates were
measured at only about 34 ppm. Repairs to a leaking jumper and revisions of procedures to
mitigate the VC)C release problems resulted in the next sluicing operation being delayed for
nearly three months.

Phase 2 of the VOC process test was conducted on March 7, 1999 (transferring 23,320 gal of
sludge). Phase 3 was conducted on March 28, 1999 (transferring 41,965 gal of sludge). k both
of these tests, additional gas samples were obtained and analyzed for VOC and other gas
constituents. Measured levels of VOC gases remained very low and never again approached the
high value observed in November 1998. The VOC were determined to have originated from the
phosphate esters and normal parafbic hydrocarbons used for strontiurn-90 removal process in B-
Plant in the early 1970s (Stauffer and Stock 1999).

Campaign #1 was terminated with the sluicing operation on March 28, 1999, initiating a
mandated waiting period of 14 days followed by a monitoring period to evaluate the potential of
flammable gas retention in AY-102 as a result of waste transferred from C-106. The evaluation
consisted of monitoring the rate of change of the waste level and the gas release rate in AY-102.
There was no indication of significant hydrogen gas retention in the tank during the monitoring
perio~(a) and Campaign #2 was initiated on April 23, 1999.

Campaign #2 consisted of four batches that proceeded without si@cant problems and was
terminated on June 3, 1999 with batch 2.2.2. A second waiting and monitoring period was
initiated in which the tank again showed no sign~lcant tendency toward flammable gas
retention.@)

Campaign #3 began 48 days later, on July 21, 1999, preceded by addition of about 5,000 gal.
of caustic to C-106. Campaign #3 consisted of 12 batches in which smaller and smaller
quantities of solids were sluiced as there was less waste in C-106 to be mobilized. The campaign
was ended with batch 3.2.9 on October 6, 1999. Sluicing operations were considered complete,
and sluicing line mass flow measurements (Table 3.1) indicated that about 186,000 gal, or 97V0
of the sludge in C-106, had been transferred to AY-102.

The history of the three sluicing campaigns is illustrated in Figures 3.1 through 3.6, which
show the changes in liquid waste surface level and sludge level in AY- 102 over the
approximately 12-months of the operation. The net volume change in AY- 102 over the entire
sluicing program can be calculated simply from the net 57.5-in. surface level change as
158,000 gal. This number includes additions due to activities such as line and instrument
flushes. From information recorded in the SACS Comments sheets from the data logs, these

(a) Cuts JM, BE Wells, and CW Stewart. April 1999. Assessment of Flammable Gas Retention. Letter
reportCl 06 S99.02, Rev. 1,PacificNorthwestNationalLaboratory,llichlan~ Washington.
(b) Cuts JM, DL Lessor,SABryan, CM King, LR Pederso@and CW Stewart July 1999. Assessment of
Flammable Gas Retention Potential for WRSS Campaign #3. Letter report C106S99.03Rev. 1, Pacific
NorthwestNationalLaboratory,Richlan&Washington.
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additions totaled 7,488 gal. This indicates that the portion of the net volume change that
to sluicing from C-106 was 151,000 gal.

During Campaign #1, the liquid level increased by 4.2 in., as shown in Figure 3.1.
includes level changes due to additions for sluicing line and instrumentation flushes,
totaled 3,170 gal during the five-month campaign. This volume of water is equival
1.15 in., so the increase due to sluicing was approximately 3 in. Based on densit{
measurements and the validation probe temperature profiles, Figure 3.2 indicates that the
level increased by approximately 17 inches during Campaign #1.

The sluicing batches and level changes during Campaign #2 are illustrated in Figure 3.1
overall waste level rise was approximately 29.3 in. during this campai~ This was due
entirely to sluicing operations because liquid additions due to line and instrument flushes
the three-month interval of this campaign totaled only 2,580 gal. This is equivalent to a I(
rise of only 0.94 in. Figure 3.4 shows that the sludge level increased by approximately
during Campaign #2.

The sluicing batches and level changes during Campaign #3 are shown in Fi@re 3.5
was by far the most intense campai~ consisting of two increments comprising a total
separate batches. In additio~ a level adjustment was made on July 9 in which approxi
25,000 gal of supematant liquid was p~mped out of AY-102 back into C-106 for a i
additiom lowering the surface level in AY- 102 by about 9 in. The net increase in the
waste surface level in AY- 102 during this campaign was 24.2 in. Figure 3.6 shows tl
measured increase in the sludge depth was approximately 21 in.
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The total thickness of the new sludge layer in AY-102 was 69–70 inches at the end of
Campaign #3. Further settling of solids over the next four weeks decreased the sludge depth to
about 68 in. via the densitometer. The last densitometer measurement was taken July 27, 2000 at
about 66 in. The temperature profile on February 16, 2000 indicated a sediment level of
approximately 69 in. A level of 64 in. can be inferred from the temperature profde on June 7,
2000.

3.2 Summary of WRSS Data for AY-I 02

The following subsections show the measured data from Tank AY-102 during the 12 months
of sluicing operations, presenting abroad overall picture of behavior in the tank and the response
to waste transfer activities. Tank instrumentation consists primarily of thermocouples in the
waste, tank headspace, and on the tank bottom in the insulating concrete beneath AY-102. Waste
level, headspace and annulus vent airflow rates, and headspace hydrogen concentration are also
measured.

3.2.1 Sludge Temperatures in AY-102

Figure 3.7 shows the temperatures for the sludge four inches from the bottom of Tank
AY-102 from November 1, 1998 to November 1, 1999 as measured by thermocouples on risers
13A-D, 16A, and 16C. Figure 3.8 shows temperatures three in. from the bottom of the tank
measured with the thermocouples on the airlift circulators (riser 3). All of these instruments
show a decrease of about 5–8°F from November 1998 to early March 1999 due both to seasonal
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cooling and operation of the armulus ventilation at high flow. Temperatures do not seem to be
much afF&ctedby the transfer of approximately 10,000 gal of sludge to AY-102 in batch 1.1.1
and VOC te~ Phase 1. With the sluicing operation of the VOC t- Phase 2 on March 7, 1999,
however, all temperatures shown in these figures begin to climb. The rate of increase becomes
slightly steeper for a time following each major sluicing campaign, but the overall rate of
increase is relatively steady.

The riser 13 thermocxmple~ which are on the periphery of the tank, show temperatures that
increase at approximately the same rate, with only a slight increase in the spread of temperatures.
This indicates that the C-106 sludge, which was added to AY-102 through four opposing nozzles
that distributed the slurry horizontally below the liquid surface, did a reasonably good job of
spreading the incoming sludge uniformly. The sludge temperatures indicated by the riser 13
thermocouples by November 1,1999 range from 117° to 123”F.

The temperatures nearer the center of the ta.nlq on riser 16 and the airlift circulators (riser 3),
also show a significant increase starting with the third sluicing operation of Campaign #1. The
eE&ct is mitigat~ however, by cooling from below the tank due to annulus ventilation drawing
air through channels in the concrete beneath the t.aik. The peak temperature reached by the riser
16 thermocouples is only about 100-110”F before the curves level off and even begin to show
some slight downward trend. The airlift circulator temperatures ihow a similar pattern. (The
- po~-slui~g -pera~e spike seenon theseplots is due to an interval when the arumhs
ventilation system was not operating.)

The 10 temperature measurements shown in Figures 3.7 and 3.8 give reasonably complete
coverage of the tank bottom (refer to Figure A.2 for a radial map of the thermocouple locations).
However, the loss of TI-65 and TI-50 in April 1999 greatly reduced the coverage of the
southwest quadrant. After April 1999 there were only two measurement locations on the edges
(the MIT in riser 5A and TI-73 on riser 16C) to represent the quadrant.

As of November 1, 1999, the range of temperatures across the bottom of the tank was
98-123”F, giving a radial variation in measured temperature of approximately 25”F. The range
of variation has approximately doubl~ from 10-12°F before sluicing began. Thermocouples in
the same general region of the tank continue to give very similar readings, however. The local
variation in temperature can be charactaized by the comparisons in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2. Local Variation in Sludge Temperatures

Thermocouples m same
general region Temperatures

TI-73, TI-42 106° and 104”F, respectively
TI-74, TI-44 98° and 104”F, respectively
TI-68, TI-55 120° and 114”F, respectively

This comparison shows that the local variation in temperature within a region is relatively
small (perhaps no more than about 5° to 6“F), and therefore the greatest part of the regional
variation must be the result of active cooling through the channels in the concrete beneath the
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tank. The hottest region in the sludge appears to be the outer edge of the northwest quadrant, and
the coolest region is the central area of the tank.

3.2.2 SupernatantLiquid Temperature h AY-102

Figure 3.9 shows temperatures measured on risers 13A–D with thermocouples located
158 in. above the bottom of AY-102. This instrument was initially submerged approximately
7 in. in the supernatant liquid layer and was 145-150 inches above the sludge layer. By the end
of sluicing operation% increases in the liquid level have resulted in these instruments being about
67 in. below the surface of the supernatant liquid layer and only 85-90 inches above the new
sludge lay=. Risers 13A–D are near the periphery of the tank, and all four thermocouples at this
level indicate essentially identical temperature changes throughout the entire year.

The temperatures decrease for the first four months (consistent with the observed behavior of
the sludge temperatures noted above), reaching a low temperature of about 68°F just before
sluicing operation VOC test, Phase 2. The temperatures increase steadily thereafter, with step
increases of 2-4°F in response to each sluicing operation’s bringing more material from C-106 to
AY-102. The supernatant liquid temperature as of November 1, 1999 is approximately 92-93°F
and shows a continued increasing trend.

3.2.3 HeadsPace Ah Temperature in AY-102

Figure 3.10 shows the temperatures in the headspace based on the thermocouples on risers
13A–D at 300 in. Initially, this location was approximately 135 in. above the liquid surface in
the tank. By the end of sluicing operations, the liquid level had risen so the instruments were
only about 75 in. above its surface. Throughout the year, all four thermowmples showed
essentially identical traces, which is to be expected. As with the thermocouples in the sludge and
supernatant liquid layer, the air temperature shows a seasonal decrease through the winter
months until VOC test Phase 2. At that point, the temperatures began to increase at a rate
consistent with the observed behavior in the sludge aad supernatant layers.

The headspace air temperature rises steadily from March through most of Am leveling
off to an approximately constant value of :~bout86-87°F about halfivay through Campaign #3.
The temperature does not increase atler this and shows a slight decrease over the remainder of
Campaign #3, even though an additional 301,000gal or so of sludge (containing about 18% of the
total heat load transferred horn C-106 to AY-102) was transferred to the tank in September and
October. The sharp spike of 3+°F post-sluicing is due to temporary shutdown of the tank
headspace ventilation system (refer to Section 3.2.6).

The net change in headspace air temperature between November 1, 1998 aud November 1,
1999 is about 10”F. Most of this rise can be attributed to the increased heat load added f.kom
C-106 rather than to d.Herences in ambient conditions. The monthly average ambient air
temperature for November 1999 was within 0.5°F of the value calculated fm November 1998.
Overall, the ditTerences in daily average temperature ranged from less than half a degree to
nearly 20”F, and differences in hourly temperatures were as large as 3O“F, but these
measurements are fluctuations about the same seasonal mean temperature of 46 to 47”F.
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3.2.4 Tank Bottom Temperatures in Insulating Concrete Beneath AY-102

Thermocouples are installed in the insulating concrete beneath AY-102 at radii of 7 ft, 21 fi,
and 36.5 R to provide measurements of the tank bottom temperature. The venting arrangement is
such that air is piped directly to the center of the tank and flows radially out from the center
through channels spaced approximately 20 degrees apart (see Figure A.2 for a detailed map of
the thermocouple locations and vent channels under the tank). Figures 3.11 through 3.13 show
plots of these measured temperatures at radii of 7 ft, 21 ft, and 36.5 fi, respectively. For
convenience, these plots show daily rather than hourly averages of the thermocouple readings.
The curves are smoother than the hourly averaged data but have exactly the same shape.

In general, the variations in the tank bottom temperatures from November 1, 1998 to
November 1, 1999 follow the same pattern as the waste temperatures in AY-102. There is an
initial seasonal decrease during the winter followed by a steady increase as sluicing adds to the
heat load. The temperature rise is also in part a response to the increasing ambient air
temperature brought in by the annulus cooling system. (The sharp spikes in the temperatures,
most noticeable in Figures 3.11 and 3.12, correspond to intervals when the anmdus ventilation
system was off-line.) The rate of temperature rise flattens out in the fall with the advent of
cooler weather, even though new heat generating material was added to the tank in September
and October.
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The temperature plots in these figures show that the coolest temperatures are at the 7-ft
radius and the hottest at the 21-ft radius. The periphery of the tank, at the 36.5-ft radius, is only
slightly cooler. This is mmmarized in Table 3.3, comparing the average temperature and the
range of temperatures at each radius.

This pattern is the result of the airflow from the annulus being delivered under the center of
the tank and forced to flow radially outward through the vent channels. Whenever forced
convection cooling is curtailed or cut off, the tank bottom temperatures at all locations rise
rapidly.

Table 3.3. Tank Bottom Temperaturesin InsulatingConcrete(11/1/99)

~’mpera”e E’!zif’mper
Wsfi I 1050F I 101–ll(_)°F I

3.2.5 Vertical Temperature Profile inlAY-I 02

The vertical temperature profile in the waste in AY-102 was monitored by periodically
running a validation probe down the multifimction instrument tree (MIT) in riser 5A (at tank
radius 32 & 180° azimuth). Profdes were obtained after nearly every sluicing batch, at the end
of each campaign, and before the next campaign began. Measurements were recorded at
elevations from 11 to 440 in. above the tank bottom. Figure 3.14 shows the evolution of the
temperature proffle as sluicing proceeded. It shows profiles before and after each campaign,
including the first validation probe profile obtained in August 1998 during the hottest part of the
year, before sluicing operations began.

These profiles reflect the seasonal tenprature drop during the winter. The profile in March
1999, at the end of Campaign #1, has supernatant and headspace air temperatures 3–5°F lower
than in August 1998. The highest measured sludge temperature, however, is nearly 5°F higher
than the August temperature at the same level, and the slope of the profile shows the greater
depth of the nonconnective layer. The profde obtained about four weeks later, just before the
beginning of Campaign #2 in April, shows that the supernatant temperature continued to drop
1–2”F, but the sludge temperature continued to climb, increasing by about 6-7°F during the
monitoring period between the two campaigns.

The profile obtained after Campaign #? started shows that the temperatures in the headspace
air, supematant liquid, and sludge all continued to climb as sluicing operations proceeded. The
profde at the end of Campaign #3 shows au increase of more than 10°F in the supernatant liquid
layer and more than 20°F in the sludge. The latest profile obtained after the end of sluicing
operations was performed almost a month after the end of Campaign #3, on November 2, 1999.
This proffle seems to indicate that a parabolic temperature distribution is being established
within the nonconnective layer as heat is removed by natural convection in the supernatant liquid
layer and by forced convection through the vent channels in the concrete beneath the tank.
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The very short length of the 11/2/99 profde that extends into the convective layer appears
somewhat anomalous compared with earlier profiles. It has a diiYerent slope than the noncon-
nective layer, but it does not show the essentially uniform temperature characteristic of the
convective layer. This may be due to operational procedures that did not allow sufficient time to
establish thermal equilibrium at these levels, or it may be due to a settled layer of fme solids
lying on top of the nonconnective layer and identifkd fkom Enraf densitometer measurements.

3.2.6 Ventilation System Performance in AY-102

Figure 3.15 presents data summarizing the performance of the annulus ventilation system
during sluicing operations from November 1998 to November 1999. The exhaust fans ran at an
essentially constant rate throughout the 12-month period with only a few relatively brief outages
for maintenance or equipment modifications. Because of the seasonal variation in air
temperature, the actual air flow rate varied from about 900 scfin in the winter months to
825–850 scfm during the summer months. The exhaust air temperature (indicated by TI-0620)
follows a similar seasonal variation with a low of around 65°F in the winter to a high of
approximately 85°F in the summer.

Figure 3.16 shows that the tank headspace exhaust airflow rate (indicated by FI-AY2K1-2)
varied about 300 to 350 scfm during the approximately 12 months of sluicing operations. A
headspace air recirculation system that included an evaporative cooler was operating part of the
time, as can be seen from the headspace air temperature measurements shown in the figure.
Glycol is the primary coolant in the system, with an evaporative spray cooler as the heat sink.
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The headspace air temperature before entering the cooling system (TI-AY2K48-lA) is virtually
identical to that of the headspace air temperature measured by the riser 13 thermocouples 300 in.
above the tank bottom (see Figure 3.10). This means that the air temperature above the liquid
waste surface is essentially uniform throughout the headspace.

The air temperature after passing through the cooling system (TI-AY2K48-lB) shows
somewhat erratic behavior. At times it is as much as l&15°F below the temperature before the

cooler. At other times, the temperature after the cooler is not significantly difkrent from the
temperature before the cooler. At all times, however, the temperature after the cooler varies in a
diurnal cycle following that of the .anbient air temperature. At one period in early Jlme, this
temperature was actually hotter by about 5–1 O°F than that the temperature before the cooler.

This behavior iudicates that the secondary side of the cooling system was not always operating,
and even when it was working it did not operate at a very high &iciency.

Figure 3.17 confirms this by showing the performance of the primary side of the cooler. The
glycol coolant flow rate is essentially constant and so high that little temperature change occurs
in the coolant from inlet to outlet. The glycol coolant temperature follows the diurnal
temperature fluctuations, and there are intervals when the glycol coolant temperature is the same
as the ambient temperature. These are intervals when the evaporative cooling system was
deactivated for operational reasons, and in at least one case, the recirculation cooler was actually
warming the air in the tank headspace, rather than removing heat from it.
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Despite the somwhat erratic performance of the headspace cooling system, the evaporation
rate from the tank remained fairly constant all during sluicing operations. This is shown by
Figure 3.18. The headspace exhaust air humidity was relative constant at 100% throughout most
of the 12-month period, and the incoming ambient air was extremely dry. The amount of
evaporation shows a distinct seasonal variation, tending to increase with the increasing
temperature of tie incoming ambient air during the summer and to decrease in the cool weather
of the winter. The only signitlcant exception to this trend occurred when the cooling system was
operating with unprecedented efficiency for about six weeks, from mid-June to the end of July,
recirculating and cooling the headspace air,

During this perio~ heat was being actively removed from the headspace air, and the amount
of water carried out with the exhaust air was only slightly greater than the amount of water
coming in with the ambient air. Recirculation cooling of the headspace air was effective enough
for the exhaust air temperature to follow the minimum ambient air temperature (see Figure 3.17).
This eflicient cooling was not maintained, however, and at the end of Jhly evaporation losses
increase~ and the coolant temperature returned to the previous pattern of following the daily
ambient air temperature cycle. It appears that the spray cooling to the evaporator was turned off
for some reason or severely curtailed from that point onward.

3.2.7 Hydrogen Release inAY-102

Figure 3.19 shows the hydrogen concentration (in
AY-102 from November 1, 1998 to November 1, 1999.

ppm) measured on riser 15C in Tank
During sluicing operations, the hydro-

gen concentration in the tank headspace rose sharply due to gas release from the incoming C-106
waste. Between sluicing operations, the ~oncentration tended to drop to a slightly lower level
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Figure 3.18. AY-102 Water Vapor in Inlet and Exhaust Air
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than before a given operation, aud by the end of sluicin~ the ntial camentration was only
about half of what it had been before the start of sluicing in November 1998. A short time afk
the emdof Campaign #3, however, the concentration began to trend upward.

The ventilation flow rate for AY-102 was relatively constant all during the 12 months of
sluicing operation~ so the volumetric release rate of hydrogen followed much the same pattern
as the concentration data shown in Figure 3.20. The release rate showed a tendency to drop as
sluicing operations proceed~ raising the concern that flammable gas was being retained in
AY-102 as the waste depth increased with transfers from C-106. This trend was seen by
comparing the release rate with the baseline release rate determined before sluicing operations
began.

The baseline for hydrogen release from AY- 102 and C-106 was determined from the release
rates measured prior to sluicing, fkom August 1, 1998 to November 6, 1998. (Appendix C
contains a detailed description of the analysis used.) The mean release rate for AY-102 over this
interval was 23.5 scild,with a median of 23.7 scfd. The 959’oconfidence bounds for AY-102
release rates are 18.9-27.8 scfd. Therefore, the best estimate of hydrogen release rate for this
tank before sluicing operations begau is 24 scfd (upper bound 28 scfd and lower bound 19 scfd).

Monitoring of the level rise and hydrogen gas release rate during the intervals between
campaigns showed no long-term trend of gas retention. The release rate was below the baseline
value at the end of sluicing despite the increase in the amount of gas-generating material that had
b- added to AY-102. This was Showing an upward trend by the end of November, however.
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Figure 3.20. AY-102 Volumetric Flow of Hydrogen in Exhaust Air

The hydrogen concentrations measured in AY- 102 during the 12 months of sluicing
operations were far below the lower flammability limit (LFL) for hydrogen, which is
40,000 ppm. The highest measured hydrogen concentration between sluicing operations was
approximately 75 pp~ which is less than 0.2% of the LFL. The highest concentration measured
during sluicing was on the order of 150 ppn~ which is less than 0.4% of the LFL.

3.3 Summary of WRSS Data for C-106

The following subsections present measured data from Tank C-106 during the 12 months of
sluicing operations, presenting a broad overall picture of behavior in the tank and the response to
waste transfer activities. Tank instrumentation for C-106 is relatively sparse compared with
AY-102. Waste temperatures are measured in only two radial locations, by means of multiple
instrument trees in riser 8 (at 33.343 radius) and in riser 14 (at 15.643 radius). Waste level,
headspace ventilation flow rate, and hydrogen gas concentration in the headspace are the only
other measured quantities in the tank.

3.3.1 Waste Temperatures in C-106

Figures 3.21 and 3.22 show the temperatures measured by the thermocouples on the
instrument trees in risers 8 and 14. These instruments provide vertical temperature profiles in the
tank at only two radial locations (15.6-R radius for riser 14 and 33.3-R radius for riser 8) and
constitute a very incomplete picture of the waste temperature in the tank especially considtig
the non-uniform waste relocation involved with sluicing operations.
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The temperatures on riser 8 in Figure :3.21 decrease until the sluicing operation on March 7,
1999. Subsequently, the temperatures at depths where sludge is probably still in contact with the
thermocouples held relatively steady, with a slight increasing trend until enough sludge had been
removed to uncover the instrument at a given level. After sluicing batch 2.2.1 on May 24, 1999,
the temperatures indicated by thermocouples 8-1, 8-2, and 8-3 drop steadily. By the end of
Campaign #3, all but 8-1 are indicating the headspace air temperature.

The behavior of the lower three thermocouples on riser 14 (shown in Figure 3.22) indicates
that there must have been some unusual cotilguration of the waste near this riser. The
temperatures were initially far lower than those indicated by riser 8, which suggests that the riser
14 thermocouples were not actually in contact with the solid waste. This is fh.rther borne out by
the fact that as soon as the waste was distu.ibed by sluicing operations for the level adjustments
prior to transferring batch 1.1.1, the temperatures began to rise rapidly. A proposed explanation
is that sluicing filled in an annular natural convection path around the thermocouple tree.

Figure 3.23 shows evidence of local boiling near thermocouple 14-1 on riser 14. The tem-
perature at thermocouple 14-1 from January 7–28 follows the variation in ambient pressure in the
same way as the saturation temperature of pure water at ambient pressure which is 14°F lower
due to hydrostatic pressure and the effect of dissolved salts. Over the 10-day period, the
temperature ranged around 224-225”F, which is in a range consistent with estimates of the
saturation temperature of the liquid in C-106. Evidence of boiling did not occur again around
riser 14 after Campaign #1 ended. From that point on, the cooling due to reduction in heat load
drove all temperatures well below saturation.

3.3.2 Waste Level in C-106

Figure 3.24 shows the waste level in C-106 as measured manually and by the Enraf level
indicator in riser 1. Signal processing of the Enraf level indicator for the TMACS is not spanned
for levels below 50.44 in., and after the end of Campaign #2, only daily manual readings are
available from this instrument. The net dkcrease in waste level in C-106 during sluicing was
62.32 in. (from 78.24 in. on 11/09/98 to 15,92 in. on 10/07/99). Based on the level change alone,
the volume of material removed from C-106 is 171,600 gal. However, operations logs show
that, since the beginning of sluicing, at least 43,580 gal of water was added for line and
instrument flushes in increments of a few gallons to a few thousand gallons at a time. his
brings the total volume removed from C-106 to about 215,000 gal. Based on the net change in
liquid level in AY- 102, 158,000 gal of material was added to AY-102 during the course of
sluicing. This amount includes 7,488 gal of known water additions for line and instrument
flushes, so the net volume of material transferred from C-106 to AY-102 is 151,000 gal.
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The di.fl%rencebetween these two figures suggests that approximately 64,000 gal was
absorbed in dissolution of solids or lost to evaporation in the course of sluicing operations.
About 16% of the sludge volume in C-106, or about 31,000 g~ was estimated to have dissolved
based on grab sample analyses (Bailey 2000). If this dissolution occurred without adding to the
liquid volume, 33,000 gal is lefl that must be attributed to evaporation. While there is some
uncertainty in the estimated rates, evaporation from the two tanks would account for the 33,000-
gal dithrence.

It is impossible to determine how much of the original sludge was removed from C-106 born
the net volume transferred to AY-102. The data clearly show that sluicing operations moved
sludge around within the tank, mobilizing, suspending, and dissolving solids for pumping over
into AY-102. But some solids were left bermed up against the sides of the tanlG as shown by the
diagram in Figure 3.25 of the waste configuration after Campaign #2. Measurements based on
the flow rate and solids loading iu the sluicing line indicate that approximately 186,000 gal of
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F-e 3.25. C-106 Exposed Sludge Diagram after Liquid Level Adjustment on 7/8/99
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sludge were pumped from C-106 to AY-102. Changes in waste volume due to dissolution and
‘fluflimg’ in transit, instrunmtation uncertainties, and uncertainties in the amount of waste
entrained or dissolved in the fluid volume returned to C-106 during sluicing make the calculation
of net solids transferred extmnely diilicult. Section 4.3 explores this question fiuther, making
use of final settled solids measurements, thermal analyses, and gas release rates to assess the
amount of mass transferred aud the heat load that accompanied it.

3.3.3 Ventilation System Performance in C-106

Information on the operation of the ventilation system in C-106 is sparse because the
measurements were recorded manually. During sluicing operations, the C-006 ventilation
system was activated at 300-325 scfhq between sluioing operations, the original P-16 ventilation
system was usually on. This system provides a very high ventilation rate of 2200-2600 scfim
The P-16 exhauster was used primarily to obtain the highest possible evaporation rate and thus
heat removal rate in the tank. It has also been operating essentially continuously post-sluicing to
mhimize the time to dry out the tank to observe the remaining solids.

Figure 3.26 shows the measured flow rates recorded in the manual data files in the WRSS
data archives. Approximately one measurement per month was recorded for the flow rate for the
P-16 system. Measurements for the C-006 system were reoorded two or three times a day
whenever the system was operating. Since the end of Campaign #3, the P-16 system has
operated continuously for ventilation of Tank C-106.
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3.3.4 Hydrogen Release in G106

Figure 3.27 shows the hydrogen concentration (in ppm) measured on riser 2 in Tank C-106.
The narrow range instrument was taken off-line on November 28, 1998 and was never
successfidly brought back on-line. The wide-range gas chromatography(GC) was recalibrated to
the same scale as the narrow range instrument in January 1999 and served as the main source of
data on flammable gas concentrations in C!-106 throughout the sluicing operations.

Between sluicing batches, the hydrogen concentration in the headspace of C-106 was so low
that it was very diflicult to measure. It remained less than 5 ppm most of the time, primarily
because of the high volumetric flow rate of the headspace exhaust air when the P-16 ventilation
syslem was operating. When the low flow rate C-006 system was in operation, the nominal
hydrogen concentration in the headspace increased to 20-30 ppm. During sluicing operations,
the concentration peaked at values as high as 400 to 500 ppm. Whenever the ventilation was
switched back to the high flow rate P-16 syst- however, the hydrogen mncentration values
dropped immediately back to about 5 ppm.

The volumetric release rate of hydrogen with the vent flow from C-106 is shown in Fig-
ure 3.28. When sluicing operations were actually under way, the release rate was as high as
300 scfd. When the waste was not being disturbed, however, the release rate was quite
consistently in the range of 10 to 20 scfd. This rate is consistent with the baseline for flammable
gas release from C-106 as determined frc}m release rates measured over the 14-weeks from
August 1, 1998 to November 6, 1998. (Appendix C contains a detailed description of the
analysis used.) The best estimate of the mean release rate for C-106 is 12.5 scf~ with estimated
lower bound of 9.4 scfd and upper bound of about 16.9 scfd.
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Figure 3.28. C-106 Volumetric Flow Rate of Hydrogen in Exhaust Air

The release rate does not appear to decrease by any significant amount as sluicing operations
transferred waste from C-106 to AY-102. This maybe partly because the very high ventilation
flow rate with the P-16 system makes accurate measurement of the hydrogen concentration
extremely diflicult. It also suggests that a considerable amount of gas-generating material
remains in C-106, even after the completion of sluicing operations.

The hydrogen concentration was very low in C-106 throughout the 12 months of monitoring,
even when the waste was being disturbed by sluicing operations. When the waste was
undisturbed and the high flow rate P-16 ventilation system was operating, the measured values
represent a hydrogen concentration that is less than O.02% of the LFL for hydrogen. At the very
highest measured concentrating the values represented less than 1.2% of the LI?L.

3.4 External Environmental Conditions: Hanford Weather Station

External environmental conditions can affect conditions in the tanks in two signMcant ways.
The ambient temperature of the incoming air for tank headspace ventilation and for annulus
ventilation in AY-102 a&cts the rate of heat removal from the waste. The humidity of the
ambient air affects the rate of evaporation of liquid from the tanlq and therefore could also have a
substantial effect on heat transfer due to the evaporative cooling rate. In addition, the
evaporation rate affects the level rise and must be taken into account when evaluating surface
level change for evidence of gas retention.
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Figure 3.29 shows the daily maximum and minimum ambient air temperatures at the Hanford
Weather Station from November 1, 1998 to November 1, 1999. The seasonal temperature range~
from 80 to 90”F, with daily extremes generally no more than about 30° apart. Prior to sluicing

operations, the waste temperature in AY- 102 showed distinct seasonal variations because the
waste surface temperature was very close to the summer ambient air temperature. Thus, cooling
the waste surface was extremely ineflkient in summer and relatively effective in winter.

The waste in C-106 also showed degracled heat transfer rates during the summer but, because
of higher temperatures in this tank, the effect was not so noticeable. As sluicing operations
increased the heat load in AY- 102, temperatures in the supernatant liquid became less sensitive
to ambient temperature variations. But because of cooling from the annulus ventilation system,
temperatures of the sludge in AY-102 became more sensitive to changes in ambient temperature.

The wide seasonal variation in relative humidity at Hanford is shown in Figure 3.30. II
seems to suggest that a wide seasonal variation should exist in the evaporation rate from the tank.
However, the ambient air generally contains very little water due to the extreme aridity of the
environment. The plot of specific humidi@ on the figure shows that the actual amount of wata
in the air is relatively constant and very low all year. The rate of evaporation in the tank,
therefore, is driven almost entirely by the temperature difference between the liquid waste
surface and the headspace air and is only very slightly tiected by the moisture content of the
incoming ,unbient air.

Local variations in atmospheric pressure, which are shown for the 12 months of sluicing
operations in Figure 3.31, have very little effect on heat transfer from the waste. They do,
however, afl?ectthe rate of gas release from the waste, imparting diurnal and seasonal oscillations
that must be considered when monitoring fcir flammable gas accumulation in the waste.
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Figure 3.29. Hanford Meteorological Station Ambient Air Temperature
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4.0 Post-Sluicing Conditions in AY-102 and C-106

A&r sluicing operations were complet~ conditions continued to be monitored in AY-102
using the DAS instrumentation to determine the hydrogen release rate, veri& that the thermal
behavior of the tank would maintain conditions within acceptable temperature limits, and to
evaluate the risk of flammable gas retention. Conditions were also monitored in C-106 to veri&
that the high heat condition in the tank had been successfiilly mitigated and to determine the
quantity and character of waste remaining in the tank after sluicing.

Section 4.1 summarizes the current conditions and trends in AY-102. Section 4.2 describes
the post-sluicing conditions in C-106. Section 4.3 presents an evaluation of the heat load and
waste distribution in both tanks. An analysis of solids settling behavior between sluicing batches
is presented in Section 4.4.

4.1 Current Waste Configuration in AY-102

The instrumentation for monitoring and system controls in AY-102 give a fairly complete
picture of current conditions in the tank. Waste temperatures and liquid surface level are
monitored using the DAS instrumentation along with headspace air temperature, humidity,
pressure, and vent flow rates. HeadsPace hydrogen concentration is monitored by means of GC
instrumentation. Ventilation flow rate and air temperatures in the ammlus are also measured.

Post-sluicing monitoring of the waste temperatures was undertaken to evaluate the new
thermal state of the tank. These results are discussed in Section 4.1.1. Waste level
measurements and analysis to determine sediment level are described in Section 4.1.2.

4.1.1 AY-I 02 Temperatures

The waste temperatures in AY-102 continued to rise for about two months after the end of
sluicing. This behavior was expected because the thermal time-constant of the system is
relatively long. Figure 4.1 presents the sludge temperatures in AY- 102 approximately 4 in. tkom
the tank bottom through June 2000. Temperatures peaked in late November 1999, then gradually
decreased until about mid-February, following the seasonal drop in ambient air temperature.
Temperatures began to climb with the onset of warmer weather in late March and have not yet
reached their summer peak, which usually occurs in late August or early September. Based on ~
the waste temperatures recorded in June and July, the peak temperatures are expected to be in the
range 130-140”F.

The riser 16 thermocouples, which are closer to the center of the tank, show the effect of
forced convection cooling due to the annulus ventilation flow. Waste temperatures near the
center of the tank are cooler than at the periphery except when the annulus ventilation flow is cut
off for a time. Figure 4.1 also shows that cooling by means of annulus ventilation becomes much
less efllective as ambient air temperature rises, but even in the summer, this additional cooling is
needed to prevent the waste temperature in the tank from rising.
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Figure 4.1. AY-102 Waste Temperatures and Anmdus Ventilation Flow Rate

4.1.2 Gas Release Rate inAY-102

The relatively low level of gas release in AY- 102 during sluicing operations, which was
generally below the presluicing baseline and often below the lower bound of the baseline data,
caused some concern that gas retention would be a problem as the waste depth increased in
AY-102. However, the elevated hydrogen concentrations observed in both tanks during sluicing
suggested that the waste was thoroughly dlegassed during the sluicing process, and it would be
reasonable to suppose that release rates might drop for a time until a new equilibrium was
reached. How long this might take, however, was not easy to characterize, and therefore the
liquid surface level after the end of sluicing was monitored closely for signs of gas retention.

The post-sluicing level history in AY-102 through July 2000 is shown in Figure 4.2. After
about mid-December 1999, the liquid level in AY- 102 shows a steady decrease that is consistent
with estimates of the loss due to evaporation. (The increase of approximately 0.26 in. on January
6, 2000 is assumed to be due to liquid addition to the tank for instrument or line flush.) The
effect of gas retention immediately after the end of sluicing is illustrated by the graph in Fig-
ure 4.3. This plot compares the measured surface level for the fwst eight weeks post-sluicing
with a hypothetical level determined by calculating the liquid evaporation rate and adding the
effect of controlled water additions for instrument flushing operations.

Figure 4.3 indicates that immediately after the end of Campaign #3 there was a small level
rise, on the order of 0.2 in., probably caused by gas retention in the degassed waste. However,
the level rise of 0.2 in. indicates roughly 100 scf of gas retention at a pressure of 1.7 atm. This
level rise coincides with the interval during which the hydrogen release rate was below the pre-
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Figure 4.4. AY-102 Volumetric Flow of Hydrogen in Exhaust Air (post-sluicing)

sluicing baseline. This is illustrated in Figure 4.4, which shows the hydrogen release rate post-
sluicing. As the hydrogen release rate increa~ the liquid level gradually dropped slightly
faster than the evaporation rate alone. After about eight to 10 weeks, the liquid level
measurements .ihow no evidence of gas retention. Figure 4.2 shows that there has been a steady
dwrease of about 0.028 in./day in the level since about mid-December 1999 that appears to be
due entirely to evaporation.

Because the hydrogen data are relatively sparse after about mid-January 2000 and show
considerable variability in the hydrogen release rate for the tank, the barometric pressure
evaluation (BPE) method was used to provide an independent search for evidence of gas
retenthm in AY- 102. The BPE method is based on the correlation of barometric pressure swings
with waste level fluctuations. A negative level-t-pressure correlation (level decreases with
pressure increases) indicates gas compressing and expanding with changes in barometric
pressure. While this method can provide good quantitative estimates in tanks with a deep liquid
layer and weak waste as in AY-102, it has a relatively high detection limit and is not suited for
assessing incipient gas retention (Meyer et al. 1997; Stewart and Chen 1998). In the case of
AY-102 under winter 1999-2000 conditions, the detection limit is approximately 1,000 ft3 of gas
in situ. This corresponds to avoid fraction of about 0.04.

The actual correlation of waste level to baromehic pressure for November 1, 1999 through
January 30, 2000 is -0.021 * 0.008 cdkl’~ based on Hanford weather station pressure data and
the Enraf level in AY-102. The in situ gas volume is computed from
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where Ve is the gas volume, A is the waste tiace ar~ p is the hydrostatic head at the midpoint
of the mmconvective layer, and dL/dP is the level-to-pressure correlation. With an efhctive
pressure of 1.7 atrq the gas volume is 500 ● 200&y which corresponds to a void &action of
about 0.02. This is well under the detection limit so the value cannot be considered quantitative.
Howewx, the BPE analysis does confirm that no significant gas retention has occurred since the
end of sluicing.

4.2 Current Waste Configuration in C-106

Sluicing operations have left only a small amount of waste in the bottom of G106, an~ as a
result, the available instrumentation is not able to give a very complete picture of its condition.
Views of the tank obtained by video camera scans on July 13-14,2000 ihow that the remaining
non-liquid waste in the tank is in the form of irregular chunks up to three or more inches in
diameter. This material appears to be about the consistency crushed rock or coarse gravel and is
distributed nonuniformly over the bottom of the tank. Two small irregular piles of this material
are visible above the liquid level, lying against the wall on the periphery of the tanlq one in the
northwest quadrant the other in the northeast quadrant. These piles are roughly semiconical in
shape, extending 4 to 5 ill up the tank wall, aud appear to have been pushed up at the extreme
ends of the arc of the sluicer. There is also a relatively large sihallowregion of solids visible on
the north side of the tank under the camera and submersible pump. A small fourth pile of
material is visible above the liquid level between the northeast and northern piles.

It appears that nearly all of the fie particles have been removed by sluicing, leaving only the
larger coarser material that cannot be suspended by the sluicing jets and are too large to pass
through the l/4-inch screen on the submersible transfer pump. A rough estimate of the amount
of solid material present above the liquid level was obtained from geometric calculations based
on the video images. These calculations rndicate that there are possibly 4,450 gal of solids in the
visible piles, of which about 2,450 gal. is above the liquid level.

The video images show that the float for the Enraf level gauge is suspended in liquid and is
therefore giving valid readings. The post-sluicing liquid level measurements in C-106 through
August 2000 are 6hown m Figure 4.5. This plot indicates that the level is dropprng slowly due to
evaporation, at a rate of about O.O2in. per day, with intermittent increases in level due to liquid
additions and instrument flushes. The zero datum reference for this instrument was changed on
June 29,2000. Previously, the liquid level was measured relative to the tank knuckle, which is
12 in. above the center of the bottom of the tank. The new reference is the bottom center of the
tank. The effect of this change is to add 12 in. to the instrument indication. (See Appendix A for
details and locations of all instrumentation in Tanks C-106 and AY-102.)

The ending liquid level of 23.5-in. indicates a waste volume of about 41,500 gal. Adding the
2,450 gal of solids above the liquid level, the total amount of waste (solid and liquid) remaining
in C-106 is estimated to be on the order of 44,000 gal.
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4.2.1 C-106 Temperatures

7/7/00 9/1/00

(post-sluioing)

The waste level in C-106 is so low na~wthat most of the thermocouples are no longer in
contact with the waste. The video camera images show that the lowest thermocouple on riser 14
(TC14-1) is several inches below the liquid surface. All otha thermocouples on riser 14 are
measuring the air above the waste. The video images show dry solid waste surrounding the
lower end of the riser 8 thermocouple tree. The surface of the solid material appears to be
several inches above the liquid surface. The lowest thermocouple on riser 8 (TC8-1) is sub-
merged in solid waste (which also presumably oontains interstitial liquid at the level of TC8- 1),
but all other thermocouples on this riser are measuring the air temperature above the waste.

The measured liquid level in the tank also indicates that the bottom thermocouples on risers 8
and 14 (TC 8-1 and TC14- 1) are in contact with the liquid waste. AU other thermocouples on
both risers are measuring the air above the liquid surface. The temperatures plotted in I@ure 4.6
for riser 8 and in Figure 4.7 for riser 14 show that all but the bottom thermocouples on each riser
indioate essentially the same temperature. The bottom thermocouples indicate temperatures
slightly above that of the air, representing tlhewaste temperature several inches below the liquid
surfaoe. The two temperatures are nearly the same, as shown in Figure 4.8 for TC8-1 and TC14-
1 together. Thermocouple TC8-1 is consistently about 1–2 degrees warmer than TC14-1.

AU thermocouples show a rising trend due to increasing ambient air temperatures during the
summer. The sudda downturn in late Augwst corresponds to a break in the weather, as shown
by the maximum daily ambient air temperatures on F@ure 4.8. This indicates that the remaining
waste in C-106 is effectively cooled by heaclspace ventilation.
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4.2.2 Gas Release Rate in C-106

Gas retention and release are not issues in C- 106 after sluicing because little waste remains
in the tank. The headspace ventilation rate ‘hasbeen relatively high since the end of sluicing; as a
result, the headspace hydrogen concentration has remained very low. When the P- 16 system is
operating, the headspace hydrogen concentration is generally below the detection threshold for
the GCs in riser 2. However, when ventilation was shut down for a time, as in the process test on
February 2-16, 2000 and during other outages, the hydrogen concentration rose rather
dramatically. This is illustrated by the plot of hydrogen concentration in Figure 4.9. A process
test was performed to help determine the actual heat load remaining in the tank. It also measured
the rate of hydrogen release from the remaining waste in the tank. In this test, the P-16
ventilation system turned off at 14:00 on February 2, 2000, and there was no active tank
ventilation for 14 days, until the system was turned back on at 09:43 on February 16.

Figure 4.10 shows the hydrogen concentration in the tank during the process test. Analysis
of the transient concentration indicates the passive ventilation rate was about 30 cfm for the first
half of the test but dropped to about 16 cfm for the second half. A simple exponential model
assuming constant gas release and ventilation rates was used to estimate the release rate that
would produce the measured concentrations. The model indicates the new steady-state hydrogen
release rate in the tank is about 3.4 scfd, or 27% of the pre-sluicing baseline rate of 12.5 scfd.
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4.3 Total Material Transfer Estimates

The original volume of sludge in C-106 was determined to be 192,000 gal. Mass balance
calculations (Adams 1999) based on the mass flow meter summarized in Table 3.1 indicated that
186,000 gal, or 97% of the original sludge, was removed horn C-106. Approximately 44,000 gal
of material (liquid and solid) is estimated to remain in C-106 based on the current waste level
and video evidence described in Section 4.2. It is not known what fi-action of this volume is
solid or liqui~ but, based on the visible material, at least 4,4oO gal of solids remain in the tank.
If the other 39,600 gal is all liqui& a maxinmrn of 188,000 gal, or 98% of the sludge, was
removed from C-106. E, contrary to the appearance of the video and other evidence, all 44,000
gal were equivalent to original sludge, it would indicate that minimum of 148,000 gal, or 77% of
the sludge, was transferred. These percentages represent the absolute upper and lower bounds on
estimates of the amount of material removed from C-106. However, the actual amount
transferred is much closer to the upper bound. The following discussion presents alternative
estimates based on diflkrent assessment methods.

In addition to estimating the volume of material remaining in C-106, the ending sludge
volume in AY-102 can also be considered. The AY- 102 sludge depth indicated by the most
recent densitometer measurement on July27, 2000 was 66 in. The depth estimated from the most
recent validation probe temperature profdle on June 7, 2000 was approximately 64 in. These
measurements represent a net gain of 55-57 in. over the original 9 in. of sludge in AY-102 and
are equivalent to 151,000-157,000 gal of sludge. Approximately 16% of the original C-106
sludge volume, or 31,000 gal, are estimated to have been lost to solids dissolution (Bailey 2000).
Adding this to the estimates of sludge volume in AY-102 and assuming the new sediment has
essentially the same volume fraction as C- 106, the total amount removed from C- 106 is 182,000
to 188,000 gal or 95 to 98V0of the original 192,000 gal initially in the tank.

A pm-sluicing energy balance analysis performed for both tanks using the benchmarked
thermal models determined that the initial lkeat load in 1997 was approximately 41,200 Btu/hr in
AY-102 and 118,000 Btu/hr in C-106 (see Appendix B). Radioactive decay would have reduced
this to 38,800 and 111,000 Btu/hr, respectively, as of February 2000. At the end of Campaign #3
(October 1999) analyses of grab sample results (Table 3.1) indicated that only about
46,740 Btu/hr, or about 42Y0, of the heat IIoadhad been removed horn C-106. This suggested
that up to 111,000 gal or 58% of the sludge might ramin in C-106. However, post-sluicing
thermal analyses (Ogden and Brat.zel 2000) determined that the earlier heat load calculation had
used an simpli&ing assumption on the concentration of cesium and strontium in the waste,
which made the estimates low by about a factor of two. The final thermal analyses indicates that
7,000 to 11,000 Btu/hr remains in C-106, suggesting that at least 90% of the heat load had been
transferred to AY-102. This would leave the equivalent of about 19,000 gal of sludge in C-106,
assuming that the heat load was disbibuted uniformly, which is probably not true.

Analysis of the hydrogen data from the process test in Section 4.2.2 showed that the post-
sluicing release rate is about 3.4 scfd in C-106. This represents 73% of the original 12.5 scfd
baseline C-106 hydrogen release rate. It can be inferred that roughly 73% of the waste in C-106
has been transferred to AY-102 under the assumption of constant and uniform gas generation
rate per unit volume, which is almost certainly not true.
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Table 4.1 summarizes the results of the different approaches to estimating the amount of
material transferred by sluicing operations &om C-106 to AY-1 02. Discounting the estimates
based on thermal analysis and gas release rates, the preponderance of the evidence suggests that
sluicing operations transferred at least 95% and as much as 98% of the original sludge volume
from C~l&5 to AY-102. The %est estimate” is taken to be 97% which suggests that 6,000 gal of
solids equiwilent to original sludge remains in G106 which is quite con~stent with the fideo
observation.

Table 4.1. SummaryWaste TransferVolumes Jnferredfkom Analysis of Post-Sluicing
Conditions in C-106 and AY-102

Volume Fraction of Sludge volume
Analysis transferred to sludge remaining in C-106

Time fkne AY-102 (gal) transferred (gal)
Mass balance based on mass
flow meter and grab samples 186,000 97% 6,000
[Table 3.1)
Video analysis of material left ~48 ~188 ~

77-98% 4,40W44,000in C-106 9 9

Analysis of sediment level in
AY-102 182,00V188,000 95-98YoY0 4,000-10,000

C-106 thermtd ~dySiS
(Ogden & Bratzel 2000)(=) 173,000-180,000 90-94% 12,000-19,000

Hz release rate in C-106
Process Test (Feb. 2000)@)

140,000 73% 52,000

Best overall estimate 186,000 9’7% 6,000
(a) Requires assumption of uniform heat load ditibution.

)R equires assumption of constant and uniform gas gencmition ,PWunitvolume.

4.4 Solids Settling Analysis

Settling of solids occurred repeatedly in AY-102 during the numerous sluicing events. In
this analysis, each event is assumed to have agitated the liquid in the tanlq thereby creating an
approximately homogeneous mixture born which particles settled and raised the level of the
solids. The variation of the level of the top of the solids and top of the liquid from March to
October 1999 is shown in Figure 4.11.

An expanded view of the variation of the solid level in inches is shown in Figure 4.12 with a
number of the sluicing events labeled. For each settling evenL the top of the solids layer first
rises as solids settle onto it and then descends slightly as the newly settled solids compact under
their own weight. This information provides an opportunity to infer the rate of settling of
particles and from this to infix the size of the particles.
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The presumed physical situation is shown in Figure 4.13. The particles are assumed to be
uniform in size and hence settle at the same rate. In that case, the settling particles occupy a
region with a distinct upper interface. The distance “L” traveled by this interface from the
beginning of the settling to the time it reaches the simultaneously rising surface of the solids is
the distance traveled by the particles that started out at the top of the liquid. The end of settling
corresponds also to the maximum height of the solids surface. Dividing the settling distance by
the time “t-max” to reach the maximum solids height gives the settling velocity U1for the slurry.

Subsequently, the newly settled solids arrive at thickness “S,” the difference between the
height of solids before and after settling. The volume of solids settled can be estimated relative
to the volume of liquid from which lhey settle. The volume of liquid transferred into AY-102
was reported for each sluicing event. From the cross-sectional area of the tanlq the height “V” of
the liquid can be infkxred from which the solids settle and from this the apparent solids volume
&action, S/V. However, this is for the settled solid/liquid layer. If the solids are closepack~
e.g., 64% by volume for the settled layer, the volume i%wtion of solids@ in the initial slurry can

be inferred. The results of this simplified analysis are shown in Table 4.2.

If the particles are all assumed to be spherical and of the same size, the rate of settling of
particles embedded in the slurry is related to the rate of settling of the constituent particles
individually in the same interstitial liquid by Stokes law, as ihown in Equation 1:

U. = 2APg f
j@- = ($) U*

Settling velocity = L / t-max

i=o t = i--l t = t-2 t = t-ma t = t-m!

Volume of solids initially in slurry is estimated horn ‘S

F-e 4.13. Diagram of Assumed Settling Process
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Table 4.2. Batch by Batch Evaluation of Volume Fractionof Solids

I Process I I I I I I I I I

r- 1 I I I I 1 1 I t !

Ezl. I7.14 I3.42 I4.67 I 3.40 I 6.69 I 2.39 0.86 3.34 1.17
25.8 50.1 220.5

—,— —.. - ---- —.—-

V, in. 327 70:~ ‘---45.9 61.4 46.7 78.7
Ul,

19.4 26.9 27.7 20.2 28.0 57.9 71.9 65.6 180.9
ildday

$ 14.070 3.1% 6.5% 3.5% 9.2% 1.9% 2.19’0 4.3% 0.3%

where UOis the velocity for an individual particle, U1 is the velocity for a particle in the slurry,
f(+) is a fimction of the volume fhwtion $ of the particles in the slurry, Ap is the d.itRnnce in

density between the particles aud the interstitial liqui4 u is the viscosity of the interstitial flui~ g

is the acceleration of gravity, aud d is the diameter of the particles.

The fiction f($), shown in Equation 2!,describes both the upwelling of the interstitial fluid

as the particles fall and the ef.fixt of interactions between the particles that increase the apparent
viscosity of the fluid

(2)

where ~ is a referdnce volume fraction, taken to be the volume fraction of close packed

spheres, i.e., 0.64.

The apparent diameter of the particles can then be inferred by inverting Stokes law to give
Equation 3:

[)= 9uo~ 1’2
d—

2APg
(3)

where UOis found from U1 and Equations 1 and 2. The result is shown in Table 4.3, where we
assume the interstitial fluid has the viscosity and density of water and the specific gravity of the
solids is 2.

4.14



Table 4S. Batch by BatchAnalysis of Settling Velocity

Process Batch Batch Batch Batch Batch Batch Batch Batsh
Batch Test 3 2.1.1 2.102 2.2.1 2.22 3.1.1 3.103 3.2.3 3.2.4
UI (Cm/s) 5.71E-04 7.90E-04 8.14E-045.95E-04 8.22E-04 1.70E-03 2.IIE-03 1.93E-03 5.32?3-03

UC)(cm/s) 2.48E-04 6.69E-04 5.67E-044.91E-04 4.87E-04 1.53E-03 1.89E-03 1.53E-03 5.22E-03

dia, ~ 1.07 1.75 1.61 1.50 1.50 2.65 2.94 2.65 4.90

The results are plotted with date in Figure 4.14. Also plotted are the measured specific
gravities of the interstitial fluid and centdiqyd solids, for comparison to the above assumptions,
and the partial composition of the solids in terms of Fe and Al. The compositions and volume
fractions are read on the right scale. The particles apparently were in the micron range and
showed a slight increase as the sluicing came to an end.
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Figure 4.14. Model Predictionsof AY-102 Sludge Layer Changes During Sluicing
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5.0 Conclusions and Recommendations

The current analysis based on tank data for the six-month period following completion of
sluicing firmly supports the conclusion that significant gas retention is not occurring in AY-102.
In fit@ gas retention is undetectable based on the data available through June 2000. There are
three important indications that gas is not being retained in significant quantities:

● The waste level is not rising, even after accounting for evaporation.

* Analysis of the barometric pressure effect shows a retained gas volume below the
detection limit for this method.

. The sum of current hydrogen release rates from AY-102 and C-106 is approximately
92% of the pre-sluicing t~ well within the uncertainty resulting from changes in waste
temperature and salt concentration.

Gas generation and release in C106 are no longer issues. Only 3-4 scfd of hydrogen is
being produced by this tanlq which oan be diluted below 25% of the LFL of 10,000 ppm with a
ventilation rate of 14 scfh, or less than 1 scfin. AY-102 ourrently generates approximately
30 scfd of hydrogen, which requires at least 2 scfin of ventilation to remain below 10,000 ppm of
hydrogen in the headspace.

The results of several independent calculation methods indicate that 97% or 186,000 gallons
of the original C-106 sludge were transferred to AY-102, leaving the equivalent of about 6,000
gallons in C-106. However, the video inspection performed in C-106 in July 2000 clearly shows
that remainin g solids cannot be removed by further sluicing.
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Appendix A

Locations of Instrumentation for WRSS Data in Both Tanks

Figure A. 1 is a diagram of the tmk showing the locations of the instrumentation in the waste
in AY-102. Figure A.2 shows the locations of the thermocouples between the insulating
concrete and the tank bottom in relation to the vent channels in the concrete bottom. The four 4-
in. vent channels introduce air that is mixed in the small central plenum beneath the tank bottom
and then flows radially outward through the air return channels and annular ring channels shown
on the diagrm. The radial locations of risers 13A-D, risers 3a-f, and risers 16A and 16C are
also mapped onto this diagram. Figure A.3 is a diagram of C-106 showing the locations of the
various instrumentsin the tank.
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Figure Al. AY-102 InstrumentationMap
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Figure I&2. AY-102 Floor ChannelMap

Tables A.1 through A.6 summarize the locations and types of measurements obtainedusing
the DAS and non-DAS data collection for WRSS referenced in this report for evaluation and
monitoring of the behavior of AY-102 and C-106. In Tables A.2 throughA.6, radial locations
are given by distance from the center of the tank and azimuthal angle relative to north, as
indicated on the tauk diagrams. Vertical locations are given by distance from the tank bottom.
For AY- 102, this is straightforward because the double shell tanks have a flat bottom For
C-106, the matter is more complicated because the tank bottom is not flat; it has a slope of
1:37S-that is, it drops 1 ft in the 37.5 feet fkomthe tank edge to the center. The zero datumfor
vertical distances in this tank is a horizontal plane 12 in. above absolutebottom at the center of
the taak. The distance from the zero refkrence datum to the local tank botto~ therefore, vmies
with riser location, as listed in Table A. 1. (These values are calculated assuming a uuiform slope
of approximately 1.5 degrees.)
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Table AA. Distances in Tad C-106

Local tank bottom,
Radial location relative’to zero datum

Tank Riser (feet) (inches)
C106 1 31.7 -1.9
C106 3 30.4 -2.3
C106 6 30.4 -2.3
C106 8 31.7 -1.9
C106 9 29.7 -2.5
C106 14 17.0 -6.6
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Table A.2. Instrumentationfor Monitoring Waste Temperaturein AY-102

-~= ~~n ~Z ‘:
thermocouple

thermocmmle

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocmmle

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocmmle

thermocouple

v’ 34”754 228.8

Y 34”754 318”8v ‘2-504 25”4
TI-73 I 16C I 12.50 I 4 I 265.4

- 3475158 488u 3475158 138”8~c 3475 158 2288
- 3475158 3188
- 34-75300 488
~ 34”753W 138”8
TI-63 I 13C I 34.75 I 300 I 228.8

In addition to the thermocouples on risers 13A-D, 16A and 16C at 300 in., the MIT in riser
5A (which is located at radius 32 i%, 180-degree aziruuth) also contains thermocouples at
approximately 10- to 20-in. intervals frolm 434.2 in. to 11.2 in. above the zero datum This
provides a vertical profile of temperature in the tank, including sludge, supematan~ and air in the
headspace above the waste leveL
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Table A.3. Instrumentationfor Monitoring Airlift CirculationTemperaturein AY-102

Radial
location

Instrument DAS tag name Riser (feet)

thermocouple I TI-44 I 3a I 14.50

thenuocouple TI-59 3b 31.00

thermocouple I TI-50 I 3C I 31.00

thermocout.de TI-42 3d 14.50

thermocouple I TI-55 I 3e I 31.00

3-

3 40.6

3 101.6

230.4

3 t 295.6

3 I 357.8

Table &4. Instrumentationfor Monitoring Iisulatiug Concrete Bottom Temperaturem AY-102

Radial
location Azilnuth

Instrument DAS tag name (feet) (degrees)
thermocouple TI-01 7.0 150
thermocouple TI-02 7.0 240
thermocouple TI-03 7.0 330
thermocxmple TI-04 7.0 60
thermocouple TI-05 21.0 166
thermocouple TI-06 21.0 219
thermocouple TI-07 21.0 270
thermocouple TI-lo 21.0 65
thermocouple TI-11 21.0 115
thermocmmle TI-12 36.5 166
thermocouple TI-13 36.5 194
tbermocoux)le TI-14 36.5 219
thermocouple TI-15 36.5 244
thermocouple TI-16 36.5 270
thermocouple TI-17 36.5 296
thermocouple TI-20 36.5 14
thermocouple TI-21 36.5 39
thermocouple TI-22 36.5 I 65
thermocmmle TI-23 36.5 I 90
thermocouple TI-24 36.5 115
thennocmmle TI-25 36.5 141
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Table A.5. OtherJnstmmentationof Interest in Both Tanks

Radial
location Azimuth

Instrument Tag name Riser (feet) (degrees)
~ LI-602C 22A 21.50 338
Enraf854 level gauge; C106 “N/A 1 31.7 160
gas chromatograp h; AY-102 ‘N/A 15C 12.50 275
gas chmmatogrsp h; G106 “NIA 2
Enraf densitometer AY-102 -DI-602A-1 15s 34.75 340

%hrough

DI-602A-N
MIT verification probe; AY-102 ‘rI-06230 5A 32.00 180

Uhrough
‘rI-06251

For risers 8 and 14 in Tank C-106, in addition to giving the vertical heights in Table A.6
relative to the zero da- the distance relative to the absolute bottom at the centerof the tank is
also list~ in parentheses. At a radius of 17 ft, the local bottom of the tank under riser 14 is
6.56 m. below the zero datumreference plane. At a radius of 31.7@ the local bottom of the tank
underriser 8 is 1.86 in. below the zero datumreference plane.

Other measurements of interest include the exhaust airflow rates andtemperaturesfor both
tanks, including the air exhaust from the anmdus of AY-102. This information is used in
conjunction with the mass transfer information to estimate the rate of heat removal from the
tanks over the reportingperiod. Full documentation of the data management plan is available in
HNF-2318 Rev. O,“Management of Data fbr Tank 241-C-106 Retrieval.”
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Table &6. Instrumentationfor Monitoring Waste Tempemturein C-106

Instrument

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocmmle

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

thermocouple

Tag name

C106-TI-RO14-O1

C106-TI-RO14-O2

C106-TI-RO14-O3

C106-TI-RO14-O4

C106-TI-RO14-O5

C106-TI-RO14-O6

C106-TI-RO14-O7

C106TI-RO14-O8

C106-TI-ROO8-O.1

C106-TI-ROO8-O2

C106-TI-ROO8-O3

C106-TI-ROO8-O4

C106-TI-ROO8-O5

C106-TI-ROO8-O6

3=Radial
location

Riser f=t

+
14 I 17.0

14 17.0

14 17.0

14 17.0

14 17.0

+--
8 I 31.7

--t--

8 31.7

8 31.7

8 I 31.7

vertical

height
(inches)

4 (15.96)

28 (39.96)

52 {63.96)

76 (87.96)

100(111.96)

124 (135.96)

148 (159.96)

172 (183.96)

3.38 (14.64)

27.38(38.16)

51.38 (62.16)

75.38 (86.16)

99.38 (110.16)

181.38(192.16)

55

55

55

55

55

55

55

55

340

340

340

340

340

340
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Appendix B

Energy Balance for Tanks 241-AY-102 and 241-C-106

B.1 Pre-sluicing Energy Balance

Anenergy balance analysis will be performed to estimate the amount of heat source removed
fi-om Tank 241-C-106 and transferred into Tank 241-AY-102 as the waste retrieval and transfer
operation proceeds. The heat load estimate is required to predict the thermal behavior of Tank
241-AY-102 and demonstrate that the maximum waste temperatures will not exceed established
temperature limits. The thermal hydraulic models used for the energy balance analyses have
been benchmarked using data for the pre-sluicing operating conditions for C-106 and AY-102.

Tank 241DAY-102

A pre-sluicing energy balance was performed for Tank241-AY-102 using the benchmarked
thermal models. The tank heat load was estimated to be 41,200 Btu/hr. These analyses used the
primary and anmdus ventilation system flow data and measured meteorological data from June 1,
1998. The energy balance established through the thermal analyses is shown in Figures B. 1 and
B.2. Figure B. 1 shows the primary and anrndus system heat removal. The energy storage is the
difference between the total tank heat load and the sum of the primary and anmdus heat removal.
Figure B.2 shows the components of the primary system heat removal, which include latent heat
sensible heat and soil conduction. It can be seen from the figure that during period of July
through the middle of September, the total heat removed by the tank ventilation system alone is
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Figure B.1. Energy Balance for 241-AY-102; 41,200 Btu/hr Heat Load
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Figure B.2. AY-102 Primay System Heat Removal Components

less than the tank heat loa~ resulting in energy storage in the tank waste. However, during the
month of August with the annulus exhaust system also in operation, the heat stored in the waste
was reduced signiilcantly. When the anmdus system was shut off at the end of August, the
energy stored in the waste increased again. From the middle of September, with the restart of the
annulus system and with the decreasing ambient temperatures, the heat removal rate exceeds the
heat generation rate, which results in energy removal from the waste (seen as negative energy
storage in Figure B. 1). This effect can also be seen in the tank temperatures (see Figures B. 1,
B.5, B.6, and B.7). Reduced temperatures are most pronounced in the bottom waste and the
insulating concrete due to the proximity of lmoling channels.

Tank 24I-C-106

The heat load of the Tank 241-C-106 was determined by thermal analyses to be 118,000
Btu/hr. The measured data for P-16 exhauster was used along with the ambient temperature,
humidity and pressure conditions for the ventilation flow. The effect of the air chiller and 296-
C-006 ventilation system operations were included in the analyses. Figure B.3 shows the energy
balance for this tank. The heat is removed from the tank by evaporation, sensible heat and
conduction through the soil. In Tank 241-C-106, the dome air temperature remains above the
ambient temperature, resulting in heat removal by conduction through the dome soil throughout
the year. The dominant part of heat loss is through the liquid evaporation. From March through
August, heat removal is less than heat generation and the remaining heat energy is stored in the
tank, leading to increased waste temperatures. From September through February, more heat is
removed from the tank than generated by the waste, resulting in energy removal from the waste
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and reducing waste temperatures. The chiller in the ventilation flow path was activated at end of
June 1998. The chiller operation increased the sensible heat removal and thus reducing the net
energy stored in the tank waste. However, shutting down the P-16 exhauster (which provided
about 2600 cfm ambient ventilation flow) and activating the GO06 system (which has about
350 cfm ambient flow and 800 cfin recirculation flow) signdlcantly reduced the primary
ventilation flow heat removal capacity.

6.2 Energy Balance as of April 30,1999

Tank 241-AY-102

An energy balance analysis has been performed to estimate and ver@ the amount of waste
containing the heat source has been removed from C-106 and transferred into AY-102 as of
April 30, 1999. First, the heat load of the tank was estimated using the measured data for
AY-102 and compared with the heat load estimated using the radiolytic heat content of the
transferred waste. The results of this calculation shows that the radiolytic heat content estimate
of the waste transferred by Process E@neering Group is more reasonable than the conservative
estimate calculated using the best estimate parameters.

B.3

Figure B.4 provides the results for the heat removed by the primary ventilation flow both in
the form of sensible heat and latent heat and through heat conduction to the surrounding soil.
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Figure B.4. Tank 241-AY-102 PrimaryVentilation Heat Removal

Figure B.5 shows the results for the heat loss through primary ventilation flow and soil
conduction as well as the annulus ventilation flow sensible heat removal. Also shown in the
Figure B.5 is the total heat removal from the tank.

Figure B.6 describes the total heat stored in the waste including the individual component of
supernate and sludge sensible heat values, The heat storage and heat removal values and the
derived tank waste heat load are shown in Figure B.7.

Figure B. 8 shows the comparison of the tank heat load evaluated using the measured
temperatures, humidity and primary and secondary ventilation flows and that estimated using
radiolytic content of transferred waste from C-106 to AY- 102. Also shown in the Figure B.8 is
the heat load value that derived using best estimate waste parameters as given in PCP and
thermal analysis reports.

The results suggest that process engineering estimates of heat load for the transferred waste
seems more reasonable. The measured sludge volumes and the estimated radiolytic heat load
values are used for the transferred sludge in GOTHIC AY-102 models.
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Appendix C

Baseline t-lydrogen Release in AY-102 and C-106

The WRSS Process Control Plan (PCP) gives the expected hydrogen release rates for C-106
and AY-102 as 6.5 * 0.2 scfd and 14*6 scfd, respectively (Carothers et al. 1998, Table 3-10).
The release rate for C-106 was derived from the headspace hydrogen concentration transient
when the ventilation system was shut down for 48 hours in June 1997. The AY-102 expected
value was established shortly after the SHMS was installed in February 1998.

The baseline hydrogen release rates are important in assessing flammable gas accumulation
in AY- 102 after sluicing. A reasonable first-order assumption is thag if there is no gas retention,
the hydrogen release rate from AY-102 after sluicing should be equal to the sum of the baseline
AY-102 release rate and the product of the fraction of sludge transferred and the baseline C-106
release rate. The baseline release rate is also usefid in evaluating the flammable gas decision
map in the PCP (Carothers et al 1998, Table 4-8).

The PCP requires the baseline to be established over a minimum four-week period before
sluicing. The period considered here is 14 weeks, from August 1 to November 6, 1998. This is
the longest period during which no signMcant waste disturbance occurred in either tank. Ih
AY-102, the airlift circulators ran for nine days (June 28–July 6). The waste level (and thus
hydrostatic head) was reduced to 167 in. at the end of July. In C-106 makeup water additions
occurred August 20 (2010 gal), September 18 (3000 gal), and October 5 (3599 gal). A transfer
line flush on October 29 added 3465 gallons.

The hydrogen release rate is equal to the flow rate of hydrogen in the headspace exhaust
under the assumption that no signii3caut retention or release is occurring in either tank. The
hydrogen flow rates for AY-102 and C-106 for the baseline period are shown in Figures C.1 and
C.2, respectively. The boxes outlined in red represent the 95% confidence limits derived from
the cumulative distribution of the measurements. A flow rate calculation (headSpace concentra-
tion ventilation rate) is made every 10 minutes, one for each headspace hydrogen concentration
measurement recorded by the gas chromatography. The baseline period contains 7708 data points
for AY-102 and 11654 data points for C-106.

The baseline is taken as the mean of the data set. The mean release rate is 23.5 scfd for
AY-102 and 12.5 scfd for C-106; the medians are 23.7 scfd and 12.2 scfd, respectively. The
uncertainty is derived from the cumulative distribution of the data sets which is shown with the
probability density for AY-102 and C-106 in Figures C.3 and C.4, respectively. This uncertainty
is assumed to contain all the random errors associated with the measurement system. The 95°/0
cotildence bounds for AY- 102 and C-106 release rates are 18.9–27.8 scfd and 9.4-16.9 scfd,
respectively. Thus the best estimate of hydrogen release rates for each tank can be stated as 24
(+4, -5) sdd for AY-102 and 12.5 (+4, -3) scfd for C-106.
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FigureCl. AY- 102 Baseline Hydrogen Release Rate
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