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Fourth Research Co-ordination Meeting on
Fission Product Yield Data Required for Transmutation of Minor Actinide
Nuclear Waste
IAEA Headquarters, Vienna
25 - 29 November 2002

proposed agenda

Opening

1.1 Opening speech by A. Nichols (Head, Nuclear Data Section)

1.2 Introductory remarks, announcements by M. Lammer;
election of Chairman

1.3 Adoption of Agenda, discussion of time schedule

Presentation of progress reports by participants

In this session, work done and progress made since the last RCM should be presented. The
reports should exclude the actual benchmark calculations and results (session 3), and the
contributions to the final CRP publication (session 4). Too few papers have been received to
make the agenda of this session more detailed.

Benchmark exercise

3.1 Evaluations performed for benchmark exercise

Discussion and presentation of evaluations:
- emissive fission contributions to total fission cross section;
- experimental fission yields and correction for mass resolution.

3.2 Brief description of model and calculation method

By all participants who have performed calculations using models or systematics, including
problems encountered, limitations of the model/method, etc.

3.3 Inter-comparison of calculation results

Presentation of calculation results as handouts, and graphical comparison among themselves
and with experimental results; analysis and discussion of the observed discrepancies and
possible deficiencies of the models or calculation methods.

Final publication of the CRP

- presentation of completed papers, or drafts, or outline of planned papers as contribution to
the final publication of the CRP (TECDOC).

- contents and arrangement of contributions; formulation of CRP summary;

- schedule for finalization of contributions and assembly of document.

Outlook

Discussion and conclusions (could be included in the final publication):

- how can the results of this CRP be used for the development of an actual evaluation;

- which/how much research work would still be necessary;

- 1s it feasible to continue the research in the frame of 2 or 3 individual contracts, and should
that be recommended to the Agency as an alternative to a CRP.



