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Attachment B
USI Screening Checklist

A) USI Screening Purpose:
Proposed Activity
[] Existing Condition

B) Description of Proposed Activity/Discovered Condition and
Sponsor/Condition Owner:

Updated Review of 7-ID Beamlines SST-1 and SST-2

C) USI Screening Outcome:

X No potential USI
] Potential USI

USI Screening Performed by/Date;

Steve Moss / February 15, 2018 O /r/z,
The 7-ID (SST) Front End and Insertion Devices were previously scregned,

IRR’d and Authorized for Commissioning. This USI Screening pertains to the
adequacy of the design and construction of the associated beamlines for
compliance with NSLS-II Shielding Policy, since the resolution of the
preliminary findings from the early stage of the Beamlines IRR. It is based on
the Updated RSC review of the design and construction as amended by the
resolution of all Pre-Start items discussed as part of the preliminary IRR., as
provided in their memo dated February 15, 2018, with subject: Follow up of
recommendations from the RSC on the Radiation Shielding Design of the 7-ID
SST, beamline. The following answers are based on compliance with the RSC
Memo.

Qualified Screener answers the following questions; if:
= Any question is answered yes (i.e., “Y"), check “Potential USI” box in Part C, above.
= |f all questions are answered no (i.e., “N”), check “No potential USI” box in Part C, above.

Does the proposed change or discovered condition impact or potentially impact:

1) The personnel protection system (PPS)?
Examples: Access doors, fencing, hutches, accelerator enclosures, software change,

hardware modifications that are not, “replacement-in-kind.”

[]Y or XIN
2) ODH Monitoring System?

Examples: Hutch ODH monitors, filling station ODH monitors.

(1Y or XIN

3) Radiation Safety Component?
Examples: Shielding, earthen berms, hutches, concrete walls, beam shutters, scatter shields,

burn-through devices, exclusion zones, labyrinths, beam stops, beam masks, collimators,
hutch guillotine and beam transport pipes.

(1Y or XIN

4) Area radiation monitoring system or components?
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6)

7)

Examples: Changing instrument position or use of a new type of instrument used for area
radiation monitoring, alarms and controls.

Y or XN

Radiological source terms identified in the SAD?
Examples: New insertion devices, change to the maximum synchrotron energy or accelerated

4 ]

charge values, accelerator modifications that are not “replacement-in-kind.

Y or XIN

Critical devices
Examples: Safety shutters, dipole magnets, top-off apertures.

Y or XIN

PS operating organization?
Examples: Control room operators, support staff responsible for PPS, radiation monitoring or
shielding configuration management.

LY or XIN

Operational safety limits described in the Authorization Basis Documents?
Examples: Maximum current, beam energy, pulse rate.

CJY or XIN

Forward the completed form to the Authorization Basis Manager
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National Synchrotron Light Source Building 743, National Synchrotron Light Source

Brookhaven National Laboratory
Upton, NY 11973-5000

Phone 631 344-2117

Fax 631 344-3238

Bnoo K“n"E“ zhong@bni.gov

NATIONAL LABORATORY managed by Brookhaven Science Associates

for the U.S. Department of Energy

Memo

Date: February 15, 2018

To:  Daniel Fischer, Joseph Woicik, Cherno Jaye, Conan Weiland, Howard Robinson,
Andrew Broadbent, and Paul Zschack

From: Zhong Zhong (chair), Photon Science Radiation Safety Committee

Subject: Follow up of recommendations from the RSC on the radiation shielding design of the

7-1D, SST, beamline

Dear Dan, Joe, Cherno, Conan, Howard, Andy and Paul,

I would like to thank you for inviting the ray-tracing subcommittee of the Photon Science
Radiation Safety Committee (RSC) yesterday to discuss actions the SST team took to address the
recommendation from our recent review of the SST beamline, and to clarify details for M2 angle
hardstop. The updated SST ray-tracings along with survey results of the white-beam stop and the
M2 details were e-mailed to the subcommittee beforehand.

The following documents and drawings were reviewed:

I.

SST assembly drawing, PD-SST-RAYT-0001 rev. B, by J. Fabijanic, sheets1 to 3,
“SST Beamline Raytrace” showing plan and elevation view of both the tender and the
soft branches, and how the soft branch monochromatic beam can feed into the tender
experimental endstation via a transfer line.

SST Bremsstrahlung ray-tracing drawings, PD-SST-RAYT-0001 rev. B, sheets 7 and
8 for horizontal and vertical projections, respectively. Details for Bremsstrahlung lead
and tungsten stops are included on sheet 8.

SST max. synchrotron ray-tracing drawings, PD-SST-RAYT-0001 rev. B, sheets 4 for
horizontal projection, sheet 5 for vertical projections of M branch, and sheet 6 for
vertical projections of L branch. Additional details for the beam mis-steering
considerations and beam stop are shown on sheet 9 for M branch, and sheet 10 for L
branch.

Vertical synchrotron max fan — M branch detail with FM1 and WBS survey updates,
2/13/2018. The drawing based on survey results shows 2.3 mm clearance at the top of
the white-beam stop, and 1.5 mm clearance for the tapered part on the bottom.

E-mail from Scott Coburn concerning the robustness and the angular range of the new
hard limit for the angle of M2. M2 is inside the PGM for the soft branch.

Detailed consideration of M2 mis-steering for incident angles from 1 degree to 11
degrees. The range considered is within that defined by the hard-stop.



The following were discussed:

1. Andy Broadbent explained the updates to the ray-tracing for the M2 mis-steering
considerations.

2. M2 hard-stop limits the incident angle of M2 to above 1 degree. Sunil Chitra’s
simulation shows that reflected x-rays at all angles above 1 degree are adequately
shielded by existing PGM chamber, beam pipe, and bellow shields.

3. The recent final RSC review of SST recommends that the team analyze the survey results
to determine the actual clearances on the M branch white-beam stop. Andy Broadbent
presented the survey results.

4. For the M branch white-beam stop, edge of WBS to white beam distance (clearance)
based on survey results is 2.3 mm at the top of the white-beam stop, and 1.5 mm for the
tapered part on the bottom. We consider this acceptable for the following reasons:

a) The small distance (2.49m) between the WBS (at 29.142m) and the fixed mask (at
26.652m) means that it is unlikely for the relative heights of the WBS and fixed mask
to change by 2 mm in the future.

b) The small peak power of EPU60, at 6.7 kW/mr?, results in the un-tapered part of the
beam stop on the bottom and the cooled copper scatter shield on the top both being
adequate for less than 0.7-1.5 mm of worst-case white-beam exposure. An FEA
calculation performed for a similar situation for the PDI' beamline, where 1.5 mm of
worst-case white beam at a power density of about 27 kW/mr® (damping wiggler
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below the 300 deg. C suggested max. temperature. With a factor of 4 lower angular
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tapered part of the beam-stop and the scatter shield to be safe for the EPU60 power.

Attendance: Andrew Ackerman, Andy Broadbent, Mo Benmerrouche, Sunil Chitra, Dan Fischer,
Steve Hulbert, Wah-Keat Lee, Cherno Jaye, Chris Stelmach, Lutz Wiegart, Conan Weiland, and
Zhong Zhong

Peet’s coffee, served in lieu of lunch, was enjoyed by many, Chuck Schaeffer was missed by all.

Recommendation

Even though we believe that the EPU60 beam can be safely stopped by un-tapered cooled copper
blocks based on the FEA results of PDF beamline for a similar condition, we recommend that the
team perform the following two simulations for completeness:
1. 0.7 mm of EPU60 beam spills above the tapered white-beam stop on the top, and strikes
the scatter shield at normal incidence.
2. 1.5 mm of EPU60 beam spills below the tapered white-beam stop on the bottom, and
strikes the un-tapered part of the white-beam stop.
Note that these simulations are recommended for completeness, not for addressing radiation
safety concerns. Thus commissioning of the SST beamline does not require the simulations.

Notes

Andi Barbour and Mo Benmerrouche reviewed the updated SST configuration control checklist
yesterday, and conducted a walk-through of the SST beamline. I recommend approval of the
checklist based on input from Andi and Mo.



Conclusions

1.

As a result of the RSC ray-tracing sub-committee review, and the review of the
configuration control checklist today by the RSC checklist subcommittee, we conclude
that our prior recommendation shown above is satisfactorily addressed. We recommend
approval of the ray-tracing drawings and closing of the recommendation from our recent
final RSC review memo.

Subject to experimental verification by radiation survey, we believe the SST beamline
shielding will provide adequate personnel protection for normal operation and against

~ failures of synchrotron orbit.
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Attachment H
New Information Review Form

1. Facility Name:  SST Beamline (7-ID) 2. Date Initiated: 02/07/2018

3. New Information Title:  Determination of Misalignment of RSC Component (Aperture 0.6mm low)

4. Description of new information (including sources and date of New Information):

According to ESH Manager this morning, it has been determined that a result of the Final Mechanical Survey a Radiation Safety
Component (an Aperture) in the SST Beamline (7-ID) has been determined to be 0.6 mm lower than in the drawings used to
figure ray-traces and shielding requirements. As a result several self-identified Pre-Starts have been logged against the current
IRR underway. The impacts include the need for new and revised drawings, revised Technical Note on radiation shielding needs
and the addition of a small amount of shielding on some beampipes and components.

\

5. Does the Authorization Basis Manager concur with the new information and that this new K ves | [Ino
information has any potential impact on a facility safety basis? -

Provide explanation below, sign the form and forward to Configuration Management Specialist for record keeping.
If ‘yes’, this information might indicate a need to revisit a prior USI screening or evaluation, see step 4.5.3.

As a self-identified Pre-Start, this information requires complete and independently confirmed resolution before the IRR Team
can recommend their final approval for Commissioning. This information clearly negates then assumptions used to arrive at the
negative outcome for the USI Screening for the Review of 7-ID Beamlines SST-1 and SST-2 dated 02/02/18. That USI
Screening may be considered null and void. A new screening will be required based on the revised information after it has been
reviewed and approved by the Radiation Safety Committee. The prior sign-off of the IRR Paperwork by the Authorization Basis
Manager is also null and void, being dependent upon that particular USI Screening, now deemed invalid.

Authorization Basis Manager — Printed Name Authorization Basis Manager — Signature Date

=72 2/
Steven Moss J%M VA % J%
6. Closure: Authorization Basis Manager file form ! /
Comments:
ESH Manager — Printed Name ESH Manager — Signature Date

Bob Lee f 21—*&.«‘-0‘;7(4"—& 25/ &
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