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ABSTRACT

A program for evaluating packaging components that may be used in transporting
mixed-waste forms has been developed and the first phase has been completed.
This effort involved the screening of ten plastic materials in four simulant rnixed-
waste types. These plastics were butadiene-acrylonitrile copolymer rubber, cross-
linked polyethylene (XLPE), epichlorohydrin rubber, ethylene–propylene rubber
(EPDM), fluorocarbon (Viton or Kel-F), polytetrafluoroethylene, high-density
polyethylene (HDPE), isobutylene-isoprene copolymer rubber (butyl),
polypropylene, and styrene-butadiene rubber (SBR). The selected simulant mixed
wastes were (1) an aqueous alkaline mixture of sodium nitrate and sodium nitrite;
(2) a chlorinated hydrocarbon mixture; (3) a simulant liquid scintillation fluid; and
(4) a mixture of ketones. The testing protocol involved exposing the respective
materials to 286,000 rads of gamma radiation followed by 14-day exposures to the
waste types at 60°C. The seal materials were tested using vapor transport rate
(VTR) measurements while the liner materials were tested using specific gravity as
a metric. For these tests, a screening criterion of 0.9 g/hr/m2 for VTR and a
specific gravity change of 10% was used. Based on this work, it was concluded
that while all seal materials passed exposure to the aqueous simulant mixed waste,
EPDM and SBR had the lowest VTRS. In the chlorinated hydrocarbon simulant
mixed waste, only Viton passed the screening tests. In both the simulant
scintillation fluid mixed waste and the ketone mixture simulant mixed waste, none
of the seal materials met the screening criteria. For specific gravity testing of liner
materials, the data showed that while all materials with the exception of
polypropylene passed the screening criteria, Kel-F, HDPE, and XLPE offered the
greatest resistance to the combination of radiation and chemicals.
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CHEMICAL COMPATIBILITY SCREENING TEST RESULTS

Executive Summary

The Chemical Compatibility Test Plan & Procedure Report (CCTP&PR) describes a program
for evaluating packaging components that may be used in transporting mixed waste. The first
phase of this experimental program has been completed. This effort involved screening ten plastic
materials with a combination of radiation and four different simulant mixed-waste types. The
plastics used were butadiene–acrylonitrile copolymer rubber (nitrile), cross-linked polyethylene
(XLPE), epichlorohydrin rubber (EPI), ethylene–propylene rubber (EPDM), fluorocarbon (Viton
or Kel-F), polytetrafluoroethy lene (Teflon), high-density polyethylene (HDPE), isobutylene–
isoprene copolymer rubber (butyl), polypropylene (PP), and styrene–butadiene rubber (SBR).
The simulant mixed wastes were (1) an aqueous alkaline mixture of sodium nitrate and sodium
nitrite; (2) a chlorinated hydrocarbon mixture; (3) a simulant scintillation fluid; and (4) a mixture of
ketones.

The testing protocol involved exposing the plastic materials to 286,000 rads of gamma
radiation followed by 14-day exposures to the waste types at 60°C. The seal materials or rubbers
were tested using vapor transport rate (VTR) measurements, while materials suitable for liner
applications were tested using specific gravity measurements. For these tests, a screening criteria
of 0.9 g/hr/mz for VTR and a specific gravity change of 10% was used as a metric. Those
materials that failed to meet these criteria were judged to have failed the screening tests and will be
excluded in the next phase of this experimental program+omprehensive testing.

Based on this work, it was concluded that while all seal materials passed exposure to the
aqueous simulant mixed waste, EPDM and SBR had the lowest VTRS. In the chlorinated
hydrocarbon simulant mixed waste, only Viton passed the screening tests. In both the simulant
scintillation fluid mixed waste and the ketone mixture simulant mixed waste, none of the seal
materials met the screening criteria. In the specific gravity testing of liner materials, the data
showed that while all materials, with the exception of polypropylene, passed the screening criteria,
Kel-F, HDPE, and XLPE offered the greatest resistance to the combination of radiation and
chemicals.
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Introduction

The Chemical Compatibility Program developed in the Transportation Systems Department at
Sandia National Laboratories (SNL), New Mexico, was described in considerable detail in a 1993
Department of Energy (DOE) milestone document titled, “Chemical Compatibility Test Plan &
Procedure Report (CCTP&PR)”. 1

The report presented a comprehensive discussion of chemical compatibility studies on plastic
materials that could be used as liners and seals in transportation containers. It also provided a
broad overview of the issues that need to be addressed in any program that undertakes chemical
compatibility evaluations. It provided general information and proposed a number of tests and
procedures for carrying out such a program. Because none of the current SNL packaging concepts
have received approval, a program was developed to test various properties of a broad range of
liner and seal materials.

This report presents the results of the first phase of this experimental program, which involved
screening the responses of five candidate liner and six seal materials to four simulant mixed
wastes. Since mixed wastes by definition are composed of radioactive and hazardous constituents,
a simulant waste needed to have both of these components present to effectively mimic real mixed
wastes. This was accomplished by designing the testing program so that the candidate materials
were first exposed to gamma radiation followed by exposure to four waste types.

The materials screened were ten plastics having a known chemical resistance to a large number
of classes of chemicals. The term “plastic” as used in this report refers to polymeric materials,
which include both seals and liner materials. The plastics selected were butadiene–acrylonitrile
copolymer (nitrile rubber), cross-linked polyethylene, epichlorohydrin, ethylene–propylene
rubber, fluorocarbon, polytetrafluoroethy lene, high-density polyethylene, isobutylene–isoprene
copolymer (butyl rubber), polypropylene, and styrene–butadiene rubber.

The main threats to seals and liners from the anticipated wastes are judged to come from strong
aqueous bases, chlorinated solvents, hydrocarbon solvents, and ketones. Thus, any seal or liner
materials used in packaging must be resistant to samples containing strong bases, chlorinated
solvents, hydrocarbons, and/or ketones. Because few polymers are resistant to all these materials,
it is possible that different polymers will be chosen as container components for the different waste
streams being transported.

Because of the wide variety of waste compositions found throughout the DOE complex, it is
not possible to choose one specific simulant waste composition. In addition, since no specific
transportation container has been selected or has been specified for certain waste compositions, it is
neither possible nor prudent to select a very specific waste composition. However, there is
sufficient information in the open literature and DOE reports to provide some guidance on the
quantities and characteristics of the largest waste streams found within the DOE complex. Based
on this rationale, four simulant mixed-waste compositions were selected. These are described in
further detail below.

To simulate some of the tank wastes at the Hanford site, a simple aqueous solution was
developed, consisting of 2 molar sodium nitrate, 0.7 molar sodium nitrite, 2 molar sodium
hydroxide, 5.5 molar sodium carbonate, 0.1 molar cesium chloride, and 0.1 molar strontium
chloride. The nitrate/nitrite species combination represents oxidizing chemical species while the
hydroxide anion provides a simulation for the corrosive nature of the tank wastes. The cesium and
strontium constituents simulate the radioactive component in this large Hanford waste stream.
While more complex simulants could have been chosen to represent this waste stream, this



investigator’s opinion is that this particular aqueous solution adequately represents the hazardous
characteristics of the tank wastes required for compatibility evaluations.

To simulate the sizable inventories of chlorinated hydrocarbon mixed wastes, a solution of
50% by volume of trichloroethylene, 25% chlorobenzene, 24% carbon tetrachloride, and 19Z0
cerium (III) 2-ethyl hexanoate was selected. This mixture of chemicals is believed to qualitatively
represent the chlorinated solvent waste streams at the DOE sites. Similarly, to simulate scintillation
fluids and/or fuel hydrocarbons, a solution of 33% toluene, 33?Z0xylene, and 32% dioxane with
1910water was used. The water component is meant to simulate the tritiated water found in some
mixed wastes. Finally, to simulate ketones, a solution of 60% methyl ethyl ketone and 39%
methyl isobutyl ketone containing 1YOcerium acetyl acetonate hydrate was used. Note that ketone
solvents were frequently used in the nuclear fuel reprocessing cycle.

The selection of these simulants was based on a qualitative picture of the mixed-waste
inventories and the relative volumes of these wastes. Their compositions were chosen with
emphasis on the hazardous characteristics of the chemicals themselves. For the purpose of this
evaluation, the term “hazardous characteristics” describes the effects of the wastes on the materials.
Since the aqueous simulant waste has both oxidizing and corrosive characteristics, it can oxidize
and can cause base hydrolysis of the polymeric materials, Both of these mechanisms have the
potential to lead to degradation of plastics. Similarly, chlorinated solvents, aromatic solvents, and
ketones can swell polymeric materials, which may ultimately compromise some of their materkd
properties. The selection was consistent with the generic chemical mixtures described by Riley et
al.L The CCTP&PR describes a testing program whose implementation is not dependent on the
precise composition of the simulant. If alternative or more appropriate simulants have been
overlooked, the testing program can be modified by revising the CCTP&PR.

The screening tests involved testing a large number of samples exposed to simulated wastes
under harsh conditions such as elevated temperatures, high concentrations of chemicals, relatively
high radiation doses, and relatively long exposure of the samples under these conditions.
Temperatures of 60”C ( 140°F), high concentrations of pure chemicals, exposing materials to
286,000 rads of gamma radiation prior to exposure to the chemicals, and 14-day test durations
were part of the testing program. While these parameters do not represent the harshest conditions
available for testing, they have a combination of regulatory and technical basis.

Specific gravity and permeability were used as the criteria for determining whether a materiaJ
passed or failed the screening tests. Any candidate liner material exhibiting a change in specific
gravity greater than 10% would be determined to be not resistant to the combination of radiation
and chemical exposure. Specific gravity values can easily be converted to density values by
dividing the specific gravity value by the density of water. Similarly, candidate seal materials
having vapor transmission rates (VTR) greater than 0.9 g/hr/mL were determined to be not resistant
to the combination of radiation and chemical exposure owing to the excessive permeation of waste
components through them. Thus density changes and VTR were the metrics used to screen the
candidate materials. Note that the screening criteria were taken from literatures that dealt with the
evaluation of landfill liner materials. These criteria, therefore, have their basis in U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency regulations applicable to the long-term integrity of waste
containment systems and not to U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) regulations applicable to
transportation containers. However, DOT regulations such as those specified for Type A
packages, i.e., 49 CFR 173- Appendix B,4 define packages having permeation rates greater than
0.5% as failing to meet that test criterion. The permeation rates cited in 10 CFR 173 are in fact
percent weight change over the length of the tests. Since one of the input parameters in calculating
VTR is weight change, the DOT regulatory values can also be obtained from the VTR data.

The input parameters were evaluated with the use of standardized test methods such as those
developed by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM). For specific gravity
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changes, ASTM D792S was used. In evaluating permeation rates, ASTM D8 146 was used. The
number of materials requiring more complete evaluation was reduced because some of the materials
did not pass certain acceptance criteria.

Experimental

Sample Preparation

Standardized test methods were used to cut, condition, and test the materials. Appendix A
gives information on the materials used. The specific geometry of the material samples is given by
the ASTM test method. The samples were cut with an expulsion press (Part # 22-16-00)
manufactured by Testing Machines Inc. (Arnityville, NY) together with the respective expulsion
dies. For example, the rectangular (1 in. x 2 in. x 0.125 in.) samples required for specific gravity
measurements were cut in the expulsion press fitted with an expulsion straight-edge die (Part #23-
10-06). Similarly, the circular samples (2.69 in. diameter x 0.125 in. thick) required for VTR
measurements were cut in the expulsion press fitted with an expulsion die specifically designed for
ASTM D814 testing (Part # 23-00-00). The press and dies permit multiple samples of uniform
dimensions to be cut. The individual samples were checked to ensure that none had nicks or other
imperfections prior to their use. For conditioning of plastics, ASTM D6 187 recommends testing at
a standard temperature of 23°C (73.4”F) and a relative humidity of 5070 for at least 24 hr prior to
the testing process. Accordingly, all specimens were stored at 23°C and 50910relative humidity for
24 hr prior to testing. This was achieved by storing the cut samples in a desiccator (Fisher
Scientific, Part # 08-615) filled with magnesium nitrate hexahydrate (Fisher Scientific, Part # M46-
500, 500 g) and saturated with water. The procedures for generating this constant relative
humidity are described in ASTM E 104.8 During conditioning, the samples were stacked on top of
each other and separated by a metal spiral (Slinky Jr., James Industries, Inc., Part # 126).

Sample Identification

Two separate marking schemes were used to identify a sample. One scheme was used for the
VTR samples and another for the specific gravity samples. The samples used in VTR studies were
marked with a marking pen (Speedball@, Painters MetallicTM, Silver 7330-Fine) on the side that
would not be directly exposed to the chemicals. A four- to seven-character labeling code was
used. The first to third characters gave information on the material type. The following characters
were used to designate seal materials:

B = butyl rubber, ECH = epichlorohydrin, E = ethylene–propylene rubber, V = fluorocarbon
rubber (Viton), N = butadiene–acrylonitrile copolymer (nitrile), and G = styrene-butadiene
rubber.

The second or fourth character designated the sample number. Since VTR studies involved
three samples per waste, this character was either 1, 2, or 3. The third or fifth characters identified
the waste type. The following characters were used to designate waste types for seal materials:

AQ = simulant aqueous mixed waste, CHC = simulant chlorinated hydrocarbon mixed waste,
SCI = simulant scintillation fluid, and KET = simulant ketone fluid mixed waste.

The liner material samples evaluated by specific gravity determinations were marked by
stamping a three-character code onto the top surface of each sample. A standard l/8-in. character
size punch set was used. As above, the first character gave information on the material type. The
following characters were used to designate liner materials:

3



E = polyethylene, X = cross-linked polyethylene, P = polypropylene, F = fluorocarbon
(Kel-F), T = polytetrafluoroethylene (Teflon).

The second character corresponded to the sample number. For specific gravity evaluations,
four samples were required per waste. These characters were the numerals 1, 2, 3, or 4. Finally,
the fourth character specified the waste type. The following characters were used to designate the
waste type for liner materials:

A = simulant aqueous waste, C = simulant chlorinated mixed waste, S = simulant scintillation
fluid, and K = simulant ketone fluid mixed waste.

Sample Irradiation

The precut liner and conditioned seal samples were first exposed to gamma radiation from an
underwater 60C0 source at SNLg using a watertight stainless steel canister (volume -4 liters). AU
the samples of one candidate material required for each of the four simulant waste streams were
placed in the canister. This involved 12 samples for VTR measurements or 20 samples for specific
gravity measurements. The samples were loaded into a metal basket in the same configuration that
was used to condition the samples, i.e., the samples were stacked on top of each other and
separated by a metal spiral. The basket was inserted into the canister and the canister was sealed.
The loaded canister was lowered into the pool to a depth of 6 ft, purged with a slow steady flow
(-30 mlhnin) of dry air, and allowed to come to thermal equilibrium at 60°C. Once thermal
equilibrium was obtained, the canister was lowered into its irradiation location in the pool and the
exposure timing was started to obtain the desired radiation dose. The highest dose rate currently
available at Sandia’s Low Intensity Cobalt Array (LICA) Facility is -210 krad/hr. Thus for a
screening study where a gamma (y) dose of 286,000 rad was required, the samples were exposed
for approximately 1.5 hr. After the samples received the calculated radiation dose, the canister was
removed from the pool. The samples were surveyed by SNL Health Physics personnel and
returned to us for the remainder of the testing. Typically no more than 24 hr elapsed between the
time the samples were exposed to radiation and when they were exposed to the simulant wastes.

Sample Exposure to Chemicals

The general exposure protocol involved placing the required number of specimens (four for
specific gravity) for each plastic material into containers (cells) containing the waste type and
exposing them to the wastes for 14 days at 60°C. Different material specimens may be exposed at
the same time in the same exposure cell provided that sufficient waste is present for exposure of the
surface area. For relatively insoluble materials, ASTM D54310 recommends about 10 rnl/inz (-1.6
ml/cmz). For elastomeric materials, the test method recommends about 40 ml/inz (-6.2 ml/cmQ).
Since two separate tests constituted the screening tests, two different types of exposure cells were
used.

Specific Gravity Measurements

Specific gravity was used to evaluate the liner materials. The four specimens were bundled
together using nylon cable ties. Metal pins provided space between the specimens. This allowed
the simulant waste to reach all surfaces of the material. Figure 1 shows the bundled specific
gravity specimens prior to exposure to the simulant wastes. Figure 2 shows a cell containing five
different liner materials in the simulant chlorinated hydrocarbon mixture. As can be seen in Fig. 2,
the exposure cell consisted of a tapered pint canning jar (Kerr Group, Inc., Los Angeles, CA, Part
# 70610-00518). The jar was loaded with the five bundled test specimens and then filled with
300 ml of the test solution. The metal lid and band were attached to the jar and tightened. This
cell was immersed in a water bath (the large beaker shown in Fig. 2) maintained at 70°C. After
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Fig. 1. Bundled test specimens for specific gravity evaluations. Note metal spacers and cable 
ties. 

Fig. 2. Exposure cell containing five liner materials in lower portion of photograph. 
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approximately 1 min of immersion or until the rate of bubble evolution from the canning jar
subsided, the jar was removed from the water bath, the metal band was tightened, and the jar was
placed in secondary container which was then put in an oven (Blue M, Model OV-490A-2)
maintained at 60°C.

Before exposure to radiation and the simulant chemical waste, density measurements were
performed in accordance with ASTM D792 methods. After the bundled samples had been
subjected to the 14-day exposure at 60°C, the jar containing the samples was opened and the
sample bundles were removed. The samples exposed to the aqueous simulant mixed waste were
rinsed with deionized water and the samples exposed to the solvent-based chemicals were rinsed
with acetone. After the samples were air dried, their specific gravity was again determined. This
was performed in accordance with the previous test method. These measurements involved the use
of a specially designed attachment to the analytical balance that was obtained from Mettler-Toledo
Inc. through Fisher Scientific (Density Kit, Fisher Scientific, Part No.O 1-9 10-28). A component
of this density kit was a spiral wire platform. The samples were attached to this component by
clamping them between the wire spirals with a metal paper clip. This arrangement provided a
relatively secure attachment. It also made it easy to determine specific gravity for samples that had
a specific gravity less than that of water. If the attachment were not secured, such samples would
begin to float in the water and thereby prevent accurate determination of specific gravity.

VTR Measurements

VTR measurements were performed according to the procedures described in ASTM D8 14. A
general description of the methodology is given here. For specific experimental details, the ASTM
standard test method should be consulted. Figure 3 shows three VTR cells consisting of the three
specimens of seal materials in half-pint Mason jars (Kerr Group, Inc., Los Angeles, CA, Part
# 70610-00105B). Each of the jars was filled with approximately 200 ml of the test solution. The
seal specimen and metal band were loosely attached. The three jars were placed in an upright
configuration (seal and metal band facing up) in a thermostatically controlled oven at 60°C. These
jars were held at this temperature for 1 hr. They were then removed from the oven, sealed tightly,
and weighed on an analytical balance (Mettler-Toledo Inc., Hightstown, NJ, Model AT200 or
PM2000). The weight of each jar was recorded and the jars were returned to the oven. At this
time, however, the jars were placed in the oven in an inverted configuration, i.e., with the seal and
metal band facing down. The jars were removed from the oven and reweighed after 24 hr. They
were then returned to the oven and kept in the oven for the remainder of the 14 days. Figure 4
shows the oven with VTR and specific gravity experiments in progress. After this period, the jars
were removed from the oven and reweighed.

Note that where flammable and toxic organic materials were used (e.g., the simulant
scintillation fluids, the ketone simulants, and the simulant chlorinated hydrocarbon mixture), the
jars were placed in a metal paint can (Wellbom Paint Mfg. Co., unlined paint can, gallon capacity,
Part # 3239001) and the can was sealed. These precautions were required for the following safety
reasons. Since the oven was not rated to handle flammable liquids, a means to minimize the
evolution of flammable vapors had to be developed. This was accomplished by confining any
potentially generated vapors in a sealed secondary containment vessel (paint can). While we were
able to comdete the screening studies in this manner. once comprehensive testimz is under way,
exrdosion-moof ovens will need to be acauired. The accwisition of such ovens will reauire ca~ital
ecmi~ment funding!



Fig. 3. Vapor transmission rate (VTR) cells. 

Fig. 4. Oven with VTR and specific gravity testing in progress. 

7 



Data Analysis

The ASTM test methods for VTR and specific gravity tests describe the methodology for
determining the numerical values of these measurements. While such calculations could be
performed for each data point entered, the use of commercial spreadsheet software made these
calculations significantly easier. In this testing program, Microsoft@ EXCEL was used not only to
enter the data but also to perform data analysis. In addition to the usual arithmetic operations, the
software determined averages and calculated statistical values such as standard deviations.
Examples of calculations for VTR and specific gravity are shown in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 1. VTR data input and analysis.

Table 2. Specific gravity input and analysis.

I A B c D E F G
1 TA SUMMARY
2 ays o 14
d lAve. Specific Grawty 23123 C =F13 =F21
4 I
5 k Specific Gravitv Chance o =F24

tandard Deviation =G13 =G24
[ i
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Resu Its

The purpose of the Chemical Compatibility Program is to provide a scientifically defensible
methodology for measuring the chemical compatibility of polymeric liner and seal materials with
simulated mixed wastes. These are materials that may be used in current and future container
designs for transportation of hazardous and mixed wastes throughout the DOE complex. The
approach for developing this program was to assess the current state of chemical compatibility
testing technology and direct thinking toward routes that might lead to satisfactory, comprehensive,
and reliable chemical compatibility data for use by the U.S. DOE in its Transportation Management
Division.

The candidate liner and seal materials that are known to be chemically resistant to the expected
waste forms are those that were selected for testing. Since their selection was based on a general
survey of the literature, the chemical compatibility program attempted to experimentally validate
their suitability. In addition, since the literature, for the most part, describes the effects of either
chemicals or radiation and not a combination of these environments, the results of combined testing
could be substantially different than those in the literature. Our results are summarized below.

VTR Measurements

VTR testing measures the rate of vapor transmission of a volatile liquid through a seal material.
This type of testing provides a steady-state measure of the rate of vapor and liquid transmission
through relatively thin plastics. While the calculated values of VTR cannot be directly converted to
traditional permeability values, they can be used to obtain a figure of merit for permeability. For
the purposes of the screening tests, these values of VTR were used as a criterion for determining
whether the material passed or failed the exposure protocol.

Figure 5 shows the results of the screening of six seal materials, in triplicate, in the aqueous
simulant mixed waste for 14 days at 60”C. As can be seen from the data, all materials exhibited
VTR values below 1 g/hr/mL, i.e., all seal materials passed this screening test. While the exact
VTR values are not obvious from the figure, their actual values can be found in Appendix B of this
report. In addition, the data presented in this figure show that both EPDM and SBR exhibited the
lowest VTR. These results suggest that either material could be used to construct packaging for
transporting aqueous, caustic waste containing large concentrations of sodium nitrate and sodium
nitrite. This suggests that seals from these materials might be suitable in packaging intended to
transport Hanford tank waste. Depending on other factors, such as cost of the seal materials, a
further down-selection of seal materials is possible.

Figure 6 shows the results of similar screening in chlorinated hydrocarbon simulant mixed
waste. As can be seen in the figure, all materials, with the exception of Viton, had VTR values
greater than 1 g/hr/m2. Since the pass/fail criterion was 0.9 or -1 g/hr/m2, only the latter material
passed the screening test, with an average VTR of 0.25 g/hr/m2.

Figure 7 presents the results in simulant scintillation fluid mixed waste. All materials failed the
screening tests. A close inspection of the data in the figure reveals that butyl and Viton had two
samples with relatively low values (< 10 g/hr/m2) of VTR and one sample with high vapor
transmission rates. Since the average value from the three samples was used to establish whether
the material passed or failed the screening tests, these materials, while not passing, still had the
lowest VTR values. Specifically, Viton exhibited the lowest VTR value, 14.2 g/hr/m2.
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Figure 8 shows the results of VTRS of ketone mixture simulant wastes through seal materials at
60°C. While none of these materials passed these screening tests, butyl rubber came closest to
passing the tests. This material had a VTR of 1.5 g/hr/m2. The data show that EPDM also had
relatively low VTR values. In Appendix B it can be seen that this material had values of
4.0 glhrlmz.

While all seal material passed exposure to radiation and aqueous simulant mixed waste, EPDM
rubber exhibited the lowest VTR (0.05 g/hr/mL). When exposed to radiation and chlorinated
hydrocarbon simulant mixed wastes, only Viton passed these screening tests, with a value of 0.25
g/hr/mz. As mentioned earlier, none of the seal materials tested passed the screening tests in either
simulant scintillation fluid mixed waste or the ketone mixture simulant waste. However, Viton
and EPDM had the lowest VTR values, respectively, in these wastes. These results are consistent
with chemical compatibility data reported in the literature. However, since these screening tests
combined radiation and chemical effects, it can be concluded that radiation effects, i.e., y-radiation
at a dose of 286,000 rads, play little, if any role in the resistance of these materials to these
chemicals. It should, however, be mentioned that a different conclusion might be reached on the
effects of a combination of radiation and chemical exposure if some other evaluation criterion is
used. For example, if changes in tensile property had been selected instead of VTR values,
different conclusions might be reached. The determination of which effect-radiation or
chemical—predominates will be undertaken in the next phase of this testing program.

Specific Gravity Measurements

Specific gravity testing provides a direct measurement of the density of the materials. Since
density values reflect possible physical changes in materials, these measurements can give some
indication of whether the material has changed in mass and/or in volume. These changes in turn

11
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might indicate whether the chemicals to which the material has been exposed have affected the
material’s composition. For example, some of the components of a material; such as plasticizers
or other vital constituents, might be leached out of it.

A change in the density of the material might also indicate swelling, i.e., dimensional or
volume changes in the material. Such dimensional changes are important when selecting
appropriate liner materials for packaging because these materials might constitute a structural
component in the package. If such materials are exhibiting undesirable dimensional changes, these
changes could affect the performance of the package.

The specific gravity data for liner materials are presented in Figures 9–12, The data show that
all liner materials, with the exception of polypropylene, passed the screening tests in the four
simulant waste types. The detailed results are discussed below.

Figure 9 shows the specific gravity changes in the liner materials exposed to radiation and the
aqueous simulant mixed waste at 60”C. Several features in the data should be noted. In spite of
the fact that most materials exhibited a positive change in the specific gravity, HDPE, Kel-F, and
Teflon each had one sample found to have negative changes in specific gravity. The samples that
exhibited this behavior can be recognized in the graph by a completely blackened area. While this
result was also found in the three other waste types, we only discuss the phenomenon for this
particular mixed waste. Since the determination of specific gravity by ASTM D792 involves only
the measurement of sample mass, a negative value for suecific szravitv would suswest that the
affected samples had a m’ms loss.
for the affected samples revealed
measurements on these materials,

‘Howe~er, a close exarni~ation o~ the ~ata given i~”Appendix B
that they actually had an increase in mass. Without additional
the origin of the negative change in specific gravity can only be

12
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speculated upon. One possibility is that the mass gain observed is due to adsorption. In such a
process, the sorbed species causes a greater increase in the volume of the sample. If the volume
component of the sample increases to a greater extent than the mass, a net decrease in the specific
gravity would be observed. Since the test method did not involve dimensional measurements, it
was not possible to confirm this hypothesis. Another explanation of this effect is that during the
exposure to the wastes, a component of the material was leached from the sample. This
preferential leaching could be masked by the simultaneous uptake of chemical species. It is not
unreasonable that the desorbed species could have a greater specific gravity than the adsorbed
species. To confirm either of these speculations, additional testing would be required. What is
certain in the data shown in Fig. 9 is that Kel-F exhibited the lowest percent change, i.e., –0.08%.

Figure 10 shows the change in specific gravity of liner materials exposed to radiation and
chlorinated hydrocarbon simulant mixed waste at 60”C. As previously mentioned, polypropylene
failed to pass the 10% criterion. This material exhibited a change in specific gravity of 10.9%.
The material with the greatest resistance to radiation and these chemicals, as indicated by the
smallest change in specific gravity, was HDPE. This material had a change of 4.12%. It is
interesting that the fluorocarbon material was the only material in this waste to exhibit negative
specific gravity changes of –6.43 %.

Figure 11 shows the changes in specific gravity of liner materials exposed to simulant
scintillation fluid mixed waste at 60”C. In this waste, the cross-linked polyethylene (XLPE)
exhibited the greatest resistance to radiation and chemicals, with a change of only –0.02%. While
not as good as XLPE, HDPE also had a rather low change in specific gravity of –0.60%.

Finally, Fig. 12 gives the change in specific gravity of liner materials exposed to a ketone
mixture simulant mixed waste at 60°C. For this waste type, the HDPE material appeared to have
the greatest resistance to radiation and chemicals, exhibiting a change of only –0.6% in specific
gravity.

To summarize the specific gravity testing data, while all materials with the exception of
polypropylene (in chlorinated hydrocarbons) passed the screening criteria of a change in specific
gravity of 10% or less, Kel-F, HDPE, and XLPE offered the greatest resistance to the combination
of radiation and chemicals. However, since the meaning of negative changes in specific gravity is
not understood at this time, the selection of these materials is somewhat tentative.

As was established by the VTR measurements, the results of the specific gravity measurements
are consistent with what has been generally reported in the literature about the chemical resistance
of materials used in liner applications. However, this work has demonstrated that the candidate
materials are resistant not only to chemicals alone but also to a combination of radiation and
chemicals. Since such data are not available in the literature, this work provides valuable
information to supplement that present in the chemical compatibility literature.

With the completion of these screening tests, we will begin comprehensive testing of the seal
and liner materials in the aqueous simulant mixed waste. In addition to VTR and specific gravity
measurements, this testing will involve eight additional testing methods. This expanded testing
program will use y-radiation doses of 143,000, 286,000, 571,000, and 3,672,000 rads, exposure
times of 7, 14, 28, and 180 days, and exposure temperatures of 18, 50, and 60”C with the aqueous
waste form.
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Conclusions

A program for evaluating the transportation packaging components that may be used in
transporting mixed waste forms has been developed and the first phase has been completed. This
effort involved screening ten plastic materials in four simulant mixed waste types. The seal
materials or rubbers were tested using vapor transport rate (VTR) measurements, while the liner
materials were tested using specific gravity as a metric. For these tests, a screening criteria of 0.9
g/hr/mz for VTR and a change in specific gravity of 10% was used. Those materials that failed to
meet these criteria were judged to have failed the screening tests and will be excluded in the next
phase of this experimental program.

Based on this work, it was concluded that while all seal materials passed exposure to the
aqueous simulant mixed waste, EPDM and SBR had the lowest VTRS. In the chlorinated
hydrocarbon simulant mixed waste, only Viton passed the screening tests. In both the simulant
scintillation fluid mixed waste and the ketone mixture simulant mixed waste, none of the seal
materials met the screening criteria. For specific gravity testing of liner materials, the data showed
that while all materials with the exception of polypropylene passed the screening criteria, Kel-F,
HDPE, and XLPE were found to offer the greatest resistance to the combination of radiation and
chemicals.
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APPENDIX A

Materials Information

Seal Materials

Material

Butyl rubber

Ethylene–propylene rubber

Epichlorohydrin

Fluorocarbon (Viton)

Butadiene–acrylonitrile rubber

Styrene–butadiene rubber

Liner Materials

Material

Cross-linked polyethylene

High-density polyethylene

Fluorocarbon (Kel-F)

Polypropylene

Polytetrafluoroethylene (Teflon)

SQP12k Com~ound No.

Parker Seal Group B0612-70
O-Ring Division
2360 Palumbo Drive
P.O. Box 11751
Lexington, KY 40512
(606) 269-2351

Parker Seal Group E0540-80*

Southwest Seal and Supply ECH-50*
1413 1st Street NW
Albuquerque, NM 87102-1533
(505) 247-0265

Parker Seal V0884-75*

Parker Seal N0674-70*

Parker Seal G0244-70*

Su.2!kl Com~ound No.

Regal Plastics TIVAR 88+
3455 Princeton NE
Albuquerque, NM 87107
(505) 884-2651

Regal Plastics PLA 11785++

Regal Plastics 5055++

Regal Plastics PLA 3801++

Regal Plastics PLA 7625++

* Test slabs consisted of 6 in. x 6 in. x 0.125 in. thick sheet stock material
** N/A= not available

+ This material was only available in 0.25-in. thick sheet stock. The material was
SNL to a thickness of 0.125 in. as required by the test method.

++ These materials were available in 0.125 in. sheet stock from the supplier

Batch

316104
Test
Slabs*

315917

N/A**

312292

NIA

312922

Batch

NIA

NIA

N/A

N/A

NIA

machined at

A-1



This page intentionally left blank

A-2



APPENDIX B

VTR Data for Butyl Rubber and Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen BIAQ B2AQ B3AQ AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 204.663 163.265 163.457 177,128
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 424.0 400.1 413.2 412.4

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste, 1 day 424.0 400.1 413.4 412.5
Weight Difference (g) 0.0 0.0 -0.2 -0.1
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 0.0 0.0 -0.4 -0.2 0.3

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen BIAQ B2AQ B3AQ AVE. STD. DEV.

Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 422.32 399.87 413.18 411.79
Weight Difference (g) 1.7 0.2 0,0 0.6
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m’) I 0.34 0.051 O.q 0,11 0.

VTR Data for Epichlorohydrin and Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: IAQUEOUS

Specimen ECHIAQ ECH2AQ EcH3A~ AVE. STD. DEV

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 184.630 166.681 166.637
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g)

172.649
407.3 402.3 413.7 407.8

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste, 1 day 407.3 402.3 413.7 407.8
Weight Difference (g) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 0.0 O.q 0.0 0.0 0.

1

Exposure Duration: 14 days lExposure Temperature: 160° C IWaste Type: lAQUEOUS 1

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m’) I 0.571 o.5q o,5q 0.571 0.01
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VTR Data for Ethylene Propylene Rubber and Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: AQUEOUS
Specimen EIAQ

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g)
E2AQ E3AQ AVE. STD. DEV

182.250 164.942 165.292 170.828
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 411.9 403.2 400.5 405.2
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste, 1 day 411.9 403.2 400.5 405,2
Weight Difference (g) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 0,0 O.c 0.0 0.0 0.0

I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen EIAQ E2AQ E3AQ AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 411.61 402.93 400.31 404.95
Weight Difference (g) 0,3 0.3 0.2 0,3
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (ml) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 0.06 0.06 0.04 0.05 0,01

VTR Data for Fluorocarbon Rubber (Viton) and Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: A<_____

Specimen VIAQ V2AQ
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g)

V3AQ AVE. STD. DEV
213.517 175.682

Weight of JarLj~S---n~~-+~~-.+. {-,
175.779 188.33

A’207 A-o 4
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste, 1 day

425.3 430,7
I 438.4 428.6 425.5 430.8

W++aht l%ffi=renc.-{u) n II n 01 n~ n-l.. -.w.. --------- X.-J -“. , -“.AJ

Time (hr)
-U.q -u. /-l

24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) -0.3 -0.6 -0.6 -0.5 0.2

I
Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C IWaste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen VIAQ V2Afj V3AQ AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 435.28 427.64 424.52 429.15
Weight Difference (g) 3.0 0.8 0.8 2
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 0.61 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3

B-2



VTR Data for Butadiene–Acrylonitrile Copolymer (Nitrile Rubber) and Simulant Aqueous
Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen NIA~ N2AQ N3AQ AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 183.791 164.942 165.287 171.340
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 406,6 409.6
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste, 1 day

416.1 410.8
406.6 409.6 416.0 410.7

Weight Difference (g) 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) o.~ 0.0 0,3 0.1 0.

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen NIAQ N2AQ N3AQ AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 405.501 408.795 415.246 409.847
Weight Difference (g) 1.1 0.8 0.9 0.9
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 0.22 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.03

VTR Data for Styrene-Butadiene Rubber and Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen GIAQ G2AQ
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g)

G3AQ AVE% STD. DEV
164.783 164.074 164.814 164.557

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 413.2 406.6
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste, 1 day

406.9 408. ~
413.4 406.8 407.C 409.1

Weight Difference (g) -0.2 -0.2 -0.1 -0.2
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm)
Radius of Specimen (m)

68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) -0.6 -0.6 -0.3 -0.5 0.

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

I

I
Specimen GIAQ G2AQ G3AQ - AVE~ STD. DEV

Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 412.80 406.23 406.47 408.5d
Weight Difference (g) 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/ml) 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.08 0.0
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VTR Data for Butyl Rubber and Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC I
Specimen BICHC B2CHC B3CHC AVE~STD. DEV

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 163.164 164.079 163.466 163.57d
~ 428.0 424.4 420.5 424.3
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 178.5 179.3 179.7 179,2
Weight Difference (g) 249.5 245.1 240.8 245.1
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0,06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0,0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 709.1 696.6 684.4 696.7 12.36

1
Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen BICHC B2CHC B3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 163.2 164.1 163.5 163.6
Weight Difference (g) 264.8 260.3 257. C 260.7
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 53.76 52.85 52.18 52.93 0.7952

VTR for Epichlorohydrin and Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Simulant Mixed Waste

lExposure Duration: lday lExposure Temperature: 160° C IWaste Type: ICHC I

Specimen ECHICHC ECH2CHC ECH3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
166.913 166.709 166.285 166.636

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 432.8 420.8 416.C
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 415.1 404.7 167.2 329.C
~ 17.7 16.1 248.8 94.2
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 50.3 45.8 707.1 267.7 38

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen ECHICHC ECH2CHC ECH3CHC
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g)

AVE. STD. DEV
166.9 166.7 166.3 166.6

Weight Difference (g) 265.9 254.1 249.7 256.6
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0,0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 53.98 51.58 50.69 52.08 1.69
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VTR Data for Ethylene Propylene Rubber and Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Simulant Mixed
Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen EICHC E2CHC E3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
f Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 172.952 171.959 172.639 172.517

t of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 440.7 436.8 438.0 438.5
t of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 186.9 189.3 390.1 255.4
t Difference (g) 253.8 247,5 47,9 183.1

Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) .0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (mJ) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 721.3 703.4 136 520.3 33

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen EICHC E2CHC E3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 173.0 172.0 172.6 172.5
Weight Difference (g) 267.7 264.8 265.4 266.C
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 54.35 53.76 53.87 54,00 0.3147

VTR Data for Fluorocarbon Rubber (Viton) and Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: lday Exposure Temperature: 60° C ]Waste Type: ICHC

Specimen VICHC V2CHCj V3CHCj AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 182.848 182.13C 182.300 182.426
~ 432.3 466.1 443.6 447.3
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 433.C 466.8 444.3 448.0
Weight Difference (g) -0.7 -0.7 -0.7 -0.7
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm)
Radius of Specimen (m)

68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) -2. -2. -2. -2.

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen VICHCj V2CHC V3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 431.1 464.8 442.4 446.1
Weight Difference (g) 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.2
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m’) 0.24 0.26 0.24 0.25 0.012
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VTR Data for Butadiene–Acrylonitrile Copolymer and Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Simulant
Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen NICHC N2CHC N3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 172.140 171.582 172.181 171.968
Weight of JariLid/Specimerr/Waste (g) 438,3 429.2 395.3 420.9
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 423,5 414.3 173. I 337.0
Weight Difference (g) 14.8 14.9 222.2 84.0
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
&adius crfSnecimen (mml
R:
7

I 6X --4’31 AR ?3 68.33 68.33
3 0.06833 0.06833
7 A nl .47 nnt,i~

. . ------- .. \.......
--.4S ., ”.+.

.adius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.0683:
. .rea of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.014’,
VTR (g/hr/m2) 42.1 42.3

I I
Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C lWaste Type: CHC

Specimen NICHC N2cHCl N3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 172.1 171.6 172.2 172.0
Weight Difference (g) 266.2 257.6 223.1 249.0
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 54.03 52.3Q 45.29 50.54 4.626
1

VTR Data for Styrene–Butadiene Rubber and Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Durational day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen GICHC G2CHC G3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 171.734 171.304 171.299 171.446
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 419.4 442.9 433.8 432.C
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 301.4 417.4 174.4 297.7
Weight Difference (g) 118. C 25.5 259.4 134.3
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 335.4 72.5 737.2 381.7 334.8

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen GICHC G2CHC G3CHC AVE. STD. DEV
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 171.7 171.3 171.3 171.4
Weight Difference (g) 247.7 271.6 262.5 260.6
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m*) 50.28 55.14 53.29 52.9C 2.452
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VTR Data for Butyl Rubber and Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: lday Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: SC I

Specimen BISCI B2SCI B3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) ,<9 co? ,L ”,, ,7 -/,, ..- n,,-

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Wast
Weight of Jar aft
Weigh
Time (hr)

) 10 J.OOJ 104.11L 103. OIW 103.6U3

te (g) 341.7 337.4 337.3 338,8
ter time duration (24 hr) 338.5 334.7 334.4 335.9

It Difference(g) 3.2 2.7 2.9 2.9
24 24 24 24

,) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
A--- -’ ‘---’--m (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

IXrlm (“/L./-~\ 01 17 Q9 0’2 n.
I I I I I

Exposure Duration: 14 days IExposure Temperature: 160° C IWaste Type: ISC I

Specimen BISC1’ B2SCI’ B3SC1’ AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 310.8 303.1 169.4 261.1
Weight Difference (g) 30.9 34.3 167.9 77.7
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 6.3 7.0 34.1 15,8 15.9

VTR Data for Epichlorohydrin and Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

lExr)osure Duration: ldav lExuosure Temperature: 160° C ]Waste Tvr)e: ISC I I

. . ...” ,... , .- .-

Radius of Specimen (mm)
.7

68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of .%ecimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 00147
VTR (g/hr/m2) I 41. X 40.4 39.8] 40.51 0.715

I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: SCI

Specimen ECHISCI ECH2SCL ECH3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 184.8 320.3] 184.2 229.8
Weight Difference (g) 168.1 18.1 159.6 115.3
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 34.13 3.67 32.40 23.4C 17.1
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VTR Data for Ethylene Propylene Copolymer Rubber and Simulant Scintillation Fluids
Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: SC I

Specimen EISCI E2SCI E3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 172.288 172.194 164.518 169.667
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 353.9 352.9 334.5 347.1
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 182.4 279.9 336.3 266.2
Weight Difference (g) 171.5 73.C -1.8 80.9
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0,06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 487.4 207.5 -5.1 229.9 247. C

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: SCI

Specimen EISCI E2SCI E3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 172.3 172.2 323,7 222.7
Weight Difference (g) 181.6 180.7 10.8 124.4
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 36,87 36.68 2.19 25.25 19.97

VTR Data for Fluorocarbon Rubber (Viton) and Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

lExposure Duration: lday

I Specimen I vlsc~ V2SCI

IExposure Temperature: 160° C Waste Type: SCI

[
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g)

V3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
175.654 182.463 174.255

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g)
177.457

354.6 364.9 350.6
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr)

356.7
354.4 364.5 350.1 356.3

Weight Difference (g) 0.2 0.4 0.5 O.q
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g,/hr/m’) 0.6 1 1 1.0 0.43

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: SC I

Specimen VISCI V2SCI V3SCI
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g)

AVE. STD. DEV.
176.3 349.0 334.5 286.6

Weight Difference (g) 178.3 15.9 16.1 70.1
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33t
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 36.2C 3.23 3.27 14.23 19.02
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VTR Data for Butadiene–Acrylonitrile Copolymer and Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed
Waste

Exposure Duration: lday Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: SCI

Specimen NISCI N2SCI
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g)

N3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
164.502 163.974 164.626

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g)
164.367

343.7 343.4 339.C 342.0
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 333.2 332.8 327.9 331.3
Weight Difference (g) 10.5 10.6 11.1 10.7
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 29.8 30.1 31.5 30.5 0.914

1
Exposure Duration: 14 days lExposure Temperature: 160° C lWaste Type: ISCI I

I Specimer 1 NISC~ N2SC~ N3SC~ AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 241.3 281.C 275.5 265.9
Weight Difference (g) 102.4 62.4 63.5 76.1
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
., —/,., 7. -,. -,+ --- --- . . . . .v I K [glnrlm-~ I Lu. Iq 12./1 I.l, q 13. q 4.63

I I I 1

VTR Data for Styrene–Butadiene Rubber and Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60°C Waste Type: ]SC I

Specimen GISCI G2SCI G3SCI’ AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 164.154 164.419 171.628 166.734
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 336.8 343.1 342.C 340.6
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 316.8 210.1 322.3 283.1
Weight Difference (g) 20.0 133. C 19.7 57.6
Time (hr)
Radius of Specimen (mm)

24 24 24 24
68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 56.8 378. C 56.0 163.6 185.7

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: SCI

Specimen GISCI G2SCI G3SCI AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 163.6 164.4 171.q 166.3
Weight Difference (g) 173.2 178.7 171.0 174.3
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0,06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m’) 35.16 36.27 34.71 35.38 0.8030
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VTR Data for Butyl Rubber and the Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: KET

Specimen BIKET B2KET B3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 164.067 163.716 163.835 163.873
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 314.1 309.5 315.4 313.0
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 314.3 309.7 315.6 313.2
Weight Difference (g) -0.2 -0.2 -0.2 -0.2
Time (hr) 24 24 24 -14
Radius of Specimen (mm)

.
68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 -0.6 0.0

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: KET

Specimen BIKET B2KET B3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 306.4 302.2 308.0 305.5
Weight Difference (g) 7.7 7.3 7.4 7.5
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68,33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m’) 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.042

VTR Data for Epichlorohydrin and the Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: KET

Specimen ECHIKET ECH2KET ECH3KET
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g)

AVE. STD. DEV.
166.344 166.387 165.912 166.214

Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 312.4 307.3 309.9
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr)

309.q
304.4 300.2 300.7 301.7’

Weight Difference (g) 8.4 7.1 9.2 8.2
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 23 2C 26 23 3.0

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: KET

Specimen ECHIKET ECH2KET ECH3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 166.34 168.4C 176.50 172.5
Weight Difference (g) 146.1 138.9 133.4 136.2
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (mz) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m~) 29.1 28.2 27,1 28.3 1.29
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VTR Data for Ethylene Propylene Rubber and the Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 160° C Waste Type: KET

Specimen EIKE~ E2KET E3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 164.14~ 164.653 164.529 164.444
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 309.C 307.4 307.5 308.0
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 307.9 306.4 306.6 307.0
Weight Difference (g) 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.0
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.3?
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/ m’) 3.1 2.8 2.6 2.8 0.3

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: KET

Specimen EIKE’11 E2KET E3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 288.!j 288. C 288.3 288,4
Weight Difference (g) 20. II 19.4 19.2 19.6
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 4,1 3.9 3.9 4.C 0.1

VTR Data for Fluorocarbon Rubber (Viton) and the Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

lExposure Durational day IExposure Temperature: IKET IWaste Type: IKET I I

Specimen VIKE’I’ V2KE’I’ V3KEF AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 175,285 174.766
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g)

175.065 175.039
308.5 298.1 269.6

Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr)
292.1

177.0 176.7 177.0 176,9
Weight Difference (g) 131.5 121.4 92.6 115.2
Time (hr) 24 24 24 24
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33
Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m’) 373.7 345.0 263.2 327.3 57.4

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: KET

‘---imen VIKET V2KET V3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 175.3 174.8 175.1 175. C
Weight Difference (g) 133.2 123.3 94.5 117.0
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m*) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 27. C 25.0 19.4 23.8 4.1
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VTR Data for Butadiene–Acrylonitrile Copolymer and the Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed
Waste

Exposure Duration: 1 day Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: KET

Specimen NIKET N2KET N3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 172.212 172.425 172.968 172.535
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen/Waste (g) 302.7 290.9 271.2 288.3
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 296.2 284.9 264.7 281.9
Weight Difference (g) 6.5 6.0 6,5 6.3
Time (hr)
Radius of Specimen (mm)

24 24 24 24
68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m’) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) 18.5 17.1 18.5 18.0 0.8

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: KET

Specimen NIKET N2KET N3KET AVE, STD. DEV.
~ 202.1 202.6 179.0
Weight Difference (g) 100.6 88.3 92.2 93.7j
Time (hr) 336 336 336 334
Radius of Specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 20.4 17.9 18.7 19.(3 1.3

VTR Data for Styrene–Butadiene Rubber and the Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

Exposure Duration: lday Exposure Temperature: 60° C Waste Type: KKT

Specimen GIKET G2KET G3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar/Lid/Specimen (g) 171.984 172.262

~
164.567 169.604

331.4 316.9 313.7 320.7
Weight of Jar after time duration (24 hr) 333.5 179.6 313.8 275.6
Weight Difference (g) -2.1 137.3 -0.1 45. C
Time (hr)
Radius of Specimen (mm)

24 24 24 24
68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833
Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147
VTR (g/hr/m2) -6.C 390.2 -0.3 128.C 227.1

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60” C Waste Type: KET

Specimen GIKET G2KET G3KET AVE. STD. DEV.
Weight of Jar after Time Duration (g) 172.0 172.3 232.4 192.2
Weight Difference (g) 159.4 144.6 81.3 128.5
Time (hr) 336 336 336 336
Radius of specimen (mm) 68.33 68.33 68.33 68.33

Radius of Specimen (m) 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833 0.06833

Area of Specimen (m2) 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147 0.0147

VTR (g/hr/m2) 32.4 29.4 16.5 26.1 8.4
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Specific Gravity Data for Cross-linked Polyethylene Exposed to Simulant Aqueous Mixed
Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9147 0.9382

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 2.57%
Standard Deviation 0.0057 0.0054

Mass in air (g) I 3.842(j 3.84881 3.8
A. . . ...-..+-... ..$ . . . . ..-.-..n (g) 4.63431 4.69431 4.6

1 1 1 I
Exposure Duration: O days lExposure Temperature: 23°C IWaste Ty oe: AQUEOUS

<n..itn.n 1 .YI AI ? - V’)Al 2 K3A 4 - X4A AVE. STD. DEV.
:457 3.8427 3.84495 “

rlpp CUG1lL Illcl>s U1 >pGLllIlc 1845 4.6689 4.6705C
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0287 5.0298 5.0289 5.0287 5.02903
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0,9069 0.9198 0.9178 0.9144 0.9147 0.0057
Density (g/cc) 0.9047 o.917~ 0.9156 0.9122 0.9125 0.0057

I I
Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Ty pe:

Specimen 1-XIA 2-X2A 3-X3A - .=-’q m.uq.TD. DE.7
Mass in air (g) 3.8437 3.8494 3.8466 3.8443 3.846C
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.7713 4.7819 4.7768 4.7820 4.7780
Apparent mass of wirek,inker (g) 5.031C 5.0309 5.0309 5.0319 5.0312
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9367 0.9392 0.9380 0.9390 0.9382 0.0011
Density (g/cc~ 0.9345 n ““a 0,9358 0.9367 0.9360 0.0011JI u.7J/q

I II I 1 I
% Specific Gravity Change I 3.29%1 2.1170] 2.20%1 2.69%1 2.57%1 0.54%

I I I I

Specific Gravity Data for Fluorocarbon (Kel-F) Exposed to Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23123°C 2.129~ 2.1275

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% -0.08’%0
Standard Deviation 0.0035 0.0035

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: AQUEOUS
Specimen 1 - FIA 2 - F2A 3 - F3A 4 - F4A AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 9.2863 9.5367 9.2350 9.5672 9.4063
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.4524 9.5748 9.4232 9.5944 9.5112
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.5203 4.5211 4.5206 4.5288 4.5227
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1327 2.1273 2.1316 2.1253 2.1292 0.0035
Density (g/cc) 2.1276 2.1222 2.1265 2.1202 2.1241 0.0035

Waste Type: AQUEOUS
-U?4 3-F3~ 4-F4A AVE. STD. DEV.

5 9.2351 9.5677 9.4069
> nn9c A In in,ie 10.0151

5 5.0300
2 2.1275 0.0087
, -,-””1 n fin”.

Duration: 14 days
Q“.f.i m.” 1=Ex OSUre— 60°C

7
“p., uL,l J..,l .-. *q fi-. -“

Mass in air (g) 9.2865 9.5375
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.9632 10.0574 7.7JJ”W ,“., ”+,

Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0298 5.0297’ 5.0301 5.030:
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1333 2.1147 2.1328 2.129;
Density (g/cc) 2.1282 2.1097 2.1276 2.12411 4.I,LZW U.UU5 I

I I, 1 1 I 1 1
YoSpecific Gravity Change I 0.03%1 -0.59%1 0.05%1 0.18?Z~ -0.08%1 0.35%

I I I I
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Specific Gravity Data for Polyethylene Exposed to Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9580 0.9628

% Specific Gravity Change 0.0070 0.51%
Standard Deviation 0.0086 0.0121

I
I I I

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Ty pe: AQUEOUS
Specimen 1 - EIA 2 - E2A 3 - E3A 4 - E4A AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 3.6709 3.6652 3,6505 3.6319 3.6546
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.3808 4.3754 4.3906 4.3159 4.3656
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.5257 4.5251 4.5267 4.5261 4.5259
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9620 0.9607’ 0.9641 0.9453 0.9580 0.0086
Density (g/cc) 0.9597 0.9584 0.9617 0.9430 0.9557 0.0086

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Ty Ye: AQUEOUS
Specimen l-El~ 2-E2A 3-E3A 4-E4A AVE. STD. DEV.

MQ, C in ,i. (m) 2 K7911 -1AAA3 3.6521 3.6331 3.655%
6 4.9028 4.9044 4 RX991‘ ‘ ‘-----’ mass of specimen (g) 4.8938 4.858(

y~ 5.0318 5.0311
~pecific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9638 0.9551, “.7”JY,
n-m.; t., {ml.-,-) ncl~l< n 0<9.21 n OL’1<1

?ZOSpecific Gravity Change
I I I I I I

Specific Gravity Data for Polypropylene Exposed to Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

IDATA SUMMARY I I I I I I I, #
Days o 14

Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.8848 0.9081

7. Specific Gravity Change 0.0070 2.64%

Standard Deviation 0.0034 0.0102

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: AQUEOUS

Specimen 1 - PIA 2 - P2A 3 - P3A 4 - P4A AVE. STD. DEV.
Mass in air (g) 3.5539 3.5551 3.5553 3.5570 3.5553
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.5839 4.5759 4.5512 4.5565 4.5669
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0297 5.0300 5.0299 5.0294 5.0298
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.8885 0.8867 0.8813 0.8827 0.8848 0.0034
Density (g/cc) 0.8864 0.8846 0.8792 0.8805 0.8827 0.0034

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Type: AQUEOUS
Specimen 1-PIA 2-P2A 3-P3A 4-P4A AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 3.5548 3.5561 3.5565 3.5624 3.5575
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.6325 4.6839 4.684C 4.6858 4.6716
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0321 5.031C 5.0310 5.0322 5.0316
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.898$ 0.9111 0.9111 0.9114 0.9081 0.0061
Density (g/cc) 0.8968 0.9089 0.9089 0.9092 0.9059 0.0061

% Specific Gravity Change 1.17% 2.74% 3.38% 3.25% 2.64% 1.0270
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Specific Gravity Data for Teflon Exposed to Simulant Aqueous Mixed Waste

lJfll A nULVllVIAK I

Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1487 2.1911

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 1.999’0

Standard Deviation 0.0458 0.0185

1 1 I

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: Aqueous
Specimen 1 - TIA 2 - T2A 3 - T3~ 4 - T4A AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 8.6789 8.6530 8.6246 8.6214 8.6445
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.2408 9.2122 9.5322 9.6054 9.3977
Apparent mass of wirehinker (g) 4.5247 4.5258 5.0301 5.0292 4.7775
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1901 2.1815 2.0921 2.1313 2.1487 0.0458
Density (g/cc) 2.1848 2.1762 2.0871 2.1262 2.1436 0.0457

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Ty ~e: AQUEOUS
Specimen 1-TIA 2-T2A 3-T3A 4-T4A AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 8.6787 8.6536 8.6258 8.6225 8.6452
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.7316 9.78461 9.6309 9.766 9.7283
Apparent mass of wirehinker (g) 5.031C 5.0306 5.0247 5.0316 5.0295
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1816 2.2191 2.1459 2.2177 2.1911 0.0347
Density (g/cc) 2.1764 2.2138 2.1408 2.2123 2.1858 0.0347

% Specific Gravity Change -0.39% 1.7370 2.57% 4.05% 1.99% 1.8570
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Specific Gravity Data for Cross-linked Polyethylene Exposed to Simulant Chlorinated
Hydrocarbon Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY I
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9313 1.0006 I

% Specific Gravity Change “ 0.00% 7.44% I
Standard Deviation 0.0071 0.0086

I
Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen 1 - Xlc 2 - X2C 3 - X3C 4 - X4C AVE. STD. DEV.
Mass in air (g) 3.8492 3.8417 3.8694 3.8448 3.8513
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.7703 4.7127 4.7292 4.7735 4.7464j
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0298 5.0332 5.0301 5.0293 5.0306
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9368 0.923C 0.9278 0.9376 0.9313 0.0071
Density (g/cc) 0.9346 0.9208 0.9256 0.9354 0.9291 0.0071

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60°C Waste Type:CHC
Specimen 1-XIC 2-X2C 3-X3C? 4-X4C AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 4.7390 4.7325 4.7402 4.7014 4.7283
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 5.0371 5.0371 5.0342 5.032 5.0351
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0325 5.0317 5.032~ 5.0327 5.0323
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 1.0010 1.0011 1.0004 0.9999 1.0006 0.0006
Density (g/cc) 0.9986 0.9987 0.998C 0.9975 0.9982 0.0006

% Specific Gravity Change 6.85% 8.47% 7.82?I0 6.64% 7.44% 0.86%

Specific Gravity Data for Fluorocarbon (Kel-F) Exposed to Simulant Chlorinated Hydrocarbon
Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.12509 1.98832

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% -6.43%
Standard Deviation 0.0031 0.055C

“~”” . . ..”ll . ---- -- .-e ----- T-

Mass in air (g) 9.335C 9.7100 9.3883 9.
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.4686 9.6715 9.4875 9. JUJ71 Y..J40q

Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.5217 4.5241 4.5230 4.--” “’ .. --,.1

Exposure Duration: O days IExposure Temperature: 23°C lWaste Type: CHC I
<n.. irn.. I 1 . Ii’lcl -? - Imrl % - wad A-F4 AVE. STD. DEV.

.52851 9.4905
cccnl n C“OA

I

Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1273 2.1282 2.1222 2.
Density (g/cc) 2.1222 2.1231 2.1171 2.11/21 L.l Luq U.uul)l

I I

.3.zoq 4.3.L5X[

.122fj 2.12511 0.0031
,,-!cln, mn,+ n nn. ,

- p- ”.,..-.. .– ..- -----

Mass in air (g) 9.7972 10.2051
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.6404 9.8420 lU.1U7JI lU.
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0326 5.0328 5.031’1 <
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 1.8879 1.8913 2.089
Density (g/cc) 1.8834 1.8867 2.084~ L,uoul 1. YOJCY u. 113/

% Specific Gravity Change -11.25% -11.13% -],si’~o -1.77% -6.43% 5.50%

Exposure Duration:
~m=.itnen

14 days IExposure Temperature:
I l.l71rl-

60”C
7

IWaste Type: CHC
-17’?d 3-F3d 4-F4C AVE. STD. DEV.

9.857C 10,0182 9,9694
~nl~nc ‘n.2455 9.9744

i, J.0319 5.0321
I 2.0851 1.9883 0.114C
d . non, , no-)[ Cl, ,’?-l
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Specific Gravity Data for Polyethylene Exposed to Simulant Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Mixed
Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9648 1.0046

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 4.12%
Standard Deviation 0.0003 0.0004

,
Exposure Duration: O days IExposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: CHC

AVE. STD. DEV.
0 ‘2 -lnool 3.7069 3.6863

“y”-, ...”.. . -. - ---

Mass in air (g) 3.6196 3.709&l 3., ”00 .
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.3938 4.3892 4.3919 4.3906 4.3914
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.5246 4.5250 4.5265 4.5267 4.5257
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9651 0.9647 0.9650 0.9646 0.9648 0.0003
Density (g/cc) 0.9628 0.9624 0.9627 0.962? 0.9625 O.ooc”—4-
Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C lWaste Type: CHC

Specimen l-El~ 2-E2Cj 3-E3~ 4-E4C AVE. STD. DEV.
pfxc i“ nil’ (“) A 1 nod A ??’ld 4 99n91 4.2085 4.190?., IL.,,. ,,, u,, ,5, T.. ”,J T. &-.” T.&*”

A------- —--- -r ----: —-_ /_) 5.0506 5.052? C “<an’
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0316 5.032q 5.03191
Csan;fi” P.-,..?:+.,91191.P I nnh~ I nn,4d I nncnl

h

l-. pp tilclll llldss U1 Sptxlnl’m (g) q J. UJ,LYI 5.0490 “--5.05ii
5.0325 5.0320

LpGb,,’b U,a”,, y AJ,L.J L 1 , .“”-rq l.vu-?q l.uu Jq 1.0039 1.0046 0.0005
Density (g/cc) 1.0024 1.0024 1.oo2~ 1.0015 1.0022 0.0005

I I I

~ 4.09% 4.16% 4.15% 4.08% 4.12% 0.04%

Specific Gravity Data for Polypropylene Exposed to Simulant Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Mixed
Waste

DATA SUMMARY I
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23123°C 0.8877 0.9842 I

7. Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 10.87% I
Standard Deviation 0.0022 0.003C

1
Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen 1 - Plc 2 - P2C 3 - P3C 4 - P4C AVE. STD. DEV.
Mass in air (g) 3.5606 3.5736 3.5774 3.5728 3.57110
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.5757 4.5678 4.578C 4.5910 4.57813
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0300 5.0298 5.0303 5.0296 5.02993
Specific Gravity 23123°C 0.8868 0.8855 0.8878 0.8907 0.88770 0.0022
Density (g/cc) 0.8847 0.8834 0.8856 0.8885 0.8854 0.0022

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60°C Waste Type: CHC
Specimen 1-PIC 2-P2C 3-P3Cl 4-P4C AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 4.4767 4.4833 4.4883 4.4753 4.4809
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.9630 4.9603 4.959C 4.9591 4.9604
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0327 5.0323 5.0326 5.0324 5.0325
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9847 0.9842 0.9839 0.9839 0.9842 0.0004
Density (g/cc) 0.9823 0.9818 0.9815 0.9815 0.9818 0.0004

% Specific Gravity Change 1 l.os~o 11.1470 10.83% 10.47% 10.87% 0.30%
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Specific Gravity Data for Teflon Exposed to Simulant Chlorinated Hydrocarbon Mixed
Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1047 2.2206

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 5.51%

Standard Deviation 0.0151 0.0079

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: CHC

Specimen 1 -TIC 2 -T2C 3 - T3CI 4 - T4C AVE. STD. DEV.
Mass in air (g) 8.5959 8.5977 8.5944 8.6001 8.597C
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.5684 9.4993 9.552C 9.5483 9.542C
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0303 5.0285 5.0292 5.0312 5.0298
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1184 2.0833 2.1108 2.1063 2.1047 0.0151
Density (g/cc) 2.1133 2.0783 2.1058 2.1013 2.0997 0.0151

I 1 I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C IWaste Ty pe: CHC
Specimen 1-TIC 2-T2~ 3-T3C 4-T4C AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 8.6485 8.6495 8.’6449 8.6489 8.6480
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.7836 9.7872 9.7831 9.7870 9.7852
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0317 5.0315 5.0316 5.032C 5.0317
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.2195 2.2214 2.2204 2.2211 2.2206 0.0008
Density (g/cc) 2.2142 2.216Q 2.2151 2.2158 2.2153 0.0008

I I I I 1 I
% Specific Gravity Change 4.777.1 6.627.1 5.19%1 5.45%1 5.51%1 0.79%

I I I I
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Specific Gravity Data for Cross-linked Polyethylene Exposed to Simulant Scintillation Fluids
Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23123°C 0.9307 0.9306

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% -0.02%
Standard Deviation 0.0049 0.0064

“pu* . . ..w.’ * - .>1” e--q. -4 XULJ,.

Mass in air (g) 3.8430 3.8509 3.8444 :
A. . . ...-..+-... ,.~ a..,..:-,, .n (g) 4.7314 4.732C 4.7755’
~parent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0303 5.0305 5.02911 :
“C,.if;,- r..o.,; t., 921920s- n 097Q n 0’7Ql no’2Q11 i

Exposure Duration: O days IExposure Temperature: 23°C IWaste Type: SCI
Qn.. irn. ” 1 - Ylci 9 - Y9Qi 7 V’lcl ,4 - X4S AVE. STD. DEV.

3.8490 3.8468
rlpp cIIG1l L 111c13> U1 >~GLAlllC q 4.7356 4,7436
~ 5.0301 5.0300
sp Vu,,,&U,u”.,y AJJAJ v I “.7&,”, “.> 4”,, u.7J01j 0.9289 0.9307 0.0049
Density (g/cc) 0.92561 0.92581 o.935q 0.9267 0.9285 0.0049

I I
1 I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60°C Waste Ty pe: SCI
Specimen 1-XIS 2-X2S 3-X3S 4-X4S AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 4.2549 4.2583 4.2498 4.2530 4.2540
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.6732 4.7330 4.7308 4.7328 4.7175
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0319 5.0329 5.0350 5.0399 5.0349
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9223 0.9342 0.9332 0.9327 0.9306 0.0056
Density (g/cc) 0.9200 0.9320 0.931C 0.9304 0.9283 0.0056

, I

% Specific Gravity Change I -0.60%1 0.66%1 -0.52%1 0.40%1 -o.029ii 0.64%
I I I I

Specific Gravity Data for Fluorocarbon (Kel-F) Exposed to Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed
Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23123°C 2.1291 2.079~

I

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% -2.34%
Standard Deviation 0.0008 0.001$

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: SCI
Specimen 1 - FIS 2 - F2S 3-F3g 4-F4S AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 9.5099 9.5246 9.3710 9.3128 9.4296i
A ----.-. —..

s of specimen (g) 9.5702 9.5787 9.4935 9
~parent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.5274 4.5257 4.5259 4
,.m,.:t-:nP-o.,;+., 97/92’ 9(= 9 10QO, ‘1 12nr I 19Q1 -1

‘app illclll lllim: ).4648 9:5;68
A 1.5251 4.5260
s@,,,L U,a”,Ly L2,L2 L 1 L. LL07, A.LJ”q ,L. lLO II 2.1296 2.1291 0.0008
Density (g/cc) 2.12381 2.124~ 2.123~ 2.1245 2.1240 0.0008

,
1 I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Type: SCI
Specimen 1-FISI 2-F2S 3. F3SI 4- FA!l AV17. RTI) nwv

Mass in air (Q) 9.6969’
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 10.0544
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.029q 5.031q 5.0?5
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.07551 2.07671 2.0!
Density (g/cc) 2

---- ---- . ---- ----- .
7

4 9.714; 9.5610 9.5000 9.6181
10.067~ 9.9967 9.9687 10.0219

-J9 5.0291 5.0297
816 2.0832 2.0792 0.0037

,.07051 2.071~ 2.0766 2.0782 2.074~ 0.0037
Ir 1 1 I I I

Yo Specific Gravity Change I -2.51%1 -2.50%1 -2.19%] -2.18%1 -2.34%] ().19’%0

I I I 1 I
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Specific Gravity Data for Polyethylene Exposed to Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

I.Dn 1 A DulvxLvxAn 1 I I I
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0,9649 0.9592 I I I

% Specific Gravity Change 0.0070 -0.60%
Standard Deviation 0.000q 0.0062

A‘-----’ nass of specimen (g) 4.3905 4.3909 4.389:

JpcUG1lL Inass Of wire/sinker (g) 4.5251 4.5266 4.52’c’
)ecific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9650 0.9648 0.96+ II
>“.;,., (“/,.,. \ n nc97 n OLqc n nL5Al

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Ty pe: SCI

Specimen 1 - EISl 2 - E2S 3 - E3S 4 - E4S AVE. STD. DEV.
M,.. in .;. (“) a 7nQQl ‘2 19n< 2 7’)/48 3.7374 3.7229

PPiil C1lL 11 2 4.3910 4.3904
;-----+ - AJ6 4.5257 4.5258
~ <47 0.9652 0.9649 0.0002
De,,=,.Y ~~,~~, I “.7” 4,, U.7VLJI u,7u L.q 0.9629 0.9626 0.0002

I I 1

-,. y.,....- - . ..”..”... .7 . . ..J” ,..i.. y”.”.. . . . . . ..”. ”l. . ““ ., I . . “.7.l. 1 J F. . “e. I I

.Snm-imen I l.w.lq 2-E2SI 3-E3S 4-E4S[ AVE~ STD. DEV
E -11 ~ n~o+ 9 n-r03

Tj 2
~ 1 5.02831 5 O?R41 I
@- JI U. YJUll U. YOL3

01 n n,4701 n n<na

- . . ..... .. .-. .
ass in air (g) 3.956;1 J.Z,L,I J,7,0
)parent mass of specimen (g) 4.87371 4.820fj 4.872

3.98481 3.97311
4.87031 4.8594

I

0.96191 0.95921 0.00611
)parent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.028~ 5.02931 5.028:

specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9625’ n ‘=”1’ A “<n’
Density (g/cc) 0.960~ “.7’+,0 “.7”””

~. Specific Gravity Change -0.26% -1.53% -0.25% -0.35% -0.60% 0.62%

Specific Gravity Data for Polypropylene Exposed to Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.8932 0.9110

9. Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 2.00?70
Standard Deviation 0.0037 0.0045

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Ty je: SCI
Specimen 1 - Pls 2 - P2S 3 - P3S 4 - P4S AVE. STD. DEV.

~ 3.5824 3.5965 3.5971 3.5990 3.5938
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.6005 4.5848 4.6232 4.5946 4.6008
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0312 5.0306 5.0302 5.0307 5.0307
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.8927 0.8897 0.8984 0.8919 0.8932 0.0037
Density (g/cc) 0.8905 0.8876 0.8962 0.8898 0.8910 0.0037

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Ty )e: SCI
Specimen 1-PIS 2-P2S 3-P3S 4-P4S AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 3.9797 4.0065 4.0037 4.0003 3.9976
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.640C 4.6389 4.6358 4.6382 4.6382
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0288 5.0281 5.0284 5.0290 5.0286
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.911C 0.9115 0.9107 0.9110 0.911C 0.0003
Density (g/cc) 0.9088 0.9093 0.9085 0.9088 0.9089 0.0003

V. Specific Gravity Change 2.05% 2.449’o 1.37% 2.147. 2.00% 0.4570

B-20



Specific Gravity Data for Teflon Exposed to Simulant Scintillation Fluids Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23123°C 2.1]52 2.2134

% Specific Gravity Change 0.0070 4.65%
Standard Deviation 0.0088 0.0052

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Ty ]e: SCI
Specimen 1 - TIS 2 - T2S 3 - T3S 4 - T4S AVE. STD. DEV

Mass in air (g) 8.6090 8.6175 8.7172 8.6824 8.6565
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.5915 9.5727 9.6231 9.5855 9.5932
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0315 5.0293 5.0285 5.0283 5.0294
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1262 2.1152 2.1145 2.1047 2.1152 0.0088
Density (g/cc) 2.1211 2.1101 2.1094 2.0997 2.1101 0.0088

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60°C Waste Type:SCI
Specimen 1-TIS 2-T2S 3-T3S 4-T4S AVE. STD. DEV

Mass in air (g) 8.6266 8.6357 8.7378 8.7033 8.6759
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.7667 9.7786 9.8283 9.8065 9.7950
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0392 5.0412 5.0446 5.0302 5.0388
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.2125 2.2152 2.2098 2.2163 2.2134 0.0029

~ 2.2071 2.2099 2.2045 2.2110 2.2081 0.0029

% Specific Gravity Change 4.06% 4.73% 4..51’7. 5.30% 4.65% 0.52%
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Specific Gravity Data for Cross-linked Polyethylene Exposed to Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed
Waste

DATA SUMMARY I
Days 01 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.91661 0.9267

7. Specific Gravity Change 0.00%1 1.11%
Standard Deviation 0.00711 0.0115

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste TyF e: KETONE
~nerim.=.n 1 . YIKI ? . Y9k- 7 - V’ay 4 - x41q AVE. STD. DEV

>.03+1 3.8582 3.8544
4.6721 4.7213 4.6784
5.0300 5.0295 5.0293
0.9150 0.9260 0.9166 0.0071
firl+m”[ nfi-. .n fi n... -----

-w- ”....-.. . .. Amy .

Mass in air (g) 3.8582
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.6408
ADDarent mass of wire/sinker (z) 5.028(’

Specific Gravity 23/23°C I 0.90881 S
-.X4,.

3.8463
4.679
5.0297
0.9165

Exposure Duration: 14 days lExposure Temperature: 60°C IWaste Type: KETONE
Specimen l-xlrq 2-x21q 3-x31q 4-x41q AVE. STD. DEV

)n704.0025 3.9897 3.9980 4.0009 3.9710
A----? mass of specimen (g) 4.7294 4.663C 4.7337 4.7257 4.7130
~PP~,~,,, mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0293 5.0289 5.0288 5.0298 5.0292

, Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9303 0.916C 0.9313 0.9294 0.9267 0.0072
Density (g/cc) I 0.92811 0.91381 0.929~ 0.92711 0.92451 0.007

1 ! I I 1 I

Y. Specific Gravity Change I 2.3’7YoI -0.06%1 1.77%1 0.36%1 1.11701 0.01147
I I

Specific Gravity Data for Fluorocarbon (Kel-F) Exposed to Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1291 2.079&

1

% Specific Gravity Change 0.009’0 -2.347.

Standard Deviation 0.0008 0.0019

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: KETONE
Specimen 1 - FIS 2 - F2S 3 - F3S 4 - F4S AVE. STD. DEV.

Xl-.. . :- ,.:- r.-\ n .nn 9 9.5246 9.3710 9.3128 9.4296
2 9.5787 9.4935 9,4648 9.5268
A A COC1 A c-lcn A C=, C, A Cm.fi

Ivlas> 111(U1(g) I Y. JuY,

Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.5702
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.5274 +.JLJ, +.JAJY +.J.L.J1 4.JLOb
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1289 2.1300 2.1281 2,1296 2.1291 0.0008
Density (g/cc) 2.1238 2.1249 2.1230 2.1245 2.1240 0.0008

I 1 I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Type: KETONE
Specimen 1-FISI 2-F2S 3-F3S 4-F4S AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 9.696~ 9.7144 9.5610 9.5000 9.6181

c1 9.9967 9.9687 10.0219
5 07~9 5.0291 5.0297

.
2.083~ 2.0792 0.0037

I n-. -.-:... /-1-.., i m n-lncl a ,.-, ,-1 .-. A-,. , ,. m-. . - --.- ---.-

‘ A------’ mass of specimen (g) ! 10.0544 10.0676’
-Lp IJ~lbJJCmass of wire/sinker (g) 1 5.029q 5.031~ -.”-”.

, Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.0755] 2.076~ 2.081(
lJC1l>l Ly (&U,] I /L. u/u Jj L. U/l /} L.uloq L.ulti~ L.U144 U.UU3

I I I I I, I I 1 1 I
70 Specific Gravity Change I -2.51 ?lol -2.50~ol -2.19701 -2,18%1 -2.34%1 0.197’0

I I 1 1
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Specific Gravity Data for Polyethylene Exposed to Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23123°C 0.9633 0.9607

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% -().277.

Standard Deviation 0.0029 0.0024

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: KETOI._ I
Specimen 1 - EIK 2 - E2~ 3 - E3~ 4 - E4~ AVE~ STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 3.7506 3.7722 3.7437 3.74591 3.7531OI
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.3656 4.3904 4.3876 4
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 4.526” “ Cn/. 4 <,. ,-

Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.958

i.3901 4.38343
)4 4.> LOW 4.3L03 4.5274 4.52658
I 0.9652 0.9643 0.9646 0.96326 0.0029

Density (g/cc) I 0.956tj 0.9629 0.9620 0.9623 0.961C 0.0029
I I I

Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Type: KETONE
Specimen 1-EIK 2-E2K 3-E3K’ 4-E4~ AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 3.8529 3.8754 3.8461 3.8481 3.8556
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 4.8687 4.8742 4.8728 4.8725 4,8721
Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0299 5.0307 5.0299 5.0288 5.0298
Specific Gravity 23/23°C 0.9598 0.9612 0.9608 0.9610 0.9607 0.0006
Density (g/cc) 0.9575 0.9589 0.9585 0.9587 0.9584 0.0006

, I 1 I I 1

% Specific Gravity Change ! 0.09%1 -0.42%[ -0.36Y~ -0.38%1 -0.27%1 0.24’7

Specific Gravity Data for Polypropylene Exposed to Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste
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Specific Gravity Data for Teflon Exposed to Ketone Mixture Simulant Mixed Waste

DATA SUMMARY
Days o 14
Average Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.1252 2.2173

% Specific Gravity Change 0.00% 4.34%

Standard Deviation 0.0225 0,0108
1

Exposure Duration: O days Exposure Temperature: 23°C Waste Type: KETONE
Specimen 1 - TIK 2 - T2K 3 - T3~ 4 - T4K’ AVE. STD. DEV.

Mass in air (g) 8.6296 8.6352 8.644~ 8.6571 8.6415
Apparent -~CC fif cm-+-- {~~ o A<32 9.5974 9.606~ 9.5608 9.6046
P -.. ”..-. . c n.fid . n--,n<l c 0292 5.0297
s I L.l,LJJI L.14Jq ~.098~ 2.1252 0.0225
L~,,~,,y \H,~~, I L., -ro;1 2.118~ 2.1205] 2.0934 2.1201 0.0224

I I I
Exposure Duration: 14 days Exposure Temperature: 60”C Waste Type: KETONE

Specimen 1-TIK 2-T2K 3-T3K 4-T4~ AVE. STD. DEV
Mass in air (g) 8.6448 8.6508 8.6595 8.6733 8.6571
Apparent mass of specimen (g) 9.7782 9.7790 9.7835 9.791C 9,7829

Apparent mass of wire/sinker (g) 5.0310 5.0289 5.0306 5.0302 5.0302

Specific Gravity 23/23°C 2.2180 2.2178 2.2166 2.2168 2.2173 0.0007
Density (g/cc) i 2.2127 2.2124 2.2113 2.2115 2.2120 0.0007

% Specific Gravity Change 3.00% 4.457. 4.28% 5.64% 4.34% 1.08%
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