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FISSILE MATERIALS BY CATEGORY
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Military Naval Excess Civilian Disposed of

Weapon equivalents

144 tons

931 tons

303 tons

62 tons

664 tons

61 tons

89 tons

269 tons

4.4 tons

Plutonium 
Highly enriched uranium

GLOBAL STOCKPILE OF PLUTONIUM AND HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM, 2015

Assumptions for weapon equivalents: 3 kg of weapon-grade plutonium, 5 kg of reactor-grade plutonium, 15 kg of highly enriched uranium 
(As of 2015, more than 220,000 weapon-equivalents in the global stockpile of fissile material) 

Source: Global Fissile Material Report 2015, International Panel on Fissile Materials, Princeton, NJ, www.ipfmlibrary.org/gfmr15.pdf

http://www.ipfmlibrary.org/gfmr15.pdf


DECLARATIONS
OF FISSILE MATERIAL STOCKPILES



A. Glaser, Fissile Material and Stockpile Declarations and Nuclear Archaeology, UNIDIR, Palais des Nations, Geneva, June 2016

THE UNITED STATES HAS ALREADY MADE 
BASELINE DECLARATIONS
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HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM:
STRIKING A BALANCE

D
EP
AR

TM
ENT OF ENERGY

U
N
ITED

STATES OF
AM

ER
IC
A

OFFICIAL USE ONLY
Contains information which may be exempt from public
release under the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C.
552), exemption number 2.  Approval by the Department of
Energy prior to public release is required.

Reviewed by: _________________ Date: ______________

OFFICIAL USE ONLY - DRAFT

OFFICIAL USE ONLY - DRAFT

A HISTORICAL REPORT ON THE UNITED STATES

HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM PRODUCTION,
ACQUISITION, AND UTILIZATION ACTIVITIES
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1996 and 2001 U.S. Declarations on Plutonium and HEU 

(BUT COULD UPDATE THEM MORE FREQUENTLY)
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POSSIBLE REPORTING FORM
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Specifying average isotopics (uranium-235 content in HEU and plutonium-239 in plutonium) 
would enable further consistency checks of the declarations

FOR A FISSILE MATERIAL (BASELINE) DECLARATION

Global Fissile Material Report 2013, International Panel on Fissile Materials, Princeton, October 2013, www.ipfmlibrary.org/gfmr13.pdf

http://www.ipfmlibrary.org/gfmr13.pdf
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NOTIONAL PRODUCTION SCENARIO
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(AND ALTERNATIVE WAYS OF DECLARING HISTORIC FISSILE MATERIAL PRODUCTION)



VERIFICATION OF BASELINE DECLARATIONS
AND THE CASE FOR NUCLEAR ARCHAEOLOGY
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PUBLIC HISTORIC DOCUMENTS CAN OFTEN HELP 
RECONSTRUCT PRODUCTION HISTORIES
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(MUCH BETTER WOULD BE FORMAL DATA EXCHANGES OF HISTORIC PRODUCTION RECORDS)

Le retraitement des combustibles irradiés: La situation de la Hague et Marcoule, Analyses et positions de la CFDT 
Rayonnement, Syndicat National du Personnel de l'Energie Atomique, No. 92, Février 1981
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WILL WE EVER KNOW HOW MUCH  
FISSILE MATERIAL EXISTS WORLDWIDE?
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RECONSTRUCTING HISTORIC FISSILE MATERIAL PRODUCTION 

Many aspects of declared production histories can be reviewed 
for consistency even without dedicated verification efforts

Source: Ole Ross and www.francetnp2010.fr

DATA EXCHANGE AND NUCLEAR ARCHAEOLOGY

Verification could begin with data exchanges (e.g. sharing of available 
operating records) and, eventually, envision onsite inspections

Nuclear archaeology is based on nuclear forensic analysis 
of samples taken at former production facilities

(for example, by comparison with historic krypton emissions)
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Nuclear Archaeology:

Verifying Declarations of

Fissile- Material Production

Steve Fettera

Controlling the production of fissile material is an essential element of nonprolifera-

tion policy. Similarly, accounting for the past production of fissile material should be

an important component of nuclear disarmament. This paper describes two promising

techniques that make use of physical evidence at reactors and enrichment facilities to

verify the past production of plutonium and highly enriched uranium. In the first tech-

nique, the concentrations of long-lived radionuclides in permanent components of the

reactor core are used to estimate the neutron ftuence in various regions of the reactor,

and thereby verify declarations of plutonium production in the reactor. In the second

technique, the ratio of the concentration ofU-235 to that ofU-234 in the tails is used to

determine whether a given container of tails was used in the production of low-

enriched uranium, which is suitable for reactor fuel, or highly enriched uranium,

which can be used in nuclear weapons. Both techniques belong to the new field of

"nuclear archaeology," in which we attempt to document past nuclear weapons activi-

ties and thereby lay a firm foundation for verifiable nuclear disarmament.

INTRODUCTION

For the first time, the tide of nuclear proliferation-vertical as well as horizon-

tal proliferation-is ebbing. The United States and Russia have agreed to

reduce their combined nuclear arsenals from some 50,000 warheads to less

than 10,000 by the turn of the century. Just as importantly, Argentina, Brazil,

South Africa, Iraq, and North Korea have turned or been turned back from the

nuclear threshold.
It is important to ensure that these reductions in weapons and weapon

capabilities are as binding as possible. An important means of doing so is

a. School of Public Affairs, University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland

Science and Global Security, 19:223–233, 2011

Copyright C⃝ Taylor & Francis Group, LLC

ISSN: 0892-9882 print / 1547-7800 online

DOI: 10.1080/08929882.2011.616124

Nuclear Archaeology for
Heavy-Water-Moderated
Plutonium Production Reactors

Alex Gasner and Alexander Glaser
Department of Mechanical and Aerospace Engineering, Princeton University Engineer-

ing Quadrangle, Olden Street, Princeton, NJ 08544

There is growing interest in a set of methods and tools that can be used to charac-

terize past fissile material production activities, using measurements and sampling at

production and storage sites. This field has been dubbed “nuclear archaeology.” The

best-established example of nuclear archaeology relies on measurements of the isotope

ratios of selected elements in the graphite of graphite-moderated plutonium produc-

tion reactors. This Graphite Isotope-Ratio Method (GIRM) determines the cumulative

neutron fluence through the graphite and thereby estimates the cumulative plutonium

production in the reactor. The great limitation of this particular method is that it can

only be applied to graphite-moderated reactors, which represent only one class of re-

actors that have been used for unsafeguarded plutonium production. In this article,

we propose to extend this method to non-graphite moderated reactors by analyzing

the evolution of relevant isotope ratios in the support structures and other core com-

ponents of heavy-water moderated reactors. We present results of neutronics calcula-

tions for a generic heavy-moderated reactor evaluating the robustness of the method

and explore the role of nuclear archaeology for applications in arms-control treaty

verification.

Received 7 October 2010; accepted 21 June 2011.

An earlier version of this article has been presented at the 51st INMM Annual Meeting,

Institute of Nuclear Materials Management, Baltimore, MD, July 11–15, 2010.

The authors would like to thank Blair Schoene, Department of Geosciences, for advice

on mass-spectrometric measurements; James E. Matos from Argonne National Labora-
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Bob Donders and other experts from Atomic Energy Canada Limited (AECL) for dis-

cussions and advice on nuclear archaeology for heavy-water reactors during a visit in

December 2009. We are also grateful for valuable feedback from Christopher Gesh and

Bruce Reid, both from Pacific Northwest National Laboratory, and for further feedback

from anonymous reviewers.
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Nuclear Archaeology forGaseous Diffusion EnrichmentPlants
Sébastien Philippe and Alexander GlaserNuclear Futures Laboratory, Department of Mechanical and Aerospace Engineering,

Princeton University, Princeton, NJ, USAGaseous diffusion was historically the most widely used technology for military pro-

duction of highly enriched uranium. Since June 2013, all gaseous diffusion enrichment

plants worldwide are permanently shut down. The experience with decommissioning

some of these plants has shown that they contain large amounts of uranium parti-

cles deposited in the cascade equipment. This article evaluates the potential of using

uranium particle deposition to understand and reconstruct the operating histories of

gaseous diffusion enrichment plants. First, a squared-off cascade enrichment model is

derived to estimate the enrichment capacity of a reference plant. Then, using a cross-

flow filtration model, the mass of solid uranium particles deposited over time in the

tubular separation membranes of the stage diffusers is calculated. Finally, potential

techniques to characterize these uranium deposits and help reconstruct the operating

history of the plant are assessed.

INTRODUCTION
Gaseous diffusion is an isotope separation method based on the molecular dif-

fusion of a gaseous isotopic mixture through porous barriers (or membranes).

In the case of uranium isotope separation, the processed gas is a mixture of

uranium-238 and uranium-235 in uranium hexafluoride, UF6.
Gaseous diffusion was historically the most widely used uranium isotope

separation method for the military production of highly enriched uranium

(HEU) in Nuclear Weapons States (NWS). In the framework of nuclear ar-

chaeology,1 and the development of new tools to verify the past production of

nuclear fissile materials for military purposes in NWS, this article presents a
Received 22 July 2013; accepted 5 November 2013.
Address correspondence to Sébastien Philippe, Department of Mechanical and

Aerospace Engineering, Princeton University, E-Quad, Olden St, Princeton, NJ 08544,

USA. E-mail: sp6@princeton.edu
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NUCLEAR ARCHAEOLOGY WOULD HAVE BEEN USED 
TO VERIFY NORTH KOREA’S PLUTONIUM DECLARATION

12

The banner reads: “Let’s protect Dear General Kim Jong Il desperately!” 
Credit: CNN/Brian Rokus, 2008

Sampling Position

Unit cell of the DPRK Yongbyon reactor 

FORENSIC ANALYSIS OF GRAPHITE SAMPLES COULD CONFIRM TOTAL PLUTONIUM 
PRODUCTION IN NORTH KOREA WITHIN AN UNCERTAINTY OF ±2 KG
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PLUTONIUM PRODUCTION REACTORS

United States Hanford Savannah River

Russia “Tomsk-7”

United Kingdom Calder Hall

France G-Series Célestin

China “Jiuquan”

Graphite moderated Heavy-water moderated

H2O cooled CO2 cooled H2O cooled D2O cooled

13

Israel Dimona

India Cirus/NRX Dhruva

Pakistan Khushab

DPRK Yongbyon

A. Glaser, “Isotopic Signatures of Weapon-grade Plutonium from Dedicated Natural-uranium-fueled Production Reactors 
and Their Relevance for Nuclear Forensic Analysis,” Nuclear Science & Engineering, September 2009

BY TYPE AND COUNTRY
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PREPARING FOR FUTURE VERIFICATION
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MANY DIFFERENT MATERIALS, PROCESSES, AND SITES HAVE BEEN 
INVOLVED IN FISSILE MATERIAL PRODUCTION

1. Agree on the most important types of operating records to be preserved 
2. Catalogue, characterize, and preserve waste materials

TO ALLOW FOR FUTURE VERIFICATION, STATES COULD:

Source material 
(Uranium) Plutonium production

Reprocessing 
of irradiated fuel Waste storageFuel fabrication

THE CASE OF PLUTONIUM
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TEST BEDS FOR NUCLEAR ARCHAEOLOGY
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To begin countries could offer single sites or facilities as test beds and 
invite partners with similar production facilities to engage in “site-to-site exercises” to  

jointly demonstrate verification approaches and measurement techniques

Lest: Windscale Piles, www.sellafieldsites.com  
Right: G2/G3, Marcoule, www.francetnp.fr

http://www.sellafieldsites.com
http://www.francetnp.fr
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TEST BEDS FOR NUCLEAR ARCHAEOLOGY
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To begin countries could offer single sites or facilities as test beds and 
invite partners with similar production facilities to engage in “site-to-site exercises” to  

jointly demonstrate verification approaches and measurement techniques

Lest: Windscale Piles, www.sellafieldsites.com  
Right: G2/G3, Marcoule, www.francetnp.fr
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MANY NON-NUCLEAR WEAPON STATES HAVE 
CANDIDATE FACILITIES THAT COULD BE USED TO DEMONSTRATE 

METHODS REQUIRED FOR NUCLEAR ARCHAEOLOGY
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NRX, Canada Ågesta Reactor (105 MWt), near Stockholm, Sweden
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“THE CLOCK IS TICKING”
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SHUTDOWN ENRICHMENT PLANTS AND PRODUCTION REACTORS 
ARE BEING DECOMMISSIONED OR DEMOLISHED

Demolition of the K-25 uranium enrichment plant began 
in December 2008 and has been completed in 2012 
Source: Bechtel Jacobs

China’s unfinished underground plutonium  
production complex (Project 816), near Chongqing 

Source: CQTV




