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Nuclear data and applications of JEFF
Towards a general purpose library

Applications: fission and fusion, radiation protection, nuclear medicine, (nuclear) security, object and 
materials analysis

Science: reactions and structure of nuclei, astrophysics, basic physics



Challenge: Climate Change - carbon free energy
Nuclear energy can be an important component in the mix

Challenges for nuclear energy

• Cost of construction

• Perception of risk & public opinion

Legacy of historical major accidents, 
Fukushima and Chernobyl, and the
shadow they project over the future.

• Communication in a difficult era

2016 CO2 CO2-free Nuclear Bio+waste

world 81% 19% 5% 10%

EU 28 72% 28% 14% 10%

Belgium 71% 29% 20% 7%

France 47% 53% 42% 7%

Germany 79% 21% 7% 10%

Sweden 29% 71% 33% 25%

Countries with a high percentage CO2-free 
energy use (nuclear) electricity for heating. 

Still a lot to do for CO2-free transport.

Data International Energy Agency, Total primary energy supply



Nuclear Data Activities of the 
EUROfusion Consortium

U. Fischer, KIT – I 423

Co-ordinator  Power Plant Physics & Technology - Neutronics & Nuclear Data
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Alexey Stankovskiy R191 & R367                                 MYRRHA Keff uncertainty 
and data priorities
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SCALE-6.0m 0.945

COMMARA-2 ~0.5

JENDL-4.0 0.553


239Pu: (n,) both in resonance and fast 

energy region, (n,f) fast,  and ҧ𝜐 fast


238U: (n,n’) fast, (n,) resonance and fast, (n,n) 

resonance and fast


56Fe: (n,) resonance and fast


235U: ҧ𝜐 , (n,f), (n,) resonance and fast


209Bi (n,) and (n,n’) resonance and fast


208Pb (n,n) and (n,n’) resonance and fast


241Pu (n,f) resonance and fast


242Pu (n,f) fast


240Pu: ҧ𝜐 fast


238Pu: (n,f) both resonance and fast

Increase of confidence by reducing the 

uncertainties is needed for
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Reactive versus proactive: ensure best science for every application 



Modeling for cost reduction

• Reliable predictions with credible uncertainty margins.

• We are a far cry from that in the nuclear field

• Lots of expert judgement and ad-hoc methods and codes.

• Lots of tests needed for innovative ideas.

• Knowledge management through data libraries, codes and procedures can make 
major steps forward with modern software technology

• JEFF-4 development goal for 2018-2024
• One set of data for all 

applications

• One suite of modeling codes



The JEFF collaboration

• NEA Databank member countries

• Large fraction of contributors is from Europe

• 2 meetings per year

• 40-100 participants

• Voluntary contributions: resources of contributors

• Maintain close links with data projects in Europe

• Joint meetings.





IAEA-NDS: CRPs, DDPs, CMs

• INDEN

• IRDFF

• Standards

• RIPL

• EXFOR

• Medical isotopes

• IBANDL

• …



JEFF – 3.3, 20 November 2017

• New major actinides (CEA Cadarache & Bruyeres-le-Chatel, IRSN)

• FY beta file UKFY3.7 (NNL)

• Radioactive Decay Data File (CEA Saclay)

• New covariances

• Increased reliance on TENDL for completeness and decay heat (D. Rochman, M. Fleming)

• New Cu files (Pereslavtsev, Leal) solved important issue with JEFF-3.2

• Improved gamma-emission data (C. Jouanne, R. Perry, G. Noguere, O. Serot, …)

• Restoration of 8 group structure for delayed neutrons (P. Leconte)

• New thermal scattering data (Cantargi, Granada, Marquez Damian, Noguere)

• Removal of legacy files, update of adopted files to latest release

• Many issues resolved (many contributors)



JEFF-3.3 U-235



JEFF-3.3 Pu-239



U-235, Pu-239 nu-bar and pfns

U-235



Structural materials, coolants

Na-23

Ni-59

209Bi b.r.



Cyrille De Saint Jean

239Pu

(n,f)
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(n,f) x
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(n,g) x

(n,inl)

238U 23Na

(n,inl)

Further covariances for Hf

Many from TENDL (D. Rochman)



 U-235

MT452

MT1018

MT18

MT102



Robert Mills, NNL, UKFY-3.7 = JEFF-3.3 FY

20

Neutron 

spectra

Fissioning

nuclide
UKFY3.6 New data UKFY3.7

Thermal Th229 337 72 409

Thermal U233 757 188 945

Thermal U235 2390 151 2541

Thermal Np238 115 63 178

Thermal Pu239 861 225 1086

Thermal Pu241 334 63 397

Thermal Cm245 161 219 380

Thermal Cf249 305 239 544

Fast U235 724 5 729

Fast Pu239 390 5 395

Fast Pu241 111 5 116



JEFF Meeting, 30 November 2016 | Mark A. Kellett & Olivier Bersillon

• FROM JEFF-3.1.1 TO JEFF-3.3

New JEFF-3.3 DD file, Mark Kellett, CEA Saclay

JEFF-3.3 (released October 2016):

Complete re-assessment and update to all 900 evaluations coming from ENSDF

Assessment of IAEA actinide decay data (85 nuclei)

Assessment of IRDFF decay data library (~80 nuclei)

Inclusion of updated UKPADD-6.12 library (~50 additional nuclei)

Assessment of new DDEP evaluations (~30 additional nuclei)

Inclusion of initial TAGS results from University of Valencia (2010)

Inclusion of first TAGS results from University of Nantes (2015)

Inclusion of further TAGS results from University of Valencia (2016)

Corrections based on limited feedback to JEFF-3.1.1



JEFF-3.3 Gamma yields

• Prompt fission (Serot)

• Capture (Perry, Noguere, Serot)

• Inelastic (Jouanne)
PFGS



Thermal scattering

• 20 files, 14 new, first covariances for H in H2O.

• Cantargi, Granada, Marquez Damian

• D in D2O, Ortho D2, Para D2

• H in ice, mesitylene, Ortho H2, Para H2, toluene

• O-16 in D2O, Al2O3

• Al in Al2O3

• Si in Si

• Mg in Mg (Mounier)

• H in CaH2, Ca in CaH2 (Serot)

• Keinert, Mattes

• H in H2O, CH2, ZrH (Keinert, Mattes)

• Be in Be (Keinert, Mattes)

• C in graphite (Keinert, Mattes)



Delayed neutrons – 8 groups structure



Benchmarking

JEFF-3.3 is considerably better than 
JEFF-3.2 and JEFF-3.1.1&2

JEFF-3.3 is comparable to ENDF/B-VIII.1

Distributions over benchmarks are 
strongly affected by outliers

NEA-Mosteller NRG - Van der Marck IRSN - Leclaire

Trkov



Outlier analysis

• NEA+IRSN suite implied materials other than 
actinides (2-3s and >3s)

• The remainder of outliers (16 out of 45) are 
actinide+water+oxygen only.

• IAEA suite: 1/3 of cases are outliers > 2s. 
Many due to small benchmark unc.

• PE, Be/BeO, F, Al, concrete, S, steel, Cu, Er, 
W, Pb, Th

• (D2O, C, Hf, Np) … (Gd, Cr).

• Most important remain the major actinides



Additional critical experiments

VENUS-F



Application to PWR – UPM – SEANAP
Boron concentration and axial offset

• JEFF-3.3 does very well when applied to an actual PWR  code system



Delayed neutron testing

• Beta-eff versus 20 cases in literature and VENUS-F

• JEFF-3.3 comes out well (JEFF-3.1.1 somewhat better)



TIARA (Fe)

30

FNS Oxygen
ASPIS IRON-88

Cross section validation using shielding benchmarks 

from SINBAD Ivo Kodeli I443

TIARA

Cf-252 leakage spectra 
Fe and U - IPPE



Decay Heat, Pu-239 & Inconel-600 examples



JEFF-4.0

• We want JEFF-4 to be a fundamental change

• Best knowledge for users – best physics

• Completeness – large reliance on TALYS and TENDL

• Agreed ways of integrating contributions

• Version and documentation control

• Use modern tools for inspection and checking

• Use modern tools for benchmarking and validation

• Eliminate limitations (formats, correlated emissions)

• Method development 2018-2020

• JEFF-4 development 2021-2024



CEA model development for improved evaluations

Hilaire R180



• Hybrid R-matrix fit in energy range 1 keV – 14 MeV  
using TUW code system GECCCOS

• Statistical model fit using TALYS with optimized 
optical potentials (1 keV – 200 MeV) 

• Unified Bayesian evaluation accounting for model 
defects (in resonance and statistical energy range) 
providing co-variance matrices 

 Production of full ENDF prototype data file for use in 
benchmark analyses

Evaluation of n + 16O cross-section data using Hybrid 
R-Matrix approach

Total cross-section  n + 16O

U. Fischer | ND-2019| Beijing, China | May 19-24, 2019 | Page 34

 H. Leeb, R046

with model defects



• Randomly generated nuclear data evaluations/files 
‒ Extension of TMC method (A. Koning, D. Rochman)
‒ Varying nuclear models (e. g. gamma strength functions, 

leve densities, optical models, … from TALYS & EMPIRE) 
and parameters (n + 56Fe: 18 000 random files created)

‒ BMC/BFMC method to find best final evaluation
‒ Testing with criticality and shielding benchmarks

• Model defects to describe imperfect physical models and 
data inconsistencies 

‒ Simulation of model defects by energy-dependent 
parameters in TALYS code

‒ Parameter functions modelled as Gaussian processes 
fitted together with energy-independent parameters

 Demonstration ENDF data file up to 30 MeV

Evaluation of fast n + 56Fe cross-sections using advanced 
evaluation methodologies Arjan Koning L451

U. Fischer | ND-2019| Beijing, China | May 19-24, 2019 | Page 35

 G. Schnabel, R033

56Fe(n, tot)

56Fe(n, 2n)

56Fe(n, 2n)





Resonance range evaluations

• CEA Cadarache

• 237Np,

• 240,242Pu,

• 241,243Am,

• 103Rh,

• 99Tc,

• 234U,

• 235,238U,

• 239Pu

JRC & partners



Fission yields

• Support for new evaluation was very fragile

• Considerable new experimental and modeling efforts

• Database needs to be secured

• Evaluation process needs to be secured

• Alignment with radioactive decay data evaluation

• Completeness is possible using FIFRELIN & GEF

• Resolution needed between accuracy from experiment and complete modeling 
(similar to reaction evaluations)



Thermal scattering

• Important new modeling developments.

• New experimental data.

• Only partly on board in JEFF-3.3.

• We should fully adopt the new modeling as it is supported 
by old and new data, better than JEFF-3.3.

• Use covariance information.



Summary

• JEFF-3.3 delivered in November 2017 – good performance

• JEFF-4 is expected in 2024.

• Important developments are underway.


