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Summary

The main purpose of study is to develop a computer code named as
'MGA_SCOUPE’' which can determine an optimal fuel-loading pattern for
the nuclear reactor.

The developed code, MGA_SCOUPE, automatically lots of searches
for the globally optimum solutions based upon the modified Genetic
Algorithm(MGA). The optimization goal of the MGA_SCOUPE is (1) the
minimization of the deviations in the power peaking factors both at BOC
and EOC, and (2) the maximization of the average burnup ration at EOC
of the total fuel assemblies.

For the reactor core calculation module in the MGA_SCOUPE, the
SCOUPE code was partially modified and used. It had been developed
originally in MIT and has been used currently in Kyung Hee University.

The application of the MGA_SCOUPE to KORI 4 - 4 Cycle Model
show several satisfactory results. Among them, two dominant
improvements compared with the SCOUPE code can be summarized as
follow;

- The MGA_SCOUPE removes the user-dependency problem of the
SCOUPE in the optimal loading pattern searches. Therefore, the

searching process in the MGA_SCOUPE can be easily automated.



- The final fuel loading pattern obtained by the MGA_SCOUPE shows
258%, 18.7% reduced standard deviations of the power peaking factors
both at BOC and EOC, and 45% increased avg. burnup ratio at EOC

compare with those of the SCOUPE.



1. A7#Y U 25

FaAAe] AH5E oF FWW SAFAA o 19789 93 U}
z° 438 9429 18 15718 AAHsA 715F o) F A IYdAE 1
2l 1~4%7], 9% 1~4357], 944 157], €3 12375 11719 948 33
27 A T doH, AR 289 FELF F7d w2 FF A" o
¥ 78 AL FUE AFold. olg o) YA WAL F79 o
olst #dE YF = d% o Bolxlx ERsHR g, 53] 44y wAdx
o 3AHE AR =4 HAE dA9 3F7) FHALE /|Foz AL o
FHAoR vigd Y2 Fr)d dste A AT E HEForw s, o]y
A AAeE AL AdRAe] BRsn, 22 A H L e Ay %9
S 4982 33 ge AAd. = 9P BP9 HR2A ANFAY
NP8 FAAAS &4 o2 AF AA59 WAZ Brvscd 44 A
7t ALFFEH ojFolAol §& BE AAAN ANBH &4 =8 43 Ao
olf WA ¥ o Y| P HFo] ARHOoZ AHe uwa}, AR
4 229 HAE A YAL YA 71F @ olFERH ®|E A3 Q)
He vgoe N AL 248 YA AT =4 AN 98 4 Y=
BHEN dF A77F AP 22 Qg WEAHA PYPSAHE Ay AY
¥ (Linear Programming), A3 944 (Direct Search Method), 3 # 3y
(Dynamic Programming), Matching Algorithm% th%3 W So] z17] yg
H2e] HAR EXE T AP0 go} 443 AL SN 2P
(A% 4, 1991).



2AY wAHL =4 HAq QoA 197049 2 80dd7tAE= F=2 4A
Al T3S FAoH, HE $oE AP REAA olfolze AL
FHEA H2dE A HAHE o] 8T AY A g F Adw F7] v
o] Atk HE S A, oz uAY $Es oY /1A 8998 n I o,
x4 #A8 B (Reactor Core Fuel Management)e] 7j4do] A3 8750
A,

HIA A2 =4 A9 Uedel vzt YA A4A AP L 9wt
HA3 FAd AL} $YPA A 217 F(Genetic Algorithms, ©]3}
GA)ol A=2o] AxHx Q. o ¢dngFE tholdo] F3F A 239
HHQY AR A} A4A 2™ de g EdE APF HAs dnAFozy
g&doA A3 dgso] Ak, GAE °l4d HA AZA =49 HAd
A A= obF &R WVPHR YAE AT goz Y2 WY
f5€ Aoz YA,

utepA B AT HAL AvE: FARYAN HAAAR #AAE 9 =
A 3ARY 2 dAdA GAS ol 88 AdE AFA Y MNE 2R
A A,

2. J71&EQ z|N3t AP

Zt F714A- #2AAY 23S T dAL FHEL AAdF5A =& v g2
ol e x=H50 o 714 BUE FLdA A=Ho g AAH =
AE AFAINFA FAA F7140E Sdststy] st BEFF71(Multi -
Cycle)9| 4] dgstA|gt, ole|& ¢ EAZ B33 AFE 719835
ALt A FAZE Anp=27] wld o)



Suzuki® Kiyoset 1571 @919 1057] A3 AAHA HA 3 AL
Hlo] 2A3 ], AAg Luld oA 157 D9 HAA57 o 1% A=
o 22 AAHY HH3g 2AAS JAFAG(HFE, 1992). WA 243
Aoz FIPF7AA 15771 @99 HAs = AAAY HAH%E AT & 9
3, FAE AT "Psee  AFdME 1Y 4357 477 AT
2oz .

A=Y Ads JAFA] A= TAL] AR 9 € =49 AN
TN BAAA HE TLE A, oo dF ATt FEI AT AL A
o2 APHR dv. Iy A2 FEae ARL e vl§ EFEe o
HE 848 WY 7 Ae ZE JAE HAFH A= AL W $ oHE
°ojltt. A& 59 d2X(burnup), 7198 SEZF, S84 X F qF
FEo HA3} HAAA nHolof & g aEo|).

7Z1¥9 HAZ 7P 2349 YRS 2A2 =49 HA Adg AT
AL dd PP 8 A{FA EAZ ABAINAY e 7E AHAFR
A Aoyt 4 FEE EdE & AAF 2 (trial and error)E AFHAA
F71doly Ao B Hold FA RS G} Yte APHA o
By, Q8 FH 2Y WS g E A5G AE NHRxE A5 HAHS o
€2 o83t £He dde MAPHE ddo] =4 AMA =2 AUEA
Fax HHHPAdg A JEHE AS3 YA HAs o2 g WY, o
48 A 29 AAd @ FYH A5 E AR AYPolY 7E&9 A B
d AA Ao dE@de AR AJIE 222 }FE T3 AS5H s}
N3G ol &, B AT A2 B § o2 dnfFSe] L7H YUt
AN AFFol &, AE7F Ao o dyolyd AP A7 Py e
Ads FARY HAA Yol #5F A2 AYLdA29} Zo] AAAYS
A 4L F YUt 9A2d ddgd:s A L4357 JHdE dHo Aow, @
AAAe ddd A FeddEs el AHA DA, 1995).

rr
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7}t 73 5= 2 (Pressure Water Reactor - ©}3 PWR)AA 9 Adg #a 9
A WA YAHE A58 A5t A A HyPESo] AwHe g, 1
FAA 713 4 2eox e A FUAME AYUA2Z Y 2 3-43%
71} A &37] 913 /HE3Fd NEMSNAP Code 9 U3 Aelojxo 272
2 BYE o83t HAH A ZAUSFEZ AE}R o)AL simulated
annealing '$¥ ] &3 ‘HAZ'E F+ FORMOSA-P Code, 1831 23
oA So9A @& BN gido]l =it Y= GA(Genetic Algorithm) ©]&of
=¥ Reactor Physics Interface® °]&3te] ERg+ 8 AT 29 Ad¢ =
Aol ol CIGARO(Code Independent Genetic Algorithm Reactor
Optimize) System’% °] o}

A FHAM AANE x4 F2E A8 Y AVAAYL #AEo ==
MIA Az @ A2UE A HAN o AHgsged, 80ddd: nARR &
d AEYY AYEE FASGE FAL G4 =2 Wy sjuo) wat Hzo
T UFEY #d Ad74 2 AL A 249 SEA2Y gAe 339 x
g e o8 x4 ALS 3 U, dEHQA AAzI=E CEY
ROCS, Westinghouse®] ANC, Siemens®] MEDIUM, 223 Studsviko|

SIMULATEZ} 4.



II. o] 4 ¥ A

As7AA HAH3d FAE 7] A48 582 7P AANAYeY, 1 F
o dRE ATE gAML AL = @0 AS7AA AL HAH3I 7Y

o
=

e
Ju

38, Fig.l A BE utg} o] 7127 (gradient) AR E o] &3 W
W, 9 @A(random search)dl g Y, wE(enumerative)dHof o3
Wy 5 A AR dvrol B 5 g 1 shed A2 o d9o g4 3y
ZhEd st GAd @@ #A4H A7/ T/ Y. GAE Fig. 1 A4
= % F Axel EAFFY +4 ZA(constraint)oll FedtA Fx g
A A& 7Hed HAHs ¥y Feideld. GAE HAFPSFE Y 9
b 3, A 212 3¢ ZAFT] g 44 2 Ao e 47 o
ol AXsr Yad o2 BopdA FL& AAE Roln Yt



Search Techniques

N

Calculus Based Guided Random  Enumerative

/NN

Direct Indirect Simulated Evolutionary Dynamics

/\ Vnnealing Algorithms Programming

Fibonacci Newton Simplex

Evolutionary Genetic
Strategies _Algorithms

/N

Parallel Sequential

Fig. 1. General Optimization Techniques



1. &3 ga2F59 AR

A4 =L 19753 Hollandst 18] AFAE 71E9 FA U¢xg

o d@ ATFE FHdA AASNRLH, T3 EokAME Goldbergel o3

ol

12 580 dd HA AA7 Axd old FAUE FA| ol FolA k.

N

GAE dotgle] F43 Ad Ao PHA HAAYE(survival of fittest)
3% A S (natural selection)e] 92& EdZ 3t FHY HA3} dudF
ojty, AA Azte YW oFA YA} #Ho FHE Ao HFa U= AW
AEL 2 @7 A{SF AL A AL AEY FES A /AN, =
vj(Crossover)9} ¥ ¥ (mutation)®] #3& T3t o FL HFe= 34
Urta, g g4 AASL 339 AAAA Fa =HHo A9, o9
Ze Ase AAL HEo|SW AX Fo|A @ G AR FA AA
E0o] Y48 Aol

GAE o8 d 43 A9 AA A YA Adut HAst AN L ¥y
oz, HY Jgod g5 AAEL FXIANA &3 grad A =39 A
Aso] Wt 2z AAN A (fitness)S FAdYG. AL ARl E5F
g dAQ mulel WF AFHR FA4Y FE5S ©E AAMRTG A 3o
(reproduction), A@A ol F& MAES] thg SAA 1ok Bo] FA4H ALY
o]l AP ° FF AA AAES S Aol F2 HFoz G40 1Pdd.

ol A uie} o] GAE 53A 4 (objective function)®] HAHE
dAGE 2o A5y g dwngFoz 2 AL G5 Fo] 24 £
At

.
>
ol
2
n
it
o

<]

1240 # Dz 748 st §33Y(string)o 2



E@H = AA(individua)d d-$A71& BHE 2P 8.

2. @4 12 A9 /AE FANE W43 7] Ad(nitial population)E
TS

3. AdUd Z A FAAYE 4159 EdY(phonotype) 2.2 n}F o]
Z} A9 A §x(fitness)E B 7Hg).

4. Agxd wWe HEEJ & AAE Ad, HAS R A (mating
pool)& T4 ¥t

5. wujA AN wejo] F7td /M (parents)S P2 QA o5 F
AP S wojA 2N F e AE(spring)S AT

6. 4AF Q¥ FEZ A& FAAYS AN UG

7. @A 3~6& AA FHd Zr|TF uwEHd e A9 IJd
(population of new generation)$ 4 %t}

8. 4% T35 ol WrH A d7Xx 99 AL NEIH(H Eojd).

GAE 933 22 ZFddX 4o HAAst dneFd de SHS v Fd.
. GA: Alz" 95 %S 39stol d(solution) FXE FAeT. 3,
N2® A% Apol9l Couplingol A9 @& A 3 (solution) I B0

o] Fo A},

2. GAl 9] 39 ML solution-by-solution & (point search)e] o}y }
3 A A (population) A A o] ol o] dF FA @M(concurrent search
on hiperplane)oltt. ol d&@ B4 3459 FHexploration) BT
oble @ 94 SARAA THY Aue o] &(exploration) 7Hs 4L

AHFHoR Fole AL v,
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3. GAT W33 22 N2 g3 F713 ARE Y/ 2 34 ¥ev.

4. GA: ZAEAQY YA (deterministic search)o] old FEEHA &
A (probabilistic search) '} & AHg @}

5. GA9 ¥4 34 ZA g7t AdHE BFo2 W gAL £33
© Aol oYz 53 §F7t ostHE FHE FEHo2 3§37 UEo
S A3 (local optima)l Wz} ¢, A A 3(global optima)ol =

9% 5] Er.

Table. 1 Analogy between Optimization problem
and genetic Algorithm

Optimization Problem Genetics Algorithm
Cost Fitness
solution Sub-space Population
Feasible Solution Individuals
Variables String

2. wd ga2E9 AASAHL

Holland®] 3 ¥43xaHFL HE SGA(Simple Genetic Algorithm)o] @} 31

e

g Aoz, 234 FAYS Adez A1 FYsA €. §A ¢ug

Al

aiN
flo
o
22
4

-

ZA -9 (Crossover) 9 W% (Mutation) & o] 83t @4 A

A Od Ade Jae BEo WA 9. olFd Ad 2A: 9

- <}
fr o
o
s J e
o =2

@
!

A A7AAR ASAA ol FolAA €. ©§ 2P #A

(o]
w

ne
R
X
o
o
2
%
2

o

2 2 Ao,
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Create Initial
Generation

Evaluation

Selection

Reproduction

v

Mutation

Replace Parents
with children

Done

Fig. 2. Flowchart of Genetic Algorithm
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21 =71 A4 24

GAAdA & Adt A4S ez 745 dd. 297 AEA &
A dndEs AFRE7] HAAE stue] AdE FAdstedor @9, Fig. 32
o’ Mg AR e FAAE A WUE AT Y.

101011110010101101

10401111 010401101

v

Parameter #1 Parameter #2 Parameter #3

Fig. 3. The chromosome decoding process

olf@ Aoz WFE =N FAAES FANASA o8 A 2=
o 271 A& BEA d9. Fig. 4 £ GA9 & Ad BRHE ¥oFa o,
obAME 79 FAA sttel MdE TS JYAD, o B A

€ AH83 o] 39 HdE 7Y F Ao Ade FHYe] BolArF
Bt BARAT A At AT QoA dd. wEA GG

T FAAE AR MAdFE FAsE Aol T30
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100111011111100111100

1100000111111

11001111 010000100010001101010

» 000000000000000000000
11111111111,1111111

Fig. 4. A typical population in genetic algorithm

2.2 % 7HEvaluation)

AANA A7t s Fol= o 712 AFE AN S5 AZE A
€ WEojof . ojf wUSN Y2 Mde & AdEg 34 F
AEde(AA =4 770l 7he) FAAE Y.

T3 dndFoA A2 AdE 257 A8A P7H(Evaluation), A€
(Selection), % ®l(Reproduction), #¥j(Crossover), ¥ & (Mutation)2| ¥ <
AHEstAl @9, Fig. 55 @ AdiodA =2 AdE HEolde BYe B
Ak Ztzte] W] g e g5 2o

+4 g7HEvaluation) A< & Ade A @44 d 2= 3
AXE ZAEIE P Eod. §A dnFAME @30 AP 48 A

=

2 Aol gte2 ZedA @ Aol Y {FHJIAE g8
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Generation t

7,
100111011111100111100 ’o,o
7,
(4

1441114
1100111\1100000 £10000100010001101010

000000000000000000000
1
LTI

*

Evaluation
Selection

*

Qo
>

Reproduction
* Mutation

10100

A
2000
4410
0100° %,
100111011111100111100

"
\10011111100000““

0‘0000100010001101010

0000000000G0000000000
1
1‘711111111111111111

\_

Fig. 5. Production of the next generation
1n genetic algorithm

Az FAHAE ¢HE Ao, AJAE A BPUE GAE od
AN H g3t met dAA dn.

2.3 X H (Reproduction)

Ao A9AHFE T3l FS AAEL FAHZL, Y8 AAEL AgAAT
o & 3o JARFAE X@d. dIdN AHE2] AP FLL A
AEAe FAJQA n@H ZL ww) LS AANA 4.
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4 )

1111111111111 111111111 Parent ,
0000000000000060000000
l Parent »

100001 N
100111011111100111108’70
77

.
0

1111111111111111 11111
0000000000000000 00000

|
10014111410000011117

111111111111111100000
0000000000000000111

111111111111111100000 Parent n1
4-000000000000000011111 Parent n

/

Fig. 6. Crossover

wejs F N AAE 9o 44 Ao YN NA "head” H-EH “tail”
FEo2 Uyo F MY FALE HERFig. 6). 23 F AMY tail ¥
S uyo] 428 EAAHEAANE BEG. F AY Ade fAAE =4
SZXH FEWA & Ao

st o] AGRAol FL AASS wulsld £ PAo & Mo A
A Fo 2R, S Addx HFPde FL AAN e 54L&
ol Ad. HulEe RE FAAA datd 4 oy Aol ohyz} mBujg

ozt Aol o3 Aujdct. Evjg& < 7FA 3 Random #F5(“1"3 “0"w }o

i

F)E AAAA “170] Y& Afde 2E Fgsta 00" Yot 3
Tt FuE FP3A ¢ FAAE 2dz F584 99

24 WF (Mutation)

wujjo] s AEo U U dAH FAZ 4 Y (prematuring effect)dt =
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Generation t \

1000111011111100101100

11‘0000011111‘\

111111111111111100000
0000000000000000000000

1
11111111111111111111

100111010111100111100

J

Fig. 7. Mutation

EARE BE37] 93 ofF AL FE5(%F 0.00)F ¥ FAAE FHA=R
AYPAA &, F 235 EAEY 3% 07L& ‘1'%, ‘1’2 07z v¥:=
Aol 7 10100100109 EAHe ¥Fol dojd At 539
10101100102.2 vlA A & H(Fig. 7).

AEe] 4L {FAA Hﬂﬁ% TR vtEoeEdq & HAS duLdF:
o] £3 ®A7] & FAH(Local Minima)Z 8 HojuA & RAojt},

3. O 213 22 FA9 b2

A4 42 7HA HAAZEAE AA357] A5t L dnFo] 27A4Hx

tin
o
k>
o
ke
Jo
2]
e
3
Ac)

ALHR A orNE 24 A¥ AR
Z3te] Aold e MadnR B
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3.1 99 4% (Random Search)

Jdol HAYES GAGAL /Y FAAFA FAFE Pholh. =, GA
Jdoqo AE FAA A FAYEL HAF FoA 1A GF A FLRL
AgsdA 9& Aol Ay A GMUe @Y A5 gAYz o
A 34 A A2 (global optimum)& Fohdth: Re] QY TAE 7}

A g, B Ao YR 2 des FAY) Ad(FFF, 1992).

3.2 vl gAY (Gradient Method)

TH FAYE FAGr] nBg AUE o) E5d BT FopAAY
AAE BFoz YA S 2AEE Bdold. o] FSoE BAFSI 3
4 d&sta ol JhEdol 3] WE wPEI o] P g4 By
3o},

7ol gAY S Y-Z o] Y (Hill-Climbing)ol &1 & HaE Aoz 3}
HAd 3 g5d T HA2 53 @S AR Qe AL Ad2 ZFF
g 22y o2 Jie] Hoigtold Higlo]l EA%E A9 AY HAHE
#A Zata ZAH v ¥ A9 BASA Ao o)A ASoE HAHs)
O ol JAEFA R ZA s MxA Ao,

3.3 uwrEg A9 (Iterated Search)

WEGANL o G 7ol YL TS Aoz AY HAHES
2& Q7R Y-Zeo|Y & wEsE ol 3y FAHE Fe F 9
gz AR ANZE RAA THA -Fdo|Y e Axsd Fa}e] HAg
S ZA 9. o] UYL v$ dEEAA o7 Mo HFHRL = A9
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2 25aA 9. 22 z2ze A9 gAgel A2 2asel Uy BEd
9M g AAFeT 2 4 Aot FAZ Qo] EHHo|A R v

< 7HA 2 A (A F, 1995).

3.4 AlEHolEl= o}d P (Simulated Annealing)

NEHEHE oldF e 19824 Kirkpatrickel o %€ Wyoz -
gelolg e 3¢ A% gAPolrh,

949 o] BHUST ¥ R0z oFoW Agolt wolso| (2
Agsst Ausk 9 Rol ARRA A9), VY e RO2 oFojA L
J9 p()e] BEL AN WopsolA Bot: eX). F, Fx AL ¢
g402 Qolut FNE AFHE Aot pE ALA “I"d 7AE 3ol
A BH oo UFl “07ol 77t gel Bk oE wA mAL
2 we F WzAHE #4 ugs

agEz A B4L AAAL At ojME Yoz o|Fx H§HA
%, ex7t WolWol wel o}F ozt GAo) o|FQ & gUA Ak ol
e HAS AgdA HH TANE WoltAN HEY me Yoz AY
AAsE Robd 4 AA A

a8y, ABHOEE ofdde FAA FW st Fuug BAs
dzol g4 g ARHoz wA RaA At
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M. #A3e A2y g4 2 B4

1. 3d2y 9 =4 fMac

FARYs B e tFse T weh o JUE A A 2
A4 44 Lol 73 29 201 YA: FWEYL o9 TAR
oo},

Out-in / Scatter loading patterns :

olA7AA F7 A8&§ WY og radial power distributiong HIYA I =
Aoz A AAds FAFAE x4 upgo FAsn IH = FAH Adid A

A YFAEL =4 A= ZRA vis5H Yoz FAS

Low-leakage loading patterns(A ¥ & ZARY) :
F7212 g 44 stx, ¢38719 2A Husk fRse &4 FAA77)
A AFEY FAE NFHse= FxddA A Ads JFAS

H.a

IS

ol FAgd.

271 RYFT AFE FARY A MITAA 1Lz E4 Zdd
AN T4 - A ALEF<QA SCOUPEEHE x4 34 m= F AR S
T8, & ATAA GAE & HZst dANdA "ez d= ZAFS
AR 2HE2 A4S R, AvE FARYAAE =4 W44 3
T2 A= 45& HA37] A3 5EF(burnable poison)e] H A 3
4ol 2754, SCOUPE Z=dAE ol& nasA &3 U

_20_



Start )

Update Loading
Pattern Manually

Loading Pattern

SCOUPE Reactor Core
Analysis Model

- Calculation of PF at BOC
- Calculation of PF at EOC
- Calculation of Burnup at EOC

Print Out Calculated results

Yes

re-try ?
No

Fig. 8. Schematic flowchart of the SCOUPE
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Start

Initial Random
Loading Pattern
——_’ :
SCOUPE's Reactor Core
Analysis Model
Evaluate Fitness - Calculation of PF at BOC
- Cailculation of PF at EOC
- Calculation of Burnup at EOC
Update Loading
Pattern Using MGA
- Reproduction
- Crossover
- Mutation

No

Yes

Fig. 9. Schematic flowchart of the MGA_SCOUPE
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Fig. 8& @4 SCOUPES AFAHA A9l a&xolx, Fig. 9= & AFdA
GAE °| 839 SCOUPEE 7/MA¥ MGA_SCOUPE?Q 7/1gA< ¢ 38%
olt}. Fig. 8914 & F 2UXo°] SCOUPEAA ] ZAAY G A LA 7
R A A s d8A AY £ FAA AA dEHE BB £
¥ 2otk olo w3l Fig. 99) MGA_SCOUPE dlME GAZl #E A9
HAY g 59 ol 22X SCOUPEA HMol: ¥MAH}9 AL Ao o
#dAEYS Ve MAES . =8, £8S A dde 44 2 Yy}
Aol GAE T8 daHA ATAY IALE s, HFAA 37 9
A T8 AR ABS YriHer A
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2. GAB 0|3 2No| FH2Y HY Y S
FAME AFE uts} go] B AT E 1 4357) 4F 7] dHAN F
o 7% =3 A x4 £ B¥o FASY HEo YT FYREE
A + e e FALYS FE AL AT BEZ FUG.
olE #s GAdX 9 HAHFH B ALEHE HETE G W 2o] F3dty
AHg-3h o

fitness(X) = 2_,11 W, -, (X)

where,
X : arbitrary loading pattern(candidate solution)
W, : weighting factor

7, * MGA_SCOUPE relative improvement with respect to SCOUPE

4714, 4A A8d W 2 rt OgH o] ANd.

W, = 0.1

L0 _soc (X°)
! dgoc (X)
X = dgoc (X°)
: dpoc (X)
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=4

Eal
Lk 29

J0 o _Xel d& EOC 4
3 X g EOC 4

opoc (X) * 9999 BA dE Xo] & BOCIA S £V Y ¥FHA
Ogoc (X) * 422 FAAY Xo] & EOCAA £3g8¥Y XEH=

X* : SCOUPEE ol 43d 73 3 Z4 A4

3. I¥zy HY g 9 BN

2 479 HH9 Fd 29 94 BHY(MGA_SCOUPE)S =3 437]-4
F71 24 A g3t A& AF}E ROCSY A4 dx 2 MITAA Aol
d3dstudAy +4 - 1Asd ALE F<A SCOUPEY A9 Hlastt.
371 29 AR E 157709 AAs FF/A AEHY, Z JAFAE 17
x 17 W] 264 AAFF 3} 24709 AUl B (Guide Thimble)= 170e] A&
o FAg=o k. o] YA ZE Westinghouse Aol A M A 2775MWtd
o A¥E FA Ao, 477X MFE A98 FAA OFA(Optimized
Fuel Assembly)& A}4-3 3 Qlt}.

Fig. 10& SCOUPE @3, MGA_SCOUPE A3} mg A wiN=g
SCOUPE ID, MGA IDE F#¥3a A verd Ao,

Fig. 11, Fig. 12& 3524 49x& Q9% 2oy, Fig. 13, ~ 18 7 9§
de A}AMY Frz, FrIde] 28 EX9 FrBM A2E £¥ 3
ol HAFR Q9.  Frx, FIRAN &7 E¥Xo g AREs

SCOUPE®} Hl2d B, Yy ddAg FAFA(interior assembly)dl s B
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AFAANN 248 Belxn oy, AYHo2 uge o IFEYAAE
A @¥org dAz VIZF Wy ARE RAgFL Yo, FILAdM &9
EX9 A2k E F¥EY, &9 EXE U 95 AFA(interior assembly)
gt WA 9 AAE 3 (peripheral assembly)dl = dl M Z SCOUPE
o ¥ AI}E Kol Q. dAE B¥E MGA_SCOUPEZF A9 mE
Hds FHFAA SCOUPEY ARHT ALk o 719 AHAE Ho|x
A,

AdaxE Adsd o Ue FUa(heavy element)7t HEY wgof
A 1 99 AIFF A E dF A= A9 UOE ¥dE=z :

il

ARG 2 A4 A2EE $ehE AE7 =40 2 AF x4 AP

|

% AT F AFE x4 FAY 9 Ly FAE G U® @, =
MWD/MTU (megawatt-days per metric ton of uranium)®.2 $4 Jetdo}.
Table 2v 2 @i @We& x4 HAFALE2A SCOUPEZF 100747
MWD/MTU, ROCS7t 10500 MWD/MTU Xo]&=d w3 MGA_SCOUPER
AtE & 14956 MWD/MTUZA SCOUPE 2 ROCS® d# mt} o 45%

ol 718 & YAS S A

Table 2. Comparision of Reactor core average burnup distibution

by SCOUPE by ROCS by MGA_SCOUPE

AGddax

10,075 10,500 14,9
(MWD/MTU) ’ %0
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C.L.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
I 10 8| 9 6 5 8 4 3 7 5 5 7 5 5
1 2 1 F 1 1 1
9 9 6| 8 10| 8 4 |12 9 8 12 5 9 2 2
2 1 1 2 1 1 F
3 5 8| 8 4 7 9 3 1112 3 3 5 1 1
1 1 1 F 2 F F
4 3112 9¢{ 3 11 |11 3 6 5 1 1 10 2
4
F 2 F 2 1 F 2
5 7 5| 8 12112 3 6 5 1 2|11 6
1 1 2 1 F 2
6 5 7/ 5 9 3 5 1 1 [11 6
1 1 2 F 2
7 5 51 2 2|1 1 9 2 SCOUPE ID MGA ID
1 F F 2 F‘A BATCH
9 2 9 1
8
2 2

Fig. 10. Fuel Composition Loading Map of Kori-4, Cycle-4
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Table. 3& SCOUPE, ROCS ¥ MGA_SCOUPE®] F7|%, #7124 Xe 3
T&YYUx PFe ETHUAE Yegd Ao,  FrzeA EFHX g
Hng XY, Hdgd Higo Heolx L B olYs HEFUXAE
MGA_SCOUPE7} SCOUPE % ROCSHt} 433 2 goz nog gz
JALE BAG. F7)|Zoj = MGA_SCOUPEZF SCOUPE ¥ ROCS® F

dat# Hige Aelng 5S¢ 5 A

Table. 3 Comparison of Power Peaking factor distribution

SCOUPE ROCS MGA_SCOUPE

BOC EOC BOC EOC BOC EOC

"0 of PF 02958 | 0.2932 | 0.2903 | 0.2708 | 0.2194 | 0.2383
max PF 13393 | 1.2906 | 1.3160 | 1.3180 | 1.3914 | 1.3752
min PF 0.3526 | 0.3307 | 0.3450 | 0.3780 | 0.5894 | 0.5306
del PF

0.9867 | 0.9599 | 0.9710 | 0.9400 | 0.8020 | 0.8446

(max PF-minPF)

PF : Power Peaking factor(2 533 A)

Table. 4= MGA_SCOUPE ¢ SCOUPEIA 9 z Adsdad Ad&A 59
HE22 2 v 2dto Yeld Aolg. Table. 55 7 AAd5JAFAY A4 %

EXE Ugd Ao



Table. 4 Comparision of Average Power of each Assembly Type
MGA_SCOUPE vs. SCOUPE

MGA_SCOUPE SCOUPE
TYPE NUMBER of AVG. POWER| TYPE NUMBER of AVG. POWER
ASSEMBLY ASSEMBLY

1! 24 1.004754E+00 1 20 1.105960E+00
2 I 24 9.689623E-01 2 8 1.278960E+00
3 16 1.234319E+00 3 16 1.219271E+00
4 8 9.915609E-01 4 4 1.162083E+00
5 24 1.188020E+00 5 20 1.257092E+00
6 12 7.242211E-01 6 8 1.068962E+00
7 4 1.025518E+00 7 8 1.208354E+00
8 5 1.006349E+00 8 20 1.136728E+00
9 20 9.313132E-01 9 20 5.285718E-01
10 4 8.114337E-01 10 12 6.054202E-01
11 8 9.462889E-01 11 5 5.253669E-01
12 8 7.712433E-01 12 16 8.708892E-01

Total 157 9.999999E-01 | Total 157 1.000000E+00

Table. 5 Comparision of Brunup by Assembly Type & Current Rho
MGA_SCOUPE vs. SCOUPE

MGA_SCOUPE SCOUPE
BURNUP BURNUP
TYPE mwomrwy | BHO ITYPE womTyy|  FHO

1 13898.6 0.13004 1 11030.6 0.13477
2 135748 0.11277 2 12351.3 0.11411
3 18955.0 0.07653 3 126145 0.07659
4 170015 0.04826 4 12031.6 0.04831
5 16779.1 0.00239 5 12170.3 0.01253
6 11162.2 0.01957 6 10969.8 0.01976
7 14813.6 0.00984 7 122815 0.01288
8 171143 0.00699 8 115545 0.01311
9 14378.6 -0.03053 9 5253.3 -.01867
10 14217.0 -0.06085 10 6283.0 -.06006
11 14844 .0 -0.05491 11 5323.3 -.05005
12 11852.7 -0.12007 12 9047 .8 -.12004
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sxsxsxxx  SUMMARY OF POWER PEAKING FACTORS s#ss+sssxx
# IN CORE TYPE CORE BP SP

RANK LOCATION F

(I J

1 (4 6)

2 (6 4)

3 (4 5)

4 (5 4)

5 (4 4)

6 (5 5)

7 (3 5)

8 63

9 (7 2)

10 27
11 (3 6)
12 (6 3)
13 (1 4)
14 (41)
15 (7 1)
16 amn
17 (7 3)
18 37
19 6 1)
20 (16)
21 31
22 13)
23 3 2)
24 (2 3)
25 6D
26 (15)
27 (2 6)
28 6 2)
29 an
30 3 4)
31 (4 3)
32 21
33 (12)
34 (3 3)
35 (4 2)
36 (2 4)
37 (2 2)
38 (2 5)
39 (5 2)
40 (7 4)
41 47
42 8 n
43 (18)
44 (6 5)
45 (5 6)
46 (8 2)
47 (2 8)

1.3914
1.3914
1.3524
1.3524
1.3399
1.3132
1.2471
1.2471
1.2029
1.2029
1.1926
1.1926
1.1032
1.1032
1.0576
1.0576
1.0335
1.0335
1.0255
1.0255
1.0182
1.0182
0.9916
0.9916
0.9804
0.9804
0.9757
0.9757
0.9590
0.9463
0.9463
0.9403
0.9403
09115
0.8968
0.8968
0.8114
0.7712
0.7712
0.7007
0.7007
0.6935
0.6935
0.6162
0.6162
0.5894
0.5894

RHO
0.1530
0.1530
0.0393
0.0393
0.0767
0.1277
0.0767
0.0767
0.1277
0.1277
0.0393
0.0393
0.0767
0.0767
0.0393
0.0393
0.1530
0.1530
0.0276
0.0276
0.0258
0.0258
0.0484
0.0484
0.0393
0.0393
-.0118
-.0118
0.0258
-.0473
-.0473
0.0307
0.0307
-.0118
-.0118
-.0118
-.0694
-.1199
-.1199
0.1277
0.1277
0.1277
0.1277
0.0307
0.0307
0.1530
0.1530

I |k
COOANAN = = OO EBRON T~ = JITNWWANUINNWWN WU = -

BB BB BN DN D D DD D D D D DN N R B B BN DN B B N DN DN DN W B DN DD DN DN D DB D DD B D

—
——ANNNNNNN O

RHO RHO

0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174
0.0000 0.0174

Fig. 11. Calculation Result of power peaking factor : MGA_SCOUPE
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EE X X 2 2 2

RANK LOCATION F

LoD UT A WN =

aQ)
349
(4 3)
3 6)
6 3)
(3 3)
(1 4)
(41)
(2 6)
1 3)
31)
6 2)
(15)
51)
(2 3)
3 2)
(1 6)
(4 6)
(6 1)
27
(2 2)
(6 4)
(7 2)
(5 5)
(2 5)
(5 2)
(4 5)
(5 4)
(12)
21
(4 4)
a7
(71
(37
an
(7 3)
(2 4)
(4 2)
(3 5)
(5 3)
47
(5 6)
(6 5)
(7 4)
(1 8)
(8 1)
(2 8)
(8 2)

1.2906
1.2884
1.2868
1.2739
1.2627
1.2279
1.2249
1.2076
1.2075
1.2064
1.1993
1.1991
1.1944
1.1891
1.1883
1.1878
1.1836
1.1811
1.1792
1.1731
1.1679
1.1668
1.1315
1.1199
1.1148
1.1114
1.1061
1.0726
1.0723
1.0336
1.0003
0.9922
0.9762
0.9697
0.9598
0.9305
0.9283
0.9235
0.9186
0.4522
0.4475
0.4446
0.4218
0.3838
0.3804
0.3340
0.3307

SUMMARY OF POWER PEAKING FACTORS

# IN CORE TYPE CORE BP
RHO RHO

Bl N S e L e el N SR - (U I N N N T N N N N NI U S N I NN I O - N O N

—
=IOV OO0 =N OON U UI0000~I~UTUTUTO & =W Www

0.0766
0.0766
0.0766
0.0766
0.0128
0.0483
0.0483
0.0112
0.0125
0.0126
0.0116
0.0129
0.0130
0.0129
0.0129
0.0113
0.1331
0.0116
0.1140
0.0130
0.1335
0.1142
0.1342
0.0133
0.0135
0.0197
0.0198
-.0258
-.0258
-.0604
0.0156
0.0160
0.1363
-.0622
0.1367
-.1200
-.1200
-.1200
-.1200
-.0178
-.0599
-.0599
-.0495
-.0171
-.0170
-.0164
-.0163

0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000

0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000

EE R XX

SP

RHO

0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000

Fig. 12. Calculation Result of power peaking factor : SCOUPE

- 31_



*++ COMPARISON MGA WITH REFERENCE AT BOC (RLF = 0.1430)*+

FUEL TYPE

REFERENCE

MGA

% ERROR = 100 * (MGA - REFERENCE) / REFERENCE

118 216 318 413 515 617 715 81 2
0.9950 1.0950 1.1740 1.1480 1.2280 1.3160 1.0790 0.3950
0.9590 0.9403 1.0182 1.1032 0.9804 1.0255 1.0576  0.6935
-3.617 -14.131 -13.272 -3.899 -20.163 -22.073 -1.980 75.565
12 6 2210 32 4 429 5212 62 9 72 2 82 1
1.0950 1.1500 1.1450 09070 1.1530 1.3120 1.2080 0.3450
09403 0.8114 09916 0.8968 0.7712 0.9757 1.2029 0.5894
-14.131 -29.441 -13401 -1.123 -33.110 -25631 -0.422 70.840
13 8 23 4 339 4311 53 3 635 731 830
1.1740  1.1390 1.1500 1.1370 09923 1.2740 1.0220  0.0000
1.0182 0.9916 09115 09463 1.2471 1.1926 1.0335 0.0000
-13.272 -12945 -20.741 -16.773 25676 -6.386 1.125 0.000
14 3 24 9 3411 44 3 545 641 74 2 840
1.1480  0.9060 1.1350 0.9080 1.1050 1.1600  0.4300 0.0000
1.1032 0.8968 09463 13399 1.3524 1.3914 0.7007  0.0000
-3899 -1.014 -16.627 47562 22389 19.946 62.944 0.000
1565 2512 353 455 55 2 656 75 0 85 0
1.2280 1.1510 09200 1.1010 1.1410 0.4990 0.0000 0.0000
09804 0.7712 1.2471 13524 13132 0.6162 0.0000 0.0000
-20.163 -32.994 35.553 22834 15.089  23.487 0.000 0.000
16 7 26 9 36 5 46 1 56 6 66 0 76 0 86 0
13160 1.3040 1.2720 1.1620 0.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
1.0255 0.9757 1.1926 13914 0.6162 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
-22.073 -25.174 -6.239 19.739 23.240  0.000 0.000 0.000
175 27 2 371 472 570 670 77 0 87 0
1.0790 1.2020 1.0220 0.4450 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
1.0576  1.2029 1.0335 0.7007 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
-1980  0.075 1.125 57451 0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
18 2 281 380 48 0 58 0 68 0 78 0 88 0
0.3950 0.3440 0.0000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.6935 0.5894 0.0000 0.000  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
75565 71336 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000

Fig. 13. Calculation Result of Assembly Power Distribution at
BOC of Kori-4, Cycle-4 : MGA_SCOUPE



**+ COMPARISON SCOUPE WITH REFERENCE AT BOC(RLF = 0.1430) **
FUEL TYPE
REFERENCE
SCOUPE
% ERROR = 100 * (SCOUPE - REFERENCE) / REFERENCE

1111 219 315 414 517 6156715 819
0.9950 1.0950 1.1740 1.1480 1.2280 1.3160 1.0790 0.3950
09369 1.0521 1.2040 1.1573 1.2190 1.3141 1.1118 04111
-5.841 -3916 2.551 0.810 -0.733 -0.144 3.043 4.073
12 9 22 8 328 4212 52 8 62 5 72 2 82 9
1.0950 1.1500 1.1450 0.9070 1.1530 1.3120 1.2080 0.3450
1.0631 1.1419 1.1446 0.8662 1.1169 1.3011 1.2637 0.3526
-3.822 -0.704 -0.035 -4499 -3.134 -0.831 4.612 2.193
13 5238 337 43 3 5312 63 3 73 1 83 0
1.1740 1.1390 1.1500 1.1370 0.9923 1.2740 1.0220 0.0000
1.2083 1.1474 1.1891 1.1653 0.8668 1.2565 1.0005 0.0000
2921 0.742 3.398 2486 -12.651 -1.371 -2.103 0.000
14 4 2412 34 3 4410 54 6 64 1 7411 84 0
1.1480 0.9060 1.1350 0.9080 1.1050 1.1600 0.4300 0.0000
1.1669 0.8726 1.1707 09445 1.0638 1.1738 0.4225 0.0000
1644 -3.688 3.145  4.025 -3.726 1.190 -1.747 0.000
157 25 8 3512 45 6 551 6510 75 0 85 O
1.2280 1.1510 0.9200 1.1010 1.1410 0.4990 0.0000 0.0000
12363 1.1328 0.8780 1.0741 1.1208 0.4331 0.0000 0.0000
0673 -1580 -4564 -2.444 -1.766 -13.197 0.000 0.000
16 5 26 5 36 3 46 1 5610 66 0 76 0 86 0
1.3160 13040 1.2720 1.1620 0.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
13393 13272 1.2846 12025 0.4386 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
1.769 1.782 0.989 3485 -12.287 0.000 0.000 0.000
175 27 2371 479 57 0 67 0 77 0 87 0
1.0790 1.2020 1.0220 0.4450 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
1.1368 1.2942 1.0321 0.4609 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
5.356 7.671 0.992 3.566 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000
18 9 289 380 48 0 58 0 68 0 78 0 88 0
0.3950 0.3440 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.4205 0.3610 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
6.466 4.934 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Fig. 14. Calculation Result of Assembly power distribution at
BOC of Kori-4, Cycle-4 : SCOUPE
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+++ COMPARISON MGA WITH REFERENCE AT EOC(RLF = 0.1430)##*+*
FUEL TYPE
REFERENCE
MGA
% ERROR = 100 * (MGA - REFERENCE) / REFERENCE
118 216 318 413 515 617 715 81 2
0.9600 1.0260 1.1540 13180 1.1680 1.1640 1.0000 0.4420
1.2670 1.2451 1.2987 1.3480 1.0134 0.9660 0.9240 0.6291
31983 21.356 12538 2273 -13.234 -17.010 -7599 42.326
12 6 2210 32 4 42 9 5212 62 9 72 2 821
1.0250 1.0890 1.1360 0.9890 1.1320 1.1830 1.1260 0.3790
1.2449 1.0978 1.2920 1.0502 0.8216 09070 1.0693 0.5320
21.453 0.812 13.734 6.190 -27.418 -23.333 -5.034 40.364
13 8 23 4 339 4311 53 3 635 731 83 0
1.1540 1.1330 1.1810 13150 0.9790 1.3050 0.9700 0.0000
12978 1.2913 1.0890 1.0477 12632 1.0375 0.8895 0.0000
12463 13971 -7.789 -20.328 29.030 -20.499 -8.302 0.000
14 3 249 3411 44 3 545 641 74 2 84 0
1.3180  0.9890 13140 09930 1.0910 1.1130 0.4560 0.0000
1.3461 1.0489 1.0467 13752 1.1944 1.1660 0.6058 0.0000
2.129 6.055 -20.344 38.488 9477 4.762 32.843 0.000
1565 2512 353 455 55 2 656 75 0 85 0
1.1680 1.1320 09780 1.0830 1.0890 0.5150 0.0000 0.0000
1.0108 0.8194 12596 1.1936 1.1521 0.5397 0.0000 0.0000
-13.458 -27.613 28.792  9.601 9.797  4.799 0.000 0.000
16 7 26 9 36 5 46 1 56 6 66 0 76 0 86 0
1.1640 1.1810 1.3060 1.1180 05170 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.9618 0.9032 1.0337 1.1660 0.5397 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
-17.375 -23.522 -20.851 4.294 4.393 0.000 0.000 0.000
175 27 2 371 47 2 570 67 0 77 0 87 0
1.0000 1.1240 09730 0.4710 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
09174 1.0630 0.8866 0.6066 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
-8.266 -5427 -8.889 28.783 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000
18 2 281 380 48 0 58 0 68 0 78 0 88 0
0.4420 0.3780 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
06261 05306 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
41.654 40.364 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Fig. 15. Calculation Result of Assembly Power Distribution at
EOC of Kori-4, Cycle-4 : MGA_SCOUPE
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**COMPARISON SCOUPE WITH REFERENCE AT EOC(RLF=0.1430)*+*
FUEL TYPE
REFERENCE
SCOUPE
% ERROR = 100 * (SCOUPE - REFERENCE) / REFERENCE
I'rilr 219315 414 517 615 715 81 9
09600 1.0260 1.1540 1.3180 1.1680 1.1640 1.0000 0.4420
09697 1.0723 12064 1.2249 1.1944 1.1811 09922 0.3804
1.013 4515 4540 -7.063 2.266 1471 -0.778 -13.935
12 9 228 328 4212 528 625 72 2 82 9
10250 1.0890 1.1360 0.9890 1.1320 1.1830 1.1260 0.3790
10726 1.1731 1.1883 0.9283 1.1148 1.1993 1.1668 0.3307
4.641 7726 4601 -6.133 -1516 1.377 3.622 -12.749
135238 337 433 5312 633 731 83 0
1.1540  1.1330 1.1810 1.3150 0.9790 1.3050 0.9700 0.0000
1.2075 1.1891 1.2627 1.2884 09186 1.2739 0.9598 0.0000
4.632 4949 6921 -2025 -6.165 -2381 -1.048 0.000
14 4 2412 343 4410 546 64 1 7411 84 0
1.3180 0.9890 1.3140 0.9930 1.0910 1.1130 0.4560 0.0000
1.2279 09305 1.2906 1.0336 1.1061 1.1679 0.4218 0.0000
-6.833 -5915 -1.780 4.084 1.381 4931 -7.497 0.000
157 25 8 3512 456 551 6510 75 0 85 0
1.1680  1.1320 0.9780 1.0890 1.0890 0.5150 0.0000 0.0000
1.1991 1.1199 0.9235 1.1114 1.1315 0.4446 0.0000 0.0000
2665 -1.072 -5.568 2.055 3902 -13675 0.000  0.000
16 5265 363 461 5610 66 0 76 0 86 0
1.1640 11810 1.3060 1.1180 05170 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
1.1878 1.2076 1.2868 1.1836 0.4475 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
2.048 2253 -1472 5864 -13.446 0.000  0.000 0.000
175272 371 479 570 670 770 87 0
1.0000 1.1240 0.9730 0.4710 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
1.0003 1.1792 09762 0.4522 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.029 4.909 0329 -3.987 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000
18 9 289 380 480 580 680 78 0 88 0
0.4420  0.3780 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.3838 0.3340 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
-13.175 -11.636 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Fig. 16. Calculation Result of Assembly Power Distribution at
EOC of Kori-4, Cycle-4 : SCOUPE



**AVG. CYCLE BURNUP(MWD/MTU) DIFFERENCE WITH REFERENCE #*
FUEL TYPE
REFERENCE
MGA
DIFFERENCE = (MGA - REFERENCE) * 100 / REFERENCE
11 8 21 6 318 413 515 617 715 81 2
9219.0 10984.0 12386.0 13663.0 12767.0 13168.0 11042.0 4499.0
16575.8 16273.0 17252.1 18252.3 14846.6 14829.4 147559 98482
79.8 48.2 39.3 33.6 16.3 12.6 33.6 1189
12 6 2210 32 4 429 5212 62 9 72 2 82 1
10984.0 11878.0 12228.0 9971.0 122770 132420 12586.0 3890.0
16271.3 14217.0 17004.2 14498.2 11860.9 14019.1 16919.6 8350.1
48.1 19.7 39.1 4514 -34 59 344 1147
13 8 23 4 339 4311 533 635 731 83 0
12386.0 12228.0 12509.0 13545.0 10028.0 14182.0 10792.0 0.0
17245.7 16998.8 14896.2 14847.7 18692.3 16606.2 143189 0.0
39.2 39.0 19.1 9.6 86.4 17.1 32.7 0.0
14 3 24 9 3411 44 3 545 641 74 2 84 0
13663.0 9971.0 13545.0 10158.0 11776.0 12354.0 42320 0.0
18238.3 14488.2 14840.2 20217.0 18964.1 190429 9728.0 0.0

335 453 9.6 99.0 61.0 54.1 129.9 0.0
156 5 2512 353 455 552 656 750 85 0
12767.0 12277.0 10028.0 11776.0 12099.0 5395.0 0.0 0.0
14827.1 118445 18665.4 189579 18357.3 8607.2 0.0 0.0

16.1 -3.5 86.1 61.0 51.7 59.5 0.0 0.0
16 7 26 9 36 5 461 .56 6 66 0 76 0 86 0
13168.0 13242.0 14182.0 123540 5395.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
14797.8 13991.0 16577.9 190429 8607.3 0.0 0.0 0.0

12.4 5.7 16.9 54.1 59.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
175 27 2 371 47 2 57 0 67 0 77 0 87 0
11042.0 12586.0 10792.0 4916.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
147069 16872.6 142969 9734.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

33.2 34.1 325 98.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
18 2 28 1 38 0 48 0 58 0 68 0 78 0 88 0

44990 3890.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
9826.1 8339.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
118.4 114.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Fig. 17. Calculation Result of Assembly Burnup Distribution at
EOC of KORI-4, Cycle-4 : MGA_SCOUPE



++AVG. CYCLE BURNUP(MWD/MTU) DIFFERENCE WITH REFERENCE#*#*
FUEL TYPE
REFERENCE
SCOUPE
DIFFERENCE = (SCOUPE - REFERENCE)*100 / REFERENCE
1111 219 315 414 517615 715 819
9219.0 10984.0 12386.0 13663.0 12767.0 13168.0 11042.0 4499.0
9604.3 10701.6 12141.8 120000 121569 12569.3 10598.8 3987.0
4.2 -2.6 -2.0 -122 -4.8 -4.5 -4.0 -11.4
12 9 228 328 4212 52 862 5 72 2 82 9
10984.0 11878.0 12228.0 9971.0 12277.0 13242.0 12586.0 3890.0
10708.0, 11661.7 11751.5 9039.7 112419 12595.3 12243.3 34418
-25 -1.8 -39 -9.3 -84 -4.9 -2.7 -11.5
135 238 337 433 5312 63 3 731 83 0
12386.0 12228.0 12509.0 13545.0 10028.0 14182.0 10792.0 0.0
12169.0 117699 12350.6 12359.9 8993.8 127469 9875.0 0.0
-1.8 -3.7 -1.3 -8.7 -10.3 -10.1 -85 0.0
14 4 2412 34 3 4410 54 6 64 1 7411 84 0
13663.0 9971.0 13545.0 10158.0 11776.0 12354.0 42320 0.0
12063.1 90828 123984 99644 109305 117959 4253.0 0.0
-11.7 -89 -85 -19 -72 -45 05 0.0
1567 258 3512 456 551 6510 75 0 85 0
12767.0 12277.0 10028.0 11776.0 12099.0 5395.0 0.0 0.0
12268.0 113475 9075.1 11009.0 113458 44214 0.0 0.0
-39 -16 -95 -6.5 6.2 -18.0 0.0 0.0
16 5 26 5 36 3 46 1 5610 66 0. 76 0 86 0
13168.0 13242.0 141820 12354.0 '5395.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
12730.0 12768.9 12952.8 12019.4 44634 0.0 0.0 0.0
-3.3 -36 -8.7 -2.7 -17.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
175 27 2 371479 570 670 77 0870
110420 12586.0 107920 4916.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
10765.2 12459.3 10116.7 4599.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

-25 -1.0 -6.3 -6.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
189 289 380 48 0 58 0 68 0 78 0 88 0
4499.0 3890.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4051.6 3500.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

-99 -10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Fig. 18. Calculation Result of Assembly Burnup Distribution at
EOC of KORI-4, Cycle-4 : SCOUPE

_37_



2 A7 F3d ¢ F(Genetic Algorithms)S o] 8§ H3sa A
de A3A A9 HAL A8 ANI=(MGA_SCOUPE)E 73t 12 4
271 4571 294 HLdj A%d == AF Y& AT,
MGA_SCOUPE Z3#+& ROCS ¥ SCOUPES A9} ulwsia B of F7)x,
F712 AT &9 dx9 HXEUXI 268%, 187% €Y F AL B
a8y, & dFq4 /idd MGA_SCOUPE 9 =AW 34 B34 e %7)
A A 2788 Frlx, F72oAe 3 XS Adscd /a9y 5
24& 2sA @3 AdsAd. HZode =49 7] & Ao aH}
AA/A F71% FE S5HJ BFdAHo2 FL Gadolinia(GA)E SEAg 4
2 AL dte FAolEnR, FF A 58S T AN RES Rodol #
g8l Ao

o 1A SEZ dE uAdY dax mdo Jzd dixx ALt
2d 52 A7 F, 2 Fgsn AAHA x4 PAo| 5iEE B =
233E& MAEAY d& =4 B4 3=8 MY GAY AjsEdE A4 9
Az dAdze] AL F e =4 AZA AL 78 5 AL Aoz JgEy,



<
D
ke
M
r ]

Goldberg, 1989, Genetic Algorithm in Search Optimization & machine
learing, Addison - Wesley Publishing Co., NY.

AAF, 1995, Optimization of Injection Modeling Condition Using Genetic
Algorithm QF, J&dste NAI3Y+=F, pp. 17~33.

AEE, 353, 1989, HAFAME(EEY7 A2 L), F39AY 3,
pp. 176 ~221.

AEA, 1995, EFFr-AGY @ 7IATE =4 A5 HAH A7,
A& gt wrALSHY =&, pp. 1~9.

AAT, 1994, olFEFEE o8& 17X17 ZAAABRAIA Y 559 A2
Wt @ A7, @344 HA T4, pp. 20~56.

U3E, 1992, A AN YI FYAE o] 4T HFYAdr ¥ 23 2 B3
242 T 7144 589 FAHN #d A7, AgdstaE Hi}
89 %, pp. 3~9.

Y3, 19 E, 1990, Reactor Power Calculation Model for the Reloading
Pattern Search Expert System, Z3di3tax o)A, vol. 1,
pp. 65~78.

AT A, AP, 1991, ddg AFA 2 AL 43 AF7 A9 g,
A8 usti o)A &3, pp. 65~68.

ol Z3t, 1993, =AM ML(YAZ B 57), pp. 39~53.

ADE, J3F, AW, 1995, C=2 +IF £ A4, pp. 101 ~ 125.

P. W. Poon and G. T. Parks, 1993, Application of Genetic Algorithms to

_39._



In-Core Nuclear Fuel Management Optimization, Proc. MEC+SNA
‘93, pp. 777~1786

FE38, 1989, FA=dH AR, @ YA Y83, pp.222~291
AW, 1991, An Optimization Study on the Management of Burnable

Poisons, A& digtx A& =§, pp. 74~76.

Kyung Ho Cho, Sung Tack Ko, and Han Seak Ko, 1996. 4., A proposal
of New Method for EICT Image Reconstruction - A Hybrid
Approach Using Genetic Algorithm and Newton-Raphson
Method, di @ A3 8% 3], A33d BH A43, pp.721~729

HA, ¥, x5H, 1990, A4, pp. 153 ~ 179.

ETURHATL, 1978, A2 AL YL 9 Ydg VAR, ¥ YA
JA72 HFAH naN.
¥ AT AL 1996, A4 A, pp. 6~8.

BT AP A5, 1995 942 o) Z(27F), pp. 245 ~ 246.
AT AP A5, 1995 A2 Ao, pp. 198~206.

FTH, 1991, dAG FAo A, vtz E B}, pp. 45 ~ 55.



MZOl 2019 NERBADT ofMYE Hg e olCTH M2tRZ, 24
o3 N7ZQ BU N o X2i¢ ANQ 0% o U "ML BB Zol

K LY.

HRZAUE of FUO RO LIQ/ZAKN UNBHIAL MOE otp
Heo 722 JYolrK EAT ALWHA D2ldol ZNE L RPLTT.
0% BL A24Q KNI ARKQ MM oMM FONT ol gE
AAG, Of QE WA, HKQ BAW, K Y7 ALY, 7 M AALA
BMCIALD. T 7ol PY REZA B EAQ MEA ADNR
7 D ALY FIUARAATL of R AJYUAL ZMO EQ
RMELICL J213 MY3 EQ1Q SEA 7 5K AALT B4 RAQ
Bolxhl Zuttist RApdAE ZM9 DR Q Kot HaLiTt.

RZATOl MYT A% T2 KA 7 HE. LE 99, 7 84
MU, 782 THY RU7z 2% Yo ENE 74 Mo, 2 2B,
Q QM. F AW, Y HE. 7 WA MUl 7 2 MHEAL I0hg e
AU, J21 ABL HzodA F2 M -FHMNogE AZED
BE o HHO A2 MAZHQO A YT ANE. YDE. NURE. A
NMAT o8 THSOIAL ZNAE DHRQ TN aty KAt

S QUO MM EaNRQ D2(Qo & 4 QA 529 AN B
MM A M7 AR, R 47 MM, © MR MM, 3 B3 AMALE
ABE Yol BA olAY & ™ 0N LS BN Q DA KM,
2 AN KNG 7 24 MNW, 9 M AN, 7 B9 MY, T2(3
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MUY RE ER MWD YR AMYEALT ZMNS3UT.

U MO e FUAN ARAH R B RS B Y
WA, LU DIYA 2N C2iDl, of =RQ HoHND BRA aH
GRS oftild, olDid7A Zol ZMNE2iD of R ANQ WAL,
DINXO =z of P AMQ NTISHMN Kt AL AT NN
B AT DM DISM olblid, odild, J2131 & HAQ 23 oM
HE KIS, 2%, BZ, C4E O 579 ol2f NHYEAL Ko

¢ BY antg9e ®yu.
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