Introduction and Procedure
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Results
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Figure 1: Total energy output of each scenario. Figure 3: Mass of enriched uranium to supply
advanced reactors.
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Figure 2: Number of each reactor type deployed. Figure 4: Total SWU capacity required to enrich

natural uranium in each scenario. » /s



Conclusions

® Neither of the transition scenarios (Scenarios 2 and 3) meet the desired
power level.

® Scenario 2 requires a higher mass of HALEU than Scenario 3.
® Scenario 3 requires the most SWU capacity.
® Scenario 3 involves a large demand in HALEU when new reactors are built.

® Ensure energy demand is met by each transition scenario.

Adjust feed inventory for enrichment facilities.
® Ensure simulations are as realistic as possible.
® Simulate growth transition scenarios.

® |nclude other reactor types.
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