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Economic Assessment on Vitrification Facility of Low—and

Intermediate-Level Radioactive Wastes
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Abstract

The usefulness of vitrification technology of low and intermediate level radioactive
wastes was demonstrated due to volume reduction and mechanical and chemical
stability of final waste forms. Therefore economic assessment that is considering by



the economic propriety and predicted cost is needed at the preliminary of facility

operation. Economic assessment of vitrification facility that is expected to construct in

Ulchinb&6 1s established. In this study,

characteristics and yearly generation of

radioactive wastes are based on Ulchinb&6 PSAR. The present worth analysis is

worked through the cost-benefit when the vitrification facility will be installed. In

conclusion, it would be good choices if it treats radioactive wastes from more than 4

nuclear power plants.
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