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Sodium spray fire tests at an initial sodium temperature of 250°C were conducted
under the atmospheric conditions of air (21% oxygen) and nitrogen with 3% oxygen to
determine both the sodium burning rate and the aerosol release fraction, and compare
them with the test results at the initial sodium temperature of 500°C in air atmosphere.

In the tests, sodium was supplied using a spray nozzle into a stainless steel vessel of
100 m3 (SOLFA-2). The sodium burning rate was calculated from two independent
methods: the consumption rate of oxygen in the vessel, and the enthalpy change in the
vessel constituents during the test. The aerosol release fraction during the test was
evaluated by the comparison between the measured aerosol concentrations and the
calculations with the ABC-INTG code.

The main conclusions were as follows,

(1) In air atmosphere,
a) sodium droplets ignited instantaneously and the spray fire was observed even under
low initial sodium temperature of 250°C, and
b) the sodium burning rate was about 400 g-Na/s and its fraction of supplied sodium flow
rate was about 70%.
(2) In nitrogen atmosphere with 3% oxygen,
a) ignition of sodium droplets was not observed under the 250°C condition, and
b) the sodium burning rate was about 44 g-Na/s and the fraction of supplied sodium flow

rate was less than 10%.

Keywords: Sodium Fire, Spray, Fast Breeder Reactor

This document is a translation of JNC TN9400 2005-043 published in August 2005, written
by Koji KAWATA, Takuo MATSUKI, and Shinya MIYAHARA.
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1. Introduction

A sodium leak accident is included in the design basis events for fast reactor
plants that use sodium as a coolant. Therefore, confirmation of the integrity and
effectiveness of the systems to be provided in the plant against such accidents, as well
as validation of the analysis codes to evaluate the thermal impacts of the sodium
burning, are important tasks in order to secure the credibility of the fast reactor plants.

The Japan Nuclear Cycle Development Institute (JNC) has conducted a number of
experimental studies using the SAPFIRE Facility at the Oarai Engineering Center.
However, the sodium leak fire tests had been conducted so far at the high initial
temperature of about 500 °C, mainly under the air atmosphere. In order to achieve a
good balance between efficient design and safety for the fast reactor plant in the future,
we need to obtain sodium burning behavior data in an extended condition range with
respect to the initial sodium temperature, and oxygen concentration in the atmosphere.
Particularly, for a low temperature sodium leak accident in the primary cooling system
during the time periods other than the rated operation, the ex-vessel storage tank
(EVST) and the maintenance cooling system, where the sodium temperature is
relatively low in the fast reactor plant, it is necessary to confirm that the conventional
sodium burning analysis code provides valid results with respect to thermal impacts
both in the air atmosphere and a low oxygen concentration atmosphere.

In this study, spray fire tests were conducted using sodium at the initial
temperature of about 250 °C in both air atmosphere (oxygen concentration of 21%) and
low oxygen concentration atmosphere (nitrogen gas with 3 % oxygen). Sodium burning
rates and the aerosol release fraction were estimated in each atmospheric condition to

compare with the values at the initial temperature of 500 °C obtained to date.
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2. Test apparatus and measurement
2.1 Test apparatus outline

The test apparatus used for the sodium spray fire test at the low temperature
consists of a SOLFA-2 test vessel and its peripheral apparatus, including a sodium
heating vessel (MH), an impurity sedimentation tank (DT: dump tank), a sodium
storage tank (ST) and the exhaust smoke treatment system ( Figure 1).

A maximum of approximately 4000 kg of sodium can be heated to the predefined
temperature in the sodium heating vessel and fed to the test vessel by increasing the
pressure of the nitrogen cover gas in the vessel. The dump tank was used to collect and
store the sodium deposited on the sodium catch pan. The sodium storage tank stores the
sodium and feeds it to the sodium heating vessel when it is used in the tests. The
sodium aerosol generated during the tests is removed with a water scrubber and the
HEPA filter of the exhaust treatment system to prevent the release of the aerosol into

the atmosphere.

2.2 SOLFA-2 test vessel

The structure of the SOLFA-2 test vessel is shown in Figure 2. The vessel is a
vertical cylindrical stainless steel air-tight container (SUS304, 25mmt) with an internal
volume of about 100 m3. For the test, a spray nozzle was installed at the tip of the
sodium feed pipe in the upper part of the vessel, and a stainless-steel (SUS304) sodium
catch pan (2900 mm®x350 mm Hx6 mmt) was installed 4 m below the nozzle to catch and

reserve unburned sodium.

2.3 Measurement

The main features being measured, and their measurement points during the test,
are shown in Figure 3. The temperature and flow rate of the sodium feed were
measured with thermocouples and a magnetic flow-meter installed in the sodium feed
pipe, respectively. Figures 4, 5 and 6 show the spatial arrangement of thermocouples set
in the SOLFA-2 test vessel, in the gas region of the SOLFA-2 test vessel and in the
sodium catch pan, respectively. The oxygen concentration was measured with the
electromagnetic oxygen analyzer, and the hydrogen concentration with the thermal
conductive hydrometers at three different heights in the test vessel (as shown in Figure
3). The sodium aerosol in the atmosphere was sampled by sucking about one litter of
atmospheric gas with a vacuum cylinder via sintered metallic filters at two different
heights in the test vessel (also shown in Figure 3). Settling aerosol was sampled by
exposing the sampling pan intermittently for constant duration (1 minute) at a single

point, inside the manhole of the test vessel.
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2.4 Spray nozzle

The spray nozzle used in the test is shown in Figure 7. The specification of the
nozzle was the same as the one used in the high temperature sodium spray fire test
(Run-E1)Y; the spray cone angle was approximately 25 degree, and the droplet diameter
measured in a water test was approximately 2.6 mm (mean volume diameter) and 1.8

mm (mean surface diameter).
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3. Test conditions and method
3.1 Test conditions

The main test conditions of this study, and those of the high temperature sodium
spray fire test (Run-E1), are shown in Table 1. The tests were run in two cases, in the
air (21% oxygen) (Run-E4-2), and the low oxygen concentration atmosphere (nitrogen
gas with 3% oxygen) (Run-E4-1), to have consistency with the test conditions in the
Run-E1 (except for the initial sodium temperature). Therefore, the droplet diameter and
the spray cone angle obtained by the spray nozzle were nearly the same as those in the
Run-E1V.

The initial sodium temperature was set at 250 °C to represent the low temperature,
considering the temperatures in the prototype fast reactor Monju; 260 °C at the primary
system (low oxygen concentration atmosphere) of the EVST cooling system, 240 °C at
the secondary system (air atmosphere), and 230 °C at the secondary maintenance
cooling system (air atmosphere). The duration of the sodium feed was determined to
be 5 minutes, based on the estimated minimum time necessary for measurement.

Other test conditions were also the same as the Run-E1, including the height of

the sodium spray nozzle and the presence or absence of an oxygen supply.

3.2 Test method

The two sets of tests were conducted consecutively; Run-E4-2 (a test in the air) at
first, and then followed by the Run-E4-1 (a test in the low oxygen concentration
atmosphere). This sequence was decided in order to avoid the effects on the second test
of pool combustion of unburned sodium deposited and reserved in the catch pan during
the first test. The test progression in the Run-E4 is shown in Table 2.

For the air atmosphere test (Run-E4-2), the sodium was transferred from the
storage tank to the sodium heating vessel, and its temperature was raised and
maintained at approximately 250 °C. Then, after confirming the test conditions such as
the oxygen concentration in the test vessel, the cover gas pressure of the sodium heating
vessel was adjusted to attain the predetermined sodium flow rate. The test was started
by opening the sodium feed valve (VN-109). In order to keep the sodium feed rate
constant during the test, the opening of the valve (VN-105) was controlled manually.
The feeding of the sodium was completed in approximately five minutes. After the
completion of the sodium feed, the safety status inside and outside the test vessel was
confirmed, and the sodium reserved in the catch pan was drained to the dump tank by
tilting the catch pan to transfer the reserved sodium as completely as possible to the
drain pipe.

The measured data on the features shown in Figure 3 was recorded with the data
logger (HP-1000) from the time before starting the feed of the sodium for the air
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atmosphere test, to the completion of the second low oxygen concentration atmosphere
test. The interval of the data acquisition was 500 ms.

The combustion behavior during the tests was observed and recorded with a total
of three video cameras. One camera was installed at the ceiling of the test vessel for the
air atmosphere test, and second one was outside of the vessel for the low oxygen
concentration atmosphere test to observe through the observation window on the side
wall of the vessel. The last one, a high speed video camera, was also installed outside of
the vessel to monitor the leak behavior during the air atmosphere test through the
window on the side wall.

Sodium aerosol in the air was sampled every 30 seconds by inserting a sampling
nozzle inside the vessel via a pipe platform on the side of the vessel. The settling aerosol
was sampled at one-minute intervals with a special device in the form of spinning
sample pan.

After completing the air atmosphere test, the sampling device was reinstalled for
the low oxygen concentration atmosphere test when the temperature at each part and
the pressure inside the vessel had returned to normal. The oxygen concentration inside
the test vessel was then adjusted to the test condition; i.e. 3 %. As such, this test was
conducted in the same way as the air atmosphere test.

After the completion of the two consecutive tests, the manhole on the side of the
test vessel was opened. The photographs inside the vessel were taken. Sodium aerosol
adhered to the inside wall of the vessel, and the residual sodium in the catch pan was

then removed.
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4. Test results and discussion
4.1 Air atmosphere test (Run-E4-2)
4.1.1 Burning behavior

The observation with the video camera installed inside the test vessel indicated
instantaneous ignition of the sodium fed from the spray nozzle, and generation of a
large amount of aerosol. This result was consistent with the observation in the sodium
fire phenomenon test? that indicated ignition temperature of 250 °C for the sodium with
a droplet diameter of approximately 1 mm. The result is also consistent with the sodium
leak accident at the solar energy plant in Almeria, Spain in 19872 when sodium at a
temperature of about 250 °C was sprayed and caused considerable damage.

Thus, we can conclude that sodium at the temperature as low as 250 °C can be
ignited instantaneously when leaked as a spray into the air atmosphere. Also, the

resulting behavior is the same as the spray fire of high temperature sodium at 500 °C.

4.1.2 Gas pressure in test vessel

Changes in the gas pressure inside the test vessel are shown in Figure 8 together
with those of the Run-E1. In this test, the gas pressure reached the maximum of 0.098
MPa-gauge (1.0 kg/cm2-gauge) two minutes after the start of the spraying operation.
The maximum pressure was slightly lower than that of the Run-E1 (0.12 MPa-gauge
(1.2 kg/cm2-gauge)).

4.1.3 Gas temperature in test vessel

Figure 9 shows the time trends of the gas temperature inside and outside the
spray cone, and at the upper part of the spray nozzle. The gas temperature inside the
spray cone rapidly increased due to the immediate ignition of sodium droplets after
starting the spraying operation and reached over 800 °C at the maximum. It then
became lower with the decrease of the oxygen concentration in the vessel. The gas
temperatures outside the cone and at the upper part of the spray nozzle reached
approximately 500 °C and 550 °C respectively, due to heat transfer by the radiation from
inside the cone and convection.

The gas temperatures in this test (shown in Figure 9) were slightly lower than

those in the Run-E1 (shown in Figure 10), as found for the gas pressure described above.

4.1.4 Temperature of structures

The outer surface temperatures of ceiling and vessel side wall are shown in Figure
11. The temperature at the ceiling reached 80 °C at maximum, which is an increase of
about 60 °C from the temperature at the test start. This temperature increase was
almost half that of the corresponding position in the Run-E1 (about 130 °C). The
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maximum temperature of the side wall was 35 °C, an increase of approximately 15 °C
from the temperature at the start. The temperature increase at the corresponding
position in the Run-E1 was approximately 10 °C, which was lower than that in this test.
This would be caused by the fact that the water-cooling jacket on the side wall was filled
with cooling water in the Run-E1.

Figure 12 shows the change in the temperature at the sodium catch pan and the
sodium pool. The temperature at the bottom of the sodium pool (1 mm above the sodium
catch pan) reached approximately 700 °C at the completion of the spraying operation.
At the point of 70 mm above the sodium catch pan near the sodium pool surface, the
temperature was over 800 °C due to the radiation from the fire caused by the sodium
pool burning. The temperatures of the sodium catch pan, with approximately 350 mm of
an insulation layer at the bottom, reached to over 700 °C on both the front and back
surfaces of the pan at the centre. It eventually became almost the same temperature as

the sodium pool.

4.1.5 Oxygen concentration

Figure 13 shows the change in the oxygen concentration measured with three
magnetic oxygen analyzers installed at different heights in the test vessel. The
magnetic oxygen analyzer involves a consecutive sampling in order to eliminate sodium
aerosol contained in the sampled gas, and to cool the gas. The gas sampling point and
the measurement point are connected through piping. Therefore, there is a time lag
between the sampling and measurement times. Figure 13, after correction for the time
lag, indicates an earlier decrease in the oxygen concentration in the space under the
spray nozzle than that in the space above the nozzle. This resulted in slight differences
in oxygen concentration between the two. This could be explained by assuming that the
oxygen in the space under the nozzle was consumed first by the sodium burning inside
the spray cone, and the oxygen in the upper space was then transported to the lower

space by the convection of gas to be consumed.

4.1.6 Sodium burning rate
The sodium burning rate was estimated based on the two methods described
above: the change in the oxygen concentration in the test vessel, and the change in the

temperature at each part of the vessel.

(1) Estimation method
a) Estimation from oxygen concentration
The number of oxygen moles in the vessel at a time (t) is expressed in the following

equation,
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Noz(t) = [Co2(t)/100 « P(t) « VI/[R « T(t)] =+ = « « « = « « « « 6))

where
Noz(t) : Number of oxygen moles in the vessel
Coz(t) : Oxygen concentration in the vessel (%)
P(t) : Gas pressure in the vessel (Pa)
V : Vessel volume (m53)
R : Gas constant (kg m%/s2mol K)
T(t) : Gas temperature in the vessel (K)

The sodium burning rate can be determined by the following formula based on the

oxygen consumption rate within the time increment At according to the Eq. (1),
B(t) - At=[No2(t)—Noa(t+At)] - Moz S =+ + « =« + « = ¢ (2)

where
B(t) : Sodium burning rate (kg-Na/s)
Moz : Oxygen mass in one mol (kg-O2/mol)

S: Mass of sodium that reacts with unit mass of oxygen (kg-Na/kg-O2)

The ratio between reaction products of sodium and oxygen were assumed as below.
When Coz2 = 11.3 wt-%, Na20 : Na202=3 : 2
When Coz < 11.3 wt-%, Na20 : Na202=1:0

b) Estimation from temperature change
A heat of combustion associated with the sodium burning is calculated based on
the temperature changes in each part of the structures, which then are converted to the

sodium burning rate.

B() - At - Qua+Qs(®) = Y[Cpi- ATI®] = « » =« =« -+ - &)

where

Qna:  Heat of combustion of unit mass of the sodium (kJ/kg-Na)
Qs(t) : Heat from other heat sources (kdJ)
Cpi: Heat capacity of structure (i) (kJ/°C)

ATi(t) : Temperature change of structure (i) during the time increment At (°C)
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(2) Estimated results of sodium burning rate

The changes in the sodium burning rate over time obtained from the oxygen
concentration change are shown in Figure 14, and that from the temperature change at
each position in Figure 15. When these sodium burning rate values are averaged with
time and converted to the value at the oxygen concentration of 21 % under the
assumption that the burning rate is proportional to the oxygen concentration, the
values become 387 g-Na/s from the both methods. This corresponds to about 70 % of the
sodium feed rate of 540 g-Nal/s.

It was reported that in the Run-E1 test the sodium burning rate was about 160
g-Na/s, which corresponded to about 30 % of the sodium feed rate. This burning rate is
the value at the mean oxygen concentration of about 10 % over the time period when the
sodium was sprayed. Also, a different reaction product ratio was assumed which
determines the sodium mass (S) that reacts with the unit mass of oxygen in this test.
When converting these values for the oxygen concentration of 21 %, the sodium burning
rate becomes about 500 g-Na/s which is almost equal to the sodium feed rate.

Figure 16 shows the fraction of the sodium burning rate to the sodium feed rate as
a function of the initial sodium temperature. Here, the used burning rate is the
converted value under the condition of 21 % oxygen concentration. The figure also
contains the result of the Run-E3-3 as a reference, which is the sodium burning test® of
columnar, rod-like sodium leak flow, performed under almost the same test conditions
with this Run-E4-2 and Run-E1. The figure indicates that the burning rate of the
sodium sprayed at the low temperature (initial temperature of 250 °C) was lower by
about 30 % compared to that sprayed at the high temperature (500 °C), but higher than
that of the columnar leak and combustion at the high temperature of 500 °C.

4.1.7 Aerosol release fraction
The aerosol release fraction, « , was evaluated by comparing the aerosol

concentration and the settled aerosol amount between the aerosol behavioral analysis
code ABC-INTG and the test results. The release fraction used in the analyses was 30 %,
based on the knowledge obtained to date; about 20-40 % of the burning rate for the
sodium pool fire and 20-30 % of the burning rate for the sodium leakage with a
columnar leak. Other main analysis conditions shown below were those obtained from
the sodium burning test for the columnar leak?.

Mean aerosol radiusrg 1.5 um

Aerosol density p :1.0 g/cm3

Factor ¢ tobe multiplied to the gravitational condensation shape factor : -1
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The comparisons between the test result and simulation result are shown in
Figure 17 for the suspended aerosol concentration and in Figure 18 for the settled
aerosol amount. Figure 17 shows that the suspended aerosol concentrations of the test
result were far below that of the simulation result in the first 1 minute after starting
the spraying operation, and the results of test and simulation were approximately in
good agreement from after two minutes until the end of the spraying operation. The
reason for this was considered that, in the test, the aerosol had not evenly dispersed
inside the test vessel after starting the spraying operation, and the suspended aerosol
concentrations were low at the sampling points; whereas, in the analysis, the suspended
aerosol was assumed to be evenly dispersed in the space inside the vessel. With regards
to the settled aerosol amount (Fig. 18), the calculation result was lower than that of the
test over the entire spraying period. This could be due to the entrainment of unburned
sodium droplets leaked as a spray to the sampling pan.

Thus, we conclude that the aerosol behavior analysis assuming the aerosol release
fraction of about 30% reproduces fairly well the change in the suspended aerosol

concentration of the test result.

4.2 Low oxygen concentration test (Run-E4-1)
4.2.1 Burning behavior

We observed with a video camera the burning behavior of sprayed sodium at the
initial temperature of 250 °C in the low oxygen concentration atmosphere (3 %). The
video image shows that the sprayed sodium droplets, different from those in the air
atmosphere test (Run-E-4-2), were settled without being ignited. They simply generated
aerosols. The image also indicated that the cone angle formed by the spray nozzle was
about 27 degrees, which was almost the same as the angle obtained from the water test

of about 25 degrees.

4.2.2 Gas pressure in test vessel

The change in the gas pressure inside the test vessel is shown in Figure 8. The
maximum gas pressure in this test was about 0.05 MPa-gauge (0.5 kg/cm2-gauge),
which was half of the pressure in the air atmosphere test (about 0.098 MPa-gauge (1.0
kg/cm2-gauge)) as described above. This is because sodium was not ignited in the low
oxygen concentration atmosphere, as was apparent from the observation of the burning
behavior. Therefore, the maximum gas pressure in this test was lower than that in the

air atmosphere test in which sodium was ignited and burned.

4.2.3 Gas temperature in test vessel

The changes in the gas temperature inside the test vessel are shown in Figure 19

_10_
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for inside and outside the spray cone, and at the upper part of the spray nozzle. The
maximum temperature inside the spray cone was about 350 °C, which was higher than
the initial temperature of the leaked sodium of 250 °C. This fact indicates that the
leaked sodium was not ignited under the low oxygen concentration atmosphere, but an
exothermic reaction occurred due to the oxidation by the existing 3 % oxygen contained
in the atmosphere.

The maximum gas temperature outside the spray cone and at the upper part of the
spray nozzle remained lower than the temperature of the leaked sodium. The

temperature was higher at the upper part of the nozzle than outside the spray cone.

4.2.4 Temperature of structures

The temperatures at the ceiling and the outer surface of the test vessel are shown
in Figure 20. Since this test was conducted successively after the air atmosphere test,
the initial temperatures of those positions were higher than the room temperature.
However, the increase in the temperature during the test was about 10 °C at the ceiling,
and less than 5 °C at the outer surface. Each of these was lower compared to those in the
air atmosphere test.

Figure 21 shows the temperature change in the sodium catch pan and the sodium
pool. The initial temperature at the bottom of the sodium pool (1 mm above the sodium
catch pan) was as high as about 100 °C because a small amount of sodium remained
from the air atmosphere test. However, the temperature was increased to only 250 °C,
1.e. the sodium feed temperature, even following the completion of the spray. On the
other hand, the temperature reached over 500 °C about one minute after starting the
spraying operation near the surface of the sodium pool (70 mm above from the sodium
catch pan). The reason for this was considered to be due to the settlement of high
temperature sodium droplets heated by exothermic reaction by oxidation. The
temperature of the sodium catch pan became very similar to that of the sodium pool
since there was an insulation layer with a thickness of about 350 mm below the catch

pan.

4.2.5 Oxygen concentration

The change in the oxygen concentration is shown in Figure 22. The oxygen
concentrations inside the test vessel were different depending on the location in the
vessel because of some residual effects by the previous air atmosphere test. The oxygen
consumption speed during the spray was larger at the lower part of the test vessel, and

was almost the same at the middle and the upper parts.

_11_
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4.2.6 Sodium burning rate

The sodium burning rate was calculated from the oxygen concentration change
and temperature change in each part, as was used in the air atmosphere test. The
sodium burning rate estimated from the oxygen concentration change is shown in
Figure 23. The figure indicates that the sodium burning rate in the low oxygen
concentration test obtained from the oxygen analyzer (CO-101) placed at the lower part
of the test vessel showed a slightly higher value than the others. The sodium burning
rates obtained from the temperature change at each position of the vessel are shown in
Figure 24. The mean burning rate during the spray period was about 45 g-Na/s, which
was almost equal to about 43 g-Na/s-the average sodium burning rate obtained from the
oxygen concentration changes in the three oxygen analyzers. Therefore, the sodium
burning rate estimation was considered to be valid. The sodium burning rate was less
than 10 % of the sodium feed rate. The results are shown in Figure 16 where the
fraction of the sodium burning rate to the sodium feed rate is shown as a function of the
initial sodium temperature. It is implied in the figure that the fire suppression effect is
greater in the case of reducing the oxygen concentration than the case of decreasing the

sodium initial temperature.

4.2.7 Aerosol release fraction

Similar to the air atmosphere test, the aerosol release fraction was evaluated by
the comparison of aerosol concentration and settled aerosol amount between simulation
and test results. The aerosol release fraction was assumed to be 20 % in the simulation
because the fraction in the previous pool fire tests under the low oxygen concentration®
was approximately 20 %. The comparison between the simulation and test result are
shown in Figure 25 for the aerosol concentration and in Figure 26 for the settled aerosol
amount. The figure shows good coincidence for the aerosol concentration, while the
simulated result was lower than the test result over the entire period for the settled
aerosol amount. The reason for this was considered to be due to the entrainment of a

part of leaked sodium droplet, in a similar manner to the air atmosphere test.

_12_
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5. Conclusions

We conducted two cases of spray burning tests with low temperature sodium at
approximately 250 °C; under air atmosphere and low oxygen concentration atmosphere
(3%), and estimated the sodium burning rate and the aerosol release fraction in each

case. The results are shown below:

5.1 Air atmosphere test

(1) Under the air atmosphere, the sodium is ignited and burned if leaked as a spray
even when the sodium temperature is as low as 250 °C.

(2) The sodium burning rate was approximately 400 g-Na/s, almost 70 % of the sodium
feed rate.

(3) The aerosol behavior analysis could reproduce the concentration change of the
suspended aerosol in the test by assuming the aerosol release fraction in the

sodium burning rate as being 30 %.

5.2 Low oxygen concentration atmosphere test

(1) Under the low oxygen concentration atmosphere, the sodium at the temperature as
low as 250 °C was not ignited even when leaked as a spray.

(2) The sodium burning rate was approximately 44 g-Na/s, which was less than 10 % of
the sodium feed rate.

(3) The aerosol behavior analysis could reproduce the concentration change of aerosol
in the test, assuming the aerosol release fraction for the sodium burning rate as
being 20 %.

From the above findings, we could assume that the sodium would be ignited and
burned when the low temperature sodium at 250 °C would be leaked as a spray into the
air atmosphere. The burning behavior would be similar to the case where high
temperature sodium at about 500 °C leaked as a spray. By contrast, sodium would not
be ignited and make moderate burning behavior in the low 3 % oxygen concentration

atmosphere.

_13_
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Table 1 Test conditions of Run-E4 and Run-E1

I tems Run—E4-—1 Run—-E4-2 Run—-E1
Sodium Temperature 2487T 2497T 5057
Spray Flow Rate 38.4 E,/min 39.4 ¢, min 36.7 £ nin
Hass of Supplied Sodium 192¢ 19742 1101¢
Spray Duration 5.1 min 5.1 min 30 min
Height of Falling Nozzle 4 m 4 m 3.98m
Mean Droplet Diameter
(1) Surface Mean Diameter [.84 mm 1.84 mm 1.6 mm
(2)Volime Mean Diameter 2.58 mm 2.58 mm 2.2 mm
Initial Oxygen 3.3 % 20.8 % 21 %

Concentration
Initial Relative < 1 % T % —
Humidi ty

Gas Pressure

Atmospheric Pressure

Vessel Volume

100 m?®
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Table 2 Test progression in Run-E4

Time Test Progression
2/28  8:58 Sodium Charge in Sodfum‘Heater Tank
— 10:21 étart of Data Reggrding |
10:25 Start of Sodium Feed for Run—Ed-Z
10:30 Stop of Sodium Feed
10:50 Drain of‘Remaining Sodium in Pan
15:98 |  Start of Sodium Feed for Run-B4-1
15:33 Stop of Sodium Feed
15:34 Drain of Remaining Sodium in Pan
19:00 Stop of Data Recording
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SOLFA-2 steel vessel (approx. 100m3)
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Fig. 2 SOLFA-2 test vessel
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SOLFA-2 steel vessel (approx. 100m?3)
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X
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Na drainage

Fig. 3 Measurement in Run-E4
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Fig. 4 Spatial arrangement of thermocouples in SOLFA-2 test vessel
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Fig. 15 Sodium burning rate estimated from temperature change

In air atmosphere test
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