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Abstract 9 

To better understand the Thermal-Hydraulic-Mechanical (THM) response of the rock caused by 10 

the high-level radioactive waste (HLW) released heat in the Callovo-Oxfordian formation (COx) 11 

in the near-field and far-field areas, a series of coupled THM modelling is performed. This study 12 

presents a case study based on the French geological repository for HLW (Cigéo project) to 13 

better assess modelling of deep geological repositories (DGR) within the DECOVALEX-2019 14 

framework. In this study, the proposed coupled THM model, implemented in the platform of 15 

COMSOL, is validated by comparing the modelled THM results for a point heat source in an 16 

infinite rock mass with an analytical solution. It is also validated by comparing its thermal 17 

component for the Base Case with accurate results calculated using another numerical method. 18 

To shorten the calculation time, the DGR is modelled using six cuboid blocks representing 162 19 

HLW cells and only six central HLW cells of interest modelled in detail. This simplification is 20 

validated. This model can easily be used to model not only the near-field THM response of the 21 

rock but also the far-field THM response. The influence of the boundary conditions applied on 22 

the gallery wall, HLW cell walls, and model external surfaces and the influence of different 23 

vertical dimensions of the geometry are studied. The sensitivity analyses of the THM 24 

parameters of COx on the THM response at different locations are performed. The influence of 25 



using a 2-dimensional (2D) model to represent a 3-dimensional (3D) repository is also 26 

investigated.  27 

1. Introduction 28 

Many countries using nuclear power for the production of electricity, including France, are 29 

currently considering the long-term disposal of their high-level radioactive wastes (HLW) in a 30 

deep repository located in a suitable geological formation, such as the Callovo-Oxfordian 31 

formation (COx). Geological disposal relies on multiple barriers – for example, engineered clay 32 

barriers and thick layers of natural sedimentary rocks – to contain and isolate the radioactive 33 

waste for a very long period of time.  34 

The temperature increase caused by heat input from the radioactive waste can affect many 35 

aspects of near-field and far-field behaviour. For example, the heating and associated 36 

temperature variation can change the mechanical behaviour of the rock [1], and thermal 37 

expansion of both the solid rock constituents and the water in the rock pores can create a 38 

potential for increased rock damage near the underground openings and progressive rock 39 

failure [2]. Rock pore pressure changes induced by thermal expansion influence both the rock 40 

stresses and the hydraulic gradients. Increased pore pressure in the pores and microfractures 41 

of the rock will result in a reduction of normal effective stress, potentially leading to tensile 42 

fracturing or to unpredictable propagation of hydraulic fracture [3]. Non-uniform pore pressure 43 

increase will alter the existing hydraulic gradients and can affect both the quantity of flow 44 

through the rock and the flow direction, thus potentially affecting the advective transport of 45 

water-borne radionuclides [4]. Therefore, the long-term performance of these barriers is 46 

investigated collaboratively by interdisciplinary researchers. 47 

In the current French concept, the HLW will be placed in a set of parallel micro-tunnels of 0.75 48 

m to 0.80 m in diameter and 80 m to 150 m in length as shown in Figure 1 [5]. The HLW zone 49 

covers an area of around 8 km2 of the geological formation of the COx in which the rock shows 50 



vertical and horizontal mineralogical variation and therefore, the thermal-hydraulic-mechanical 51 

(THM) properties are variable. COx claystone comprises a dominant clay fraction rich in 52 

carbonates, quartz, minor feldspars and accessory minerals. On average, the COx claystone 53 

contains 25-55 % clay minerals, 20-38% carbonates, 20-30% quartz, 1% feldspar, and small 54 

amount of others [6]. The sedimentation has caused a preferential orientation of the clay 55 

formation and consequently a stratification of the matrix structure. This results in anisotropy of 56 

the rock properties. An anisotropic behaviour is found in the COx based on the mechanical tests 57 

performed on the samples obtained following different orientations. The parallel to bedding 58 

stiffness of the COx is greater than its perpendicular to bedding stiffness. Horizontal thermal 59 

conductivity (i.e., parallel to the bedding) of the COx is also higher than the vertical one. 60 

Concerning the water permeability, a slight anisotropy ratio of horizontal to vertical between 2 61 

and 3 is observed. Regarding in situ stress, an anisotropy is also observed. The largest principal 62 

stress is horizontal and the vertical and the smallest horizontal stresses are similar in magnitude 63 

[7]. At the main level of the Meuse/Haute-Marne Underground Research Laboratory (MHM 64 

URL) (i.e., at -490 m) the maximum stress, which is parallel to the direction of the heater 65 

boreholes, is about 16 MPa and both the middle (vertical stress) and the minor stresses are 66 

about 12 MPa. The hydraulic and mechanical response is also influenced by the orientation of 67 

the in situ stress directions [5, 8-10].   68 

To better understand the THM response caused by the radioactive waste released heat in the 69 

COx formation for the near-field and far-field areas of the HLW cells, a series of 2D or 3D 70 

coupled THM modelling is performed. This study has been conducted in Task E within the 71 

DECOVALEX-2019 framework, an international program with a 4-year duration that started in 72 

2016.  DECOVALEX is a multidisciplinary, co-operative international research effort in modelling 73 

coupled Thermal-Hydraulic-Mechanical-Chemical (THMC) processes in geological systems and 74 

addressing their role in Performance Assessment for radioactive waste storage [11]. One of the 75 



goals of Task E is to propose guidelines for repository-scale calculations for a deep repository in 76 

the COx formation by assessing the effect of choice of THM modelling [12-13]. The numerical 77 

simulation of a deep repository is a case study based on the French geological repository for 78 

high-level radioactive waste, Cigéo project. The data was provided by the French National 79 

Agency for Radioactive Waste Management (Andra) leading Task E. Calculations presented in 80 

the following sections are not part of the design of the real project.  81 

Considerable effort has been expended in numerical modelling and interpretation of 82 

experimental results related to coupled THM processes to understand the mechanism of the 83 

coupling process [14-21]. These studies focused on interpretation of the THM response of in-84 

room or in-situ experiments. A series of conceptual design studies for a DGR was also carried 85 

out in the past [22-33]. These studies include two and three-dimensional thermal transient and 86 

thermo-mechanical analyses. Because it is not numerically practical to include near-field details 87 

in a repository size model, these analyses are typically divided into near-field and far-field 88 

modelling. The near-field model includes a unit cell geometry from a repository with an adiabatic 89 

thermal condition, no hydraulic flow and roller mechanical boundary condition applied on the 90 

four vertical external boundaries and as such, this represents a repository with an infinite 91 

horizontal dimension. The purpose of a near-field model is to study the THM responses of 92 

engineered or natural sealing materials, for example, nuclear waste container temperature, clay-93 

based buffer material saturation, or stability of the rock surrounding the placement room. 94 

However, for a finite dimension repository, results generated with this approach are accurate for 95 

early times with the thermal response overestimated at longer times [33]. To correct for this, a 96 

method was proposed by Guo [33] to modify near-field thermal results, but the method cannot 97 

be used to solve hydraulic and mechanical response. In this study, a coupled THM model is 98 

proposed in which both far-field geometry of a DGR and near-field details at the location of 99 

interest are incorporated.  100 



2 Coupled THM theory 101 

2.1 Thermal equations 102 

To simplify the modelling, thermal radiation is not considered. The following thermal equation is 103 

used for thermal modelling [34]: 104 

 105 

��� ��
�� + �����	 · ∇T + ∇ ·  = �     (1) 106 

 107 

where T is temperature (ºC), � is time (s), � is bulk density (kg/m3), �� is equivalent specific heat 108 

capacity of the porous matrix (J/(kg·ºC)), � is a specific source of heat (W/m3), ��� is specific 109 

heat capacity of water (J/(kg·ºC)), 	 is Darcy’s velocity (m/s), and q is the heat flux (W/m2), 110 

which can be defined as follows [34]:  111 

 112 

 = −�∇�      (2) 113 

 114 

where � is the thermal conductivity tensor (W/(m·ºC)). 115 

In Equation (1), �� is the density of water (kg/m3), which is a function of temperature and pore 116 

pressure and can be linearly expressed as follows [35]:   117 

 118 

�� = ��(1 + �(� − ��� − ��(� − ����    (3) 119 

 120 

where �� is the density of water at reference pressure and reference temperature (kg/m3), β is 121 

the water compressibility (1/Pa), �� is the water volumetric thermal expansion coefficient (1/ºC), 122 

� is the pore pressure (Pa), �� is the reference pressure (Pa), and �� is the reference 123 

temperature (ºC). 124 



2.2 Hydraulic equations 125 

Water balance equation is used for the coupled model as follows: 126 

 127 
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 129 

where ' is the vector of gravity (m/s2), * is permeability tensor (m2), +, is the volumetric strain 130 

(unitless), and - is viscosity (Pa⋅s) , which is a function of temperature and can be expressed as 131 

follows [36]: 132 

 133 

- = /01�( 2
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 135 

where A is a constant (Pa⋅s), and B is an exponential constant (ºC). 136 

In Eq. (4), � is porosity (unitless), which is a function of temperature, pore pressure and 137 

volumetric strain and can be expressed as follows:  138 

 139 

� = (�� + �2+, + (�2 − ���(� − ���(1 − �2�67 − α9(�2 − ���(� − ����/(1 + +,� (6) 140 

 141 

where ��  is the initial porosity (unitless), �9 is the volumetric thermal expansion coefficient of 142 

the rock (1/ºC), Cm is the compressibility of the solid phase (Pa-1), and �2 is the Biot coefficient 143 

(unitless).  144 

2.3 Mechanical equations 145 

In this exercise, the COx is assumed to be an elastic material. The following equation is used for 146 

the mechanical response of the COx, including hydraulic and thermal effects [37]: 147 



 148 

    � �;<
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 150 

where < is the displacement vector, ?, is the body force, > is the total stress tensor (negative is 151 

compressive stress in this equation). Thermal and hydraulic processes are coupled to the 152 

mechanical equations through addition of a stress term for pore pressure (>@A�, which is the 153 

external stress and is equal to  −�2�BC) and addition of a strain term for thermal expansion such 154 

that stress - strain relationship becomes: 155 

 156 

> − �2�BC = DC: (F − F��     (8) 157 

 158 

where BC is a 3x3 identity tensor, F is the strain tensor, DC is the 4th order elasticity tensor, “:” 159 

stands for the double-dot tensor product (or double contraction), and F� is the strain due to 160 

thermal expansion and can be calculated using the following equation: 161 

 162 

F� = GH
5 (� − ���BC      (9) 163 

 164 

The strain is calculated using the following equation: 165 

 166 

F = �
3 I(∇<�� + ∇<J      (10) 167 

 168 

2.4 Implementation of the coupled THM theory in COMSOL 169 

The mathematical equations described above have been implemented in the finite element code 170 

COMSOL. In COMSOL, a fully coupled approach can be implemented to solve all set of 171 



equations for thermal, mechanical, and single/multiphase flow in the same simulator 172 

(COMSOL). The fully coupled approach forms a single large system of equations that solve for 173 

all of the unknowns and includes all of the couplings between the unknowns at once within a 174 

single iteration. A Newton-Raphson iteration scheme for non-linear problems with the MUMPS 175 

direct solver for the linear updates is used in this fully coupled approach. Backward 176 

differentiation formula (BDF) dynamic time-stepping is used but with a cap (e.g., a cap time step 177 

size of 1x1010 s is used in Sections 3) to ensure time steps do not span multiple output times.  178 

3. Coupled THM COMSOL model 179 

3.1 Three-dimensional COMSOL model  180 

3.1.1 Model geometry  181 

Figure 2 shows the geometry of the three-dimensional COMSOL model of a Base Case for the 182 

coupled THM simulation of a deep geological repository in the COx formation in France. The 183 

model geometry dimensions are 2.5 km x 2.0 km x 3.0 km including one quarter of a DGR 184 

considering symmetric conditions. It includes one connection gallery and 3 access galleries 185 

leading to 28 HLW cells at each side. There are 168 HLW cells in total with a cell-to-cell 186 

distance of 52.3 m, 162 of which are approximated using cuboid blocks to simplify the model. 187 

The other six central HLW cells are modelled in detail with individual micro-tunnels resolved in 188 

the model (Figure 2). The proposed configuration is a case representative of a quarter of a HLW 189 

repository for investigation purposes.   190 

The COx formation is surrounded by the Dogger and Oxfordian limestone layers and it can be 191 

vertically divided into three unit layers: the Clay unit (UA), the Transition unit (UT), and the Silty 192 

Carbonate-Rich unit (USC). These three units differ in terms of mineralogical composition [6]. In 193 

total, eight geological layers are considered in this model. The depths of the different geological 194 

units and their abbreviations are shown in Table 1 [13]. 195 



Modelling results are output at three locations, which are represented as Points P1, P2 and P3 196 

shown in Figure 2. P1 is centrally located between the third HLW Cell and the fourth HLW Cell, 197 

P2 is 2 m from the centre of the third HLW Cell and P3 is on the ground surface above P1. 198 

3.1.2 Initial conditions for the Base Case 199 

The excavation of the access/connection tunnels is simulated and the results from the 200 

simulation of the access/connection tunnels are considered as the initial conditions for the HLW 201 

cell excavation stage and the results from the HLW cell excavation stage are considered as the 202 

initial conditions for the heating stage. The analyses focus on the last two stages. The time 203 

between the excavation of the access/connection tunnels and the HLW cell excavation is fixed 204 

to 10 years. The HLW cell excavation occurs at year 0 in the modelling. The HLW packages are 205 

emplaced inside the HLW cells two years later. 206 

The initial temperature, initial pore pressure and initial stresses for the simulation of excavation 207 

of the access/connection tunnels at t = -10 years are functions of depth from the ground surface 208 

as shown in Figure 3. The initial stress is geostatic and isotropic in the Barrois, limestone and 209 

Kimmeridgian layers and anisotropic for the rest of them. The anisotropy ratio varies with depth 210 

from 1 to 1.3 in the Carbonated Oxfordian layer and it remains constant for the lower layers. 211 

3.1.3 Boundary conditions for the Base Case 212 

The temperature on the top surface (Plane O′A′B′C′), the bottom surface (Plane OABC), the 213 

back surface (Plane CBB′C′) and the right surface (Plane AA′B′B) is also a function of depth 214 

from the ground surface as shown in Figure 3(a). Adiabatic condition is applied on the left 215 

surface (Plane OO′C′C) and the front surface (Plane OO′A′A) assuming that only one quarter of 216 

the entire repository is modelled (i.e., the planes OO′C′C and OO′A′A are symmetric surfaces). 217 

The heat power applied per meter HLW cell as a function of time is shown in Figure 4 [13]. 218 



The pore pressure on the top surface, the bottom surface, the back surface (Plane BB′C′C) and 219 

the right surface (Plane AA′B′B) is a function of depth from the ground surface as shown in 220 

Figure 3(b). No hydraulic flow is assumed to cross the left surface and the front surface 221 

assuming they are symmetric surfaces given that a DGR site chosen has a very slow 222 

hydrogeological flow.   223 

The top surface is a mechanical free surface. A normal total stress σx which is a function of 224 

depth as shown in Figure 3(c) is applied on the right surface (Plane AA′B′B). A normal total 225 

stress σy which is also a function of depth as shown in Figure 3(c) is applied on the back surface 226 

(Plane CBB′C′). A roller boundary condition is applied on the left, front and bottom surfaces.  227 

Boundary conditions of the HLW cells and the access tunnel during the last two stages of the 228 

simulations are shown in Table 2 [13].  229 

3.1.4 Material parameters 230 

Table 3 shows the minimum, mean and maximum values of the THM parameters of each layer 231 

in the vertical direction used for the simulation and these parameters are defined by 232 

DECOVALEX-2019 Task E [13]. In the Base Case modelling, the mean values are used. Table 233 

4 shows the horizontal to vertical ratios of each parameter in the horizontal direction against its 234 

corresponding value in the vertical direction and they are defined by DECOVALEX-2019 Task E 235 

[13].  236 

3.2 Two-dimensional COMSOL model for the Base Case 237 

Coupled THM 3-dimensional (3D) modelling typically requires a significant execution time. To 238 

understand whether a 2-dimensional (2D) model (plane strain) can be used (instead of a 3D 239 

model) to help understand the THM response in a deep geological repository, an analysis is 240 

also performed using a 2D Base Case model using the same parameters, same initial 241 



conditions and same boundary conditions as those used in the 3D Base Case model. The 2D 242 

model is a vertical cross section of geometry shown in Figure 2 through Points P1, P2 and P3. 243 

4. Modelling results 244 

4.1 Base Case modelling  245 

4.1.1 THM modelling results from the Base Case 246 

This section describes the modelling results related to the Base Case. In the Base Case, the 247 

mean values of the THM parameters are used except for Biot coefficient for which the minimum 248 

value (0.6) is used.   249 

Figure 5 compares the temperatures at locations of Points P1 and P2 between the 2D model 250 

and the 3D model. There is no obvious difference between the 2D model and the 3D model 251 

during the first 100 heating years. After 100 years, the 2D model overestimates the 252 

temperatures at different locations. The maximum observed difference between the 2D model 253 

and the 3D model is less than about 3ºC at any location after 700 years. The peak temperatures 254 

at P2 and P1 are 59ºC after 29.7 years and 44ºC after 387 years from the 3D model, 255 

respectively. 256 

Figure 6 compares the pore pressures at Points P1 and P2 between the 2D model and the 3D 257 

model. There is no difference in pore pressure during the first 40 years. After 40 years, at 258 

different locations, the 2D model greatly overestimates the pore pressure. The maximum 259 

observed difference between the 2D model and 3D model is about 3.7 MPa (51%) at Points P1 260 

and P2 and occurs at 500 years. However, the difference between the maximum values 261 

obtained using 2D model and using 3D model is about 1.7 MPa which is an increase of about 262 

13.8% (i.e., (14 MPa-12.3 MPa)/12.3 MPa). The peak pore pressures are 12.0 MPa at Point 2 263 

after 40 years and 12.3 MPa at Point P1 after 38 years from the 3D model.  264 



Figure 7 compares the uplifts at Point P3 between the 2D model and the 3D model. The 2D 265 

model greatly overestimates the uplift at the ground surface (P3). The peak value is 15.7 cm 266 

from the 2D model against 9.6 cm from the 3D model. Therefore, the 2D model overestimates 267 

the ground surface uplift about 64%.  268 

The 2D model stands for a repository with infinite horizontal dimension in the Y-direction (see 269 

Figure 2 for direction). There are no thermal and hydraulic flux and no horizontal movement in 270 

the out-of-plane direction, thus the results from the 2D model greatly overestimate the THM 271 

response of rock caused by the heat in a finite DGR. Therefore, a 2D model cannot be used to 272 

accurately model the THM response in a DGR and surrounding rock in reality.  273 

Figure 8 shows the simulated uplifts on the ground surface along O′A′ (for location see Figure 2) 274 

at four different times (100 years, 1000 years, 1580 years and 10000 years) obtained using 3D 275 

model. The uplift above the repository area is comparatively uniform at different times. The 276 

results shows that the uplift slope on the ground surface caused by existence of a DGR is less 277 

than 0.01% at anywhere on the ground surface. 278 

Figure 9 shows the simulated stresses (positive is compressive) (a) in the X-direction and (b) in 279 

the Z-direction at Points P1 and P2 using the 3D model, respectively. Due to thermal expansion, 280 

the horizontal stress increases in the X-direction are about 4.5 MPa after 40 years at Point 2 281 

and 4.6 MPa after 750 years at Point P1. Due to the vertical thermal expansion of the rock near 282 

the HLW cell wall greater than that at Point P1, the vertical stress decreases about 3.8 MPa at 283 

40 years and later the thermal load decrease causes the decrease in thermal contraction in the 284 

surrounding rock, which, in turn, results in increase in the vertical stress at P1. At Point P2, the 285 

vertical stress increases at the first two years due to the adjacent HLW cell excavation and then 286 

decreases until 120 years and thereafter increase for the same reason as for the location of P1. 287 

In summary, the temperatures reach peak values of 59ºC at Point P2 at Year 29.7 and 44ºC at 288 

mid-point (P1) between two HLW cells at Year 387. The pore pressures are 12.0 MPa at Point 289 



P2 after 40 years and 12.3 MPa at Point P1 after 38 years. The simulated uplift on the ground 290 

surface above Point P1 reaches its peak value of 9.6 cm after 1570 years. Due to thermal 291 

expansion, the horizontal stress in the X-direction increases about 4.6 MPa at Point P1 and 4.5 292 

MPa at Point P2 after about 750 years, while vertical stress at Point P1 decreases about 3.8 293 

MPa. 294 

The 2D model significantly overestimates the THM response of a deep geological repository. 295 

The thermal results between the 2D and the 3D models are found to have the best agreement 296 

within the first 100 years, the hydraulic results have a good agreement within the first 40 years, 297 

and the uplifts on the ground surface have a good agreement within the first 10 years. Maximum 298 

observed overestimations by the 2D are found to be 7% for temperature, 51% for pore pressure 299 

and 64% for the ground surface uplift.  300 

4.1.2. Validation of geometrical simplifications 301 

To shorten the calculation time, in the 3D model, the repository is simplified as six blocks with 302 

only six central HLW cells incorporated in detail. How the results may be affected by this 303 

simplification is studied. Reducing the number of HLW cells incorporated in detail to four or two 304 

has a very slight influence on the numerical results regardless the location of the studied points 305 

as shown in Figure 10. Increasing the number of HLW cells incorporated in detail to eight has 306 

no influence on the temperature and the pore pressure at different points. Similar conclusions 307 

are obtained in terms of the effective stress. These results validate the simplification, which 308 

reduces the computational cost of modelling a full HLW repository. This validation exercise is 309 

also done under plane-strain conditions by comparing a simplified model with six central HLW 310 

cells and blocks against a detailed geometry model. 311 

4.1.3 Influence of different boundary conditions 312 

4.1.3.1 Influence of the galley wall boundary conditions 313 



Figure 11 shows the Influence of filling access/connection tunnels with fully-saturated buffer (a) 314 

after 2 years and (b) after 1000 years instead of applying atmospheric boundary condition on 315 

the gallery wall on the pore pressure at Points P1 and P2. Assuming the galleries are filled with 316 

fully saturated buffer materials after two years does not have any influence for the first 60 years 317 

but later greatly overestimates pore pressures at both Points P1 and P2. Assuming the galleries 318 

are filled with buffer materials fully saturated after 1000 years does not have any influence on 319 

modelling results but overestimates pore pressures after 1000 years at both Points P1 and P2. 320 

Both cases do not affect the peak pore pressure.  Similar conclusions are obtained in terms of 321 

the effective stress. 322 

Figure 12 shows the influence of assuming the buffer materials in galleries are fully saturated 323 

after two years and after 1000 years on the uplift at Point P3. Assuming the galleries are filled 324 

with fully saturated buffer material after two years overestimates the peak uplift about 14%. 325 

Assuming the galleries are filled with buffer materials fully saturated after 1000 years 326 

overestimates peak value about 6%. Therefore, estimation of the time for the filling material in 327 

access/connection tunnels reaching fully saturated is very important for the boundary condition 328 

setting in this kind of modelling.  329 

4.1.3.2 Influence of the HLW cell wall boundary conditions 330 

Figure 13 shows the influence of using fixed boundary condition on the HLW cell wall 331 

(representing the steel casing used for containing HLW) instead of free boundary condition used 332 

in the Base Case on the pore pressure at Points P1 and P2. There is no noticeable influence on 333 

the pore pressure at P1 and P2. Similar conclusions are obtained in terms of the effective stress 334 

and uplift on the ground surface. This indicates that the HLW cell boundary conditions can only 335 

influence the very small zone near the HLW cell wall.  336 

4.1.3.3 Influence of the model vertical dimension and other boundary conditions  337 



Influence of the model vertical dimensions (e.g., 1135 m, 1635 m, or 2635 m) is studied and the 338 

results show only the ground surface uplift is affected by the vertical dimensions of the 339 

repository domain [38]. There is no obvious difference in the uplift between the model with a 340 

vertical dimension of 2635 m and the Base Case which has a vertical dimension of 3000 m, but, 341 

with smaller dimensions (e.g., 1135 m or 1635 m), the uplift is underestimated because the 342 

thermal expansion of the rock within the depth range of 1135 m to 2635 m is not considered. 343 

However, no change in numerical results of the temperature, pore pressure and effective 344 

stresses is observed. 345 

The following cases are also studied to investigate the influence of boundary conditions applied 346 

on the external boundary surface in Figure 2 [38]: 347 

• The influence of using fixed pore pressure boundary condition on the model bottom surface 348 

instead of no-flow boundary condition used in the Base Case on the pore pressure at Point 349 

P1 and P2.  350 

• The influence of using no heat flow boundary condition on the front and right side vertical 351 

surfaces of the model instead of using fixed temperature boundary condition used in the 352 

Base Case on the temperature and pore pressure at Points P1 and P2. 353 

Due to the dimensions being large enough, no differences are observed for both cases 354 

compared with the Base Case results suggesting model boundary conditions are not driving 355 

model results. 356 

In summary, model results are not sensitive to exterior model hydraulic, or thermal, or 357 

mechanical boundary conditions. This indicates that the model domain (2 km x 2.5 km x 3 km) is 358 

appropriate to perform the coupled THM modelling. The boundary conditions on the gallery wall 359 

have influence on the pore pressure but do not influence the peak value. Assuming the galleries 360 

are filled with fully saturated buffer materials after two years overestimates the ground surface 361 



uplift 14%. Using fixed or free boundary condition on the HLW cell wall does not influence the 362 

analysis of the pore pressure at the selected locations.  363 

4.2 Parameter sensitivity analyses 364 

In this section, the influence of the different THM parameters on the THM responses is studied 365 

using the 3D model. It includes the influence of the minimum or maximum values of each THM 366 

parameter used for all layers of USC, UT, UA23 and UA1, the minimum values of hydraulic 367 

permeability of each single sublayer of COx, the minimum values of thermal conductivity of each 368 

single sublayer of COx, and the maximum values of Young’s modulus of each single sublayer of 369 

COx. 370 

4.2.1 Sensitivity analyses of THM parameters of COx including USC, UT, UA23 and UA1 371 

The influence of all THM parameters on the temperature at P2 is studied, but only the minimum 372 

thermal conductivity, minimum specific heat capacity, and minimum equivalent density of rock of 373 

Layers USC, UT, UA23 and UA1 have influence on the temperature increase at P2 as shown in 374 

Figure 14. The minimum values of thermal conductivity of Layers USC (a decrease of 28%), UT 375 

(27%), UA23 (25%) and UA1 (31%) cause peak value increase of temperature at P2 of 6ºC 376 

(from 59ºC to 64.8ºC).  377 

The influence of all THM parameters of Layers USC, UT, UA23 and UA1 on the pore pressures 378 

at P2 is studied. Only minimum permeability, the minimum thermal conductivity, the maximum 379 

porosity, maximum Young’s modulus, and minimum specific heat capacity have obvious 380 

influence on increasing pore pressure at P2 as shown in Figure 15. The minimum permeability 381 

(a decrease of 86%) of Layers USC, UT, UA23 and UA1 causes the peak value of pore 382 

pressure to increase from 11.9 MPa at 40 years to 16.6 MPa at 6 years (about increase 40%).  383 

Figure 16 shows the influence of the minimum permeability, the minimum thermal conductivity, 384 

minimum Young’s modulus, minimum specific heat capacity, maximum Poisson’s ratio, 385 



maximum Biot coefficient, and maximum thermal expansion of Layers USC, UT, UA23 and UA1 386 

on the uplift at P3. All these parameter values cause the uplift at P3 to increase. The minimum 387 

permeability (a decrease of 86%) of Layers USC, UT, UA23 and UA1 causes the peak value of 388 

the uplift to increase from 9.6 cm at 1570 years to 12.9 at 780 year (about increase 34%). 389 

In summary, the three major factors influencing temperatures are thermal conductivity, specific 390 

heat capacity and equivalent density with the most important factor being thermal conductivity. 391 

Assuming a minimum value for thermal conductivity results in a maximum temperature 392 

overestimation of 8.5ºC in the rock near the HLW cell. 393 

The major significant five factors influencing the pore pressure are permeability, thermal 394 

conductivity, porosity, Young’s modulus, and specific heat capacity with the most important 395 

factor being permeability. Assuming a minimum value for permeability (a decrease of 86%) 396 

results in a maximum pore pressure overestimation at P2 by 40%. 397 

The major significant five factors influencing the ground surface uplift are permeability, thermal 398 

expansion, Young’s modulus, Poisson’s ratio, and Biot coefficient, with the most important factor 399 

being permeability. Assuming a minimum value for permeability (a decrease of 86%) results in a 400 

maximum uplift overestimation at the ground surface by 34%. 401 

4.2.2 Sensitivity analyses of parameters of a single sublayer rock of COx 402 

4.2.2.1 Influence of minimum permeability values of Layer UA23, or UA1, or UT, or USC used 403 

on the THM response 404 

Figure 17 shows the influence of the minimum permeability values of Layer UT, or UA1, or 405 

UA23 or USC used in the COMSOL model on the pore pressure at Points P1 and P2.  Although 406 

there are some influences of the minimum permeability values of Layer UT, or UA1, or USC 407 

used on the pore pressure at later time (after 100 years), there is no influence on the pore 408 

pressure peak value. However, the influence of the minimum permeability value of Layer UA23 409 



(a decrease of 86%) is significant and it can cause overestimation of the peak pore pressure 410 

27% at Point P1 and 39% at Point2. 411 

4.2.2.2 Influence of minimum thermal conductivity values of Layer UA23, or UA1, or UT, or 412 

USC used on the THM response 413 

Figure 18 shows the influence of the minimum thermal conductivity values of Layer UA23, or 414 

UT, or UA1, or USC used in the COMSOL model on (a) temperature and (b) pore pressure at 415 

Points P1 and P2. The influences of the minimum thermal conductivity values of Layer UT, or 416 

UA1 or USC on the temperature or on the pore pressure at different locations are very minor, 417 

because these layers are far away from the repository. The thermal conductivity of Layer UA23 418 

has a significant influence on the temperatures and on the pore pressures at Points P1 and P2. 419 

Using the minimum thermal conductivity of Layer UA23 (a decrease of 25%) can cause 13% 420 

overestimation of the peak temperature at Point P2.  421 

4.2.2.3 Influence of maximum Young’s Modulus values of Layer UA23, or UA1, or UT, or USC 422 

used on the THM response 423 

Figure 19 shows the influence of the maximum Young’s modulus of Layer UA23, or UA1, or UT, 424 

or USC used in the COMSOL model on the pore pressure at Point P1 and Point P2. There is no 425 

influence of using maximum Young’s modulus values of Layer UA1, or UT, or USC instead of 426 

using the mean value on the pore pressure. But using the maximum value of the Young’s 427 

modulus of Layer UA23 (an increase of 52%) can overestimate 7% of the peak value of the pore 428 

pressure. 429 

In summary, the major factors influencing the THM responses of the deep geological repository 430 

are the THM parameters of Layer UA23 which hosts the deep geological repository. The THM 431 

parameters in the layers above or below Layer UA23 do have an influence on the THM 432 

responses but the influence is very minor because they are far away from the DGR. 433 



5. Validation 434 

There are no available direct theoretical solution or physical test results for this model at this 435 

moment. To validate this model, two steps are taken. The first step is to validate the coupled 436 

THM model implemented in COMSOL by comparing the THM response in an infinite rock mass 437 

with a point heat source using a theoretical solution [39-40]. The second step is to validate the 438 

coupled THM model for the HLW repository by comparing the thermal components from the 439 

Base Case calculation with the calculated results from Guo [33], which can provide accurate 440 

thermal results for a deep geological repository.  441 

5.1 Validation of the coupled THM model 442 

When a point heat source is buried in a saturated soil, the temperature changes that occur will 443 

cause the pore water to expand a greater amount than the voids of the soil. If the soil is 444 

sufficiently permeable these pore pressures will dissipate. Smith and Booker [39] developed an 445 

analytical solution for a linear theory of thermo-poroelastic consolidation in a homogeneous 446 

isotropic material.  447 

In the calculation for comparison, the dimensions of a 3D COMSOL model built are 15 m x 15 m 448 

x 15 m as shown in Figure 20. The initial temperature, initial pore pressure and initial stresses 449 

are set to 0°C, 0 MPa, and 0 MPa. The three symmetric planes (x = 0 m, y = 0 m, and z = 0 m, 450 

see Figure 20 for location) are defined as impermeable and adiabatic. At external model 451 

boundaries (x = 15 m, y = 15 m, and z = 15 m), the temperature and pore pressure are set to 452 

0°C and 0 Pa. A constant point power of Q = 700 W is applied at point (0, 0, 0). Regarding 453 

mechanical conditions, all boundaries are free except the symmetric planes (x= 0 m, y = 0 m, 454 

and z = 0 m) where a roller boundary condition is applied.   455 

For the purpose of validation, the material in the packer borehole is assumed to be rock 456 

material. The rock and water parameters used are as shown in Table 5. 457 



The modelled temperatures, pore pressures, displacements and normal stresses at Points Q1 458 

(0.35, 0, 0), Q2 (0.5, 0, 0), Q3 (1.5, 0, 0) and Q4 (0.35, 0.5, 0.6) are compared with the 459 

theoretical solutions below.   460 

Figure 21 compares the simulated (a) temperatures and (b) pore pressures using the COMSOL 461 

model with the analytical solutions at Points Q1, Q2, Q3 and Q4 and Figure 22 compares the 462 

simulated (a) displacements and (b) normal stresses using the COMSOL model with the 463 

theoretical solutions at Point Q4, respectively. The calculated results match the theoretical 464 

solution exactly. This indicates that the coupled THM model used in this paper can be used to 465 

correctly model the THM response in a fully saturated poroelastic material. 466 

In summary, the excellent agreement between the numerical model and the analytical solutions 467 

indicates that the proposed coupled model can be used to simulate coupled THM processes in 468 

a fully saturated geotechnical material. 469 

5.2 Validation of the 3D COMSOL model 470 

In this study, only six HLW cells are incorporated in detail to simplify the model and reduce the 471 

calculation time. The accuracy of this coupled THM model and the simplification used in this 472 

model need to be validated. Guo [33] proposed a method which can calculate accurate 473 

temperatures at any locations in a deep geological repository. In Guo [33], a near-field thermal 474 

modelling is performed to predict the thermal response in the near-field area from a horizontally 475 

infinite DGR. By subtracting the thermal response caused by the heat load beyond the finite 476 

DGR area from the near-field modelling results, the true thermal response in the near-field area 477 

is obtained for a finite DGR. 478 

To validate the coupled THM COMSOL model, the temperatures at Points P1 and P2 calculated 479 

using the method proposed in Guo [33] are compared with the thermal components of the 480 

coupled THM model results of the Base Case as shown in Figure 23. The excellent agreement 481 



in the temperature comparison indicates that the coupled THM model in Section 3 is correctly 482 

built. 483 

6. Conclusions 484 

A fully coupled THM 3D model is successfully implemented in the platform of COMSOL. This 485 

model is simplified by using cuboid blocks to represent the HLW cells with only six central HLW 486 

cells of interest modelled in detail. This simplification makes the model be easily used to model 487 

not only far-field THM response of a DGR but also the near-field THM response of the rock near 488 

HLW cells. The coupled THM model is initially validated by comparing the modelled THM results 489 

for a point heat load in an infinite rock mass with the analytical solution. It is also validated by 490 

comparing its thermal component for the Base Case with accurate results calculated using 491 

another numerical method. Using this model, a series of 2D or 3D coupled THM modelling has 492 

been performed to gain a better understanding of the thermal, hydraulic and mechanical 493 

responses in the near-field and far-field areas of case studies based on some data from the 494 

Cigéo project. 495 

The modelling results for the Base Case of the 3D model show: 496 

• The temperature at Point P2 reaches its peak of 59ºC after 29.7 years; and the 497 

temperature at mid-point (Point P1) between two HLW cells reaches its peak 44ºC after 498 

387 years; 499 

• The peak pore pressures are 12.0 MPa at Point P2 after 40 years and 12.3 MPa at Point 500 

P1 after 38 years; 501 

• The simulated uplift on the ground surface above Point P1 reaches its peak of 9.6 cm after 502 

1570 years; and 503 

• The ground surface slop change caused by the DGR existence is less than 0.01%. 504 



The thermal results from 2D and 3D models are found to have the best agreement within the 505 

first 100 years. The hydraulic results have a good agreement within the first 40 years and the 506 

mechanical results also have a good agreement within 40 years. Maximum observed 507 

temperature difference is 3ºC at different locations and occurs at 700 years, maximum observed 508 

pore pressure difference is 3.7 MPa at both Point P1 and Point P2 and occurs at 500 years, and 509 

maximum observed ground surface uplift difference is 6.1 cm (an increase of 64%). The 2D 510 

model represents a DGR with an infinite length of the HLW cells. Therefore, the 2D model is 511 

only appropriate for early stage after the waste emplacement and it overestimates the long-term 512 

THM responses of the DGR due to the null flux and no horizontal movement in the out-of-plane 513 

direction. 514 

Assuming the buffer materials in the galleries is fully saturated after 1000 year only slightly 515 

influences pore pressure and ground surface uplift after 1000 years. Assuming the galleries are 516 

filled with fully saturated buffer materials after 2 years can cause pore pressure to increase only 517 

after 60 years but does not influence the peak value.  518 

Applying the fixed mechanical boundary condition on the HLW cell walls does not significantly 519 

influence the analysis of the pore pressure at P1 and P2.  520 

An importance ranking of all THM parameter is presented for the temperature, pore pressure 521 

and uplift in which the most important parameters are thermal conductivity, permeability and 522 

thermal expansion. The most important factor influencing temperature is thermal conductivity. 523 

The most important factor influencing pore pressure is rock permeability. The most important 524 

factors influencing the ground surface uplift are rock permeability and rock thermal expansion. 525 

The influences of the THM parameters of the rock above or below Layer UA23 on the THM 526 

response in near-field or far-field results are very minor. 527 

Acknowledgements 528 



DECOVALEX is an international research project comprising participants from industry, 529 

government and academia, focusing on development of understanding, models and codes in 530 

complex coupled problems in sub-surface geological and engineering applications; 531 

DECOVALEX-2019 is the current phase of the project. The authors appreciate and thank the 532 

DECOVALEX-2019 Funding Organisations Andra, BGR/UFZ, CNSC, US DOE, ENSI, JAEA, 533 

IRSN, KAERI, NWMO, RWM, SÚRAO, SSM and Taipower for their financial and technical 534 

support of the work described in this report. The statements made in the report are, however, 535 

solely those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect those of the Funding Organisations. 536 

 537 

References 538 

[1] Ranjith PG, Viete DR, Chen BJ, Perera MSA. Transformation plasticity and the effect of 539 

temperature on the mechanical behaviour of Hawkesbury sandstone at atmospheric 540 

pressure. Eng Geol 2012; 151: 120–127. 541 

[2] Read RS, Martino JB, Dzik EJ, Oliver S, Falls S, Young RP. Analysis and interpretation 542 

of AECL's heated failure tests. Ontario Hydro, Nuclear Waste Management Division 543 

06819-REP-01200-0070-R00. 1998.   544 

[3] Berchenko I, Detournay E, Chandler N. Propagation of natural hydraulic fractures. Int J 545 

Rock Mech Min Sci 1997; 34 (3/4) (Paper no. 63). 546 

[4] Dixon DA, Chandler NA, Graham J; Gray MN. Two large-scale sealing tests conducted 547 

at Atomic Energy of Canada Limited’s Underground Research Laboratory: the 548 

Buffer/Container Experiment and the Isothermal Test. Can Geotech J 2002; 39: 503-518.  549 

[5] Armand G, Bumbieler F, Conil N, de la Vaissière R, Bosgiraud JM Vu MN. Main 550 

outcomes from in situ thermo-hydro-mechanical experiments programme to demonstrate 551 



feasibility of radioactive high-level waste disposal in the Callovo-Oxfordian claystone. J 552 

Rock Mech Geotech Eng 2017; 9: 415-427. 553 

[6] Andra. Synthesis – Evaluation of the feasibility of a geo-logical repository in an 554 

argillaceous formation.  DOSSIER 2005 Argile, 2005.   555 

[7] Wileveau Y, Cornet FH, Desroches J, Blumling P. Complete in situ stress determination 556 

in an argillite sedimentary formation. Phys Chem 2007; 32: 866-878. 557 

[8] Armand G, Noiret A, Zghondi J, Seyedi DM. Short- and long-term behaviours of drifts in 558 

the Callovo-Oxfordian claystine at the Meuse/Haute-Marne Underground Research 559 

Laboratory. J Rock Mech Geotech Eng 2013; 5: 221-230. 560 

[9] Armand G, Leveau F, Nussbaum C, de La Vaissiere R, Noiret A, Jaeggi D, Landrein P, 561 

Righini C. Geometry and properties of the excavation induced fractures at the 562 

Meuse/Haute-Marne URL drifts.  Rock Mech Rock Eng 2014; 47: 21-41. 563 

[10] Armand G, Conil N, Talandier J, Seyedi DM. Fundamental aspects of the 564 

hydromechanical behaviour of Callovo-Oxfordian claystone: From experimental studies 565 

to model calibration and validation.  Computers and Geotechnics 2017; 85: 277–286. 566 

[11] Birkholzer JT, Tsang CF, Bond AE, Hudson JA, Jing L, Stephansson O. 25 years of 567 

DECOVALEX - Scientific advances and lessons learned from an international research 568 

collaboration in coupled subsurface processes. Int J Rock Mech Min Sci 122 (2019) 569 

103995. 570 

[12] Seyedi DM, Plua C, Vitel M, Armand G, Rutqvist J, Birkholzer J, Xu H, Guo R, Thatcher 571 

KE, Bond AE, Wang W, Nagel T, Shao H and Kolditz O. Upscaling THM modelling from 572 

small-scale to full-scale in-situ experiments in the Callovo-Oxfordian claystone. 573 

Submitted to the Int J Rock Mech Min Sci 2020.   574 



[13] Plua C, Manon V, Seyedi D, Armand G, Rutqvist J, Birkholzer J, Xu H, Guo R, Tatcher 575 

KE, Bond AE, Wang W, Nagel T, Shao H, Kolditz O. Decovalex-2019: Task E final 576 

report. LBNL-2001265. 2020. 577 

[14] Rutqvist J, Barr D, Datta R, Gens A, Millard A, Olivella S, Tsang CF, Tsang Y. Coupled 578 

Thermal–hydrological–mechanical analyses of the Yucca Mountain Drift Scale Test — 579 

comparison of field measurements to predictions of four different numerical models. Int J 580 

Rock Mech Min Sci 2005; 42: 680–697.  581 

[15] Gens A, Guimaraes L, Garcia-Molina A, Alonso EE. Factors controlling rock-clay buffer 582 

interaction in a radioactive waste repository.  Engineering Geology 2002; 64: 297-308. 583 

[16] Guo, R., 2011. Thermohydromechanical modelling of the Buffer/Container Experiment. 584 

Eng. Geol. 122, 303–315. 585 

[17] Thomas HR, Cleall PJ, Chandler N, Dixon D, Mitchell HP. Water infiltration into a large-586 

scale in-situ experiment in an Underground Research Laboratory. Geotechnique 2003; 587 

53: 207–224. 588 

[18] Nguyen TS, Selvadurai APS, Armand G. Modelling the FEBEX THM experiment using a 589 

state surface approach. Int J Rock Mech Min Sci 2005; 42: 639-651. 590 

[19] Guo R, Dixon D, Martino J. Thermohydromechanical modelling of a full-scale tunnel 591 

sealing clay bulkhead. Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering 2006; 592 

132:12–23. 593 

[20] Bond A, Chittenden N, Thatcher K. RWM coupled process project: first annual report for 594 

DECOVALEX-2019. QRS-1612D-R1 v1.2. 2017.   595 

[21] Guo R, Thatcher KE, Seyedi KM, Plua C. Calibration of the thermo-hydro-mechanical 596 

parameters of the Callovo-Oxfordian claystone and the modelling of the ALC 597 

experiment. Int J Rock Mech Min Sci. 2020. In press. 598 



[22] Acres Consulting Services Limited in conjunction with RE/SPEC Ltd. A feasibility study 599 

of the multilevel vault concept. Atomic Energy of Canada Limited Technical Report, TR-600 

297. 1985. 601 

[23] Acres Consulting Services Ltd. A preliminary study of long-hole emplacement 602 

alternatives. Atomic Energy of Canada Limited Technical Report, TR-346. 1993. 603 

[24] Baumgartner P, Tran TV, Burgher R. Sensitivity analyses for the thermal response of a 604 

nuclear fuel waste disposal vault. Atomic Energy of Canada Limited Technical Report, 605 

TR-621, COG-94-258. 1994. 606 

[25] Tsui KK, Tsai A. Thermal analyses for different options of nuclear fuel waste placement. 607 

Atomic Energy of Canada Limited Technical Report, AECL-7823. 1985. 608 

[26] Park JH, Kuh JE, Kwon S, Kang CH. Thermal analysis of high level radioactive waste 609 

repository using a large model. J. Kor. Nucl. Soc. 2000; 32: 244–253.  610 

[27] Guo R. Numerical modelling of a deep geological repository using the in-floor borehole 611 

placement method. Nuclear Waste Management Organization, NWMO TR-2007-14 612 

(Available at www.nwmo.ca). 2007. 613 

[28] Guo R. Sensitivity analyses to investigate the influence of the container spacing and 614 

tunnel spacing on the thermal response in a deep geological repository. Nuclear Waste 615 

Management Organization, NWMO TR-2008-24 (Available at www.nwmo.ca). 2008. 616 

[29] Verma AK, Gautam P, Singh TN, Bajpai RK. Discrete element modelling of conceptual 617 

deep geological repository for high-level nuclear waste disposal. Arabian Journal of 618 

Geosciences 2015; 8: 8027–8038. 619 

[30] Abootalebi P,Siemens G. Short-term thermal modelling of a conceptual deep geological 620 

repository in Canada. Environmental Geotechnics 2020; 7: 17-31. 621 



[31] Carvalho JL,  Zivkovic A. Near-Field and Far-Field Thermal-Mechanical Modelling of a 622 

Two-Level Deep Geological Repository for Used Nuclear Fuel in Crystalline Rock - an 623 

Update. The 52nd U.S. Rock Mechanics/Geomechanics Symposium, 17-20 Jun. 2018. 624 

Seattle, Washington.  625 

[32] Butov RA, Drobyshevsky NI, Moiseenko EV, Tokarev UN. Finite element code FENIA 626 

verification and application for 3D modelling of thermal state of radioactive waste deep 627 

geological repository. Journal of Physics: Conf. Series 891 (2017) 012174 doi: 628 

10.1088/1742-6596/891/1/012174. 629 

[33] Guo R. Thermal response of a Canadian conceptual deep geological repository in 630 

crystalline rock and a method to correct the influence of the near-field adiabatic 631 

boundary condition. Engineering Geology 2017; 218: 50-62. 632 

[34] COMSOL. Heat Transfer Module User’s Guide. Version: COMSOL 5.4. 2018.   633 

[35] Muller AB, Finley NC, Pearson FJ. Geochemical parameters used in the bedded salt 634 

reference repository risk assessment methodology. Sandia National Laboratories 635 

Report, SAND81-0557, Albuquerque, NM. 1981.  636 

[36] Andrade ENDAC. The viscosity of liquids. Nature 1930; 125: 309-310. 637 

[37] COMSOL. Structural Mechanics Module User’s Guide. Version: COMSOL 5.4. 2018. 638 

[38] Guo R. Prediction of the thermal-hydraulic-mechanical response of a geological 639 

responsibility at large scale and sensitivity analyses – DECOVALEX-2019 Task E: Step 640 

4. Nuclear Waste Management Organization. NWMO-TR-2019-12. (Available at 641 

www.nwmo.ca). 2019. 642 

[39] Smith DW, Booker JR. Green’s functions for a fully coupled thermoporoelastic material. 643 

Int J Numerical Analytical Meth Geomechanics 1993; 17:139-163. 644 



[40] Xu H, Rutqvist J, Plúa C, Armand G, Birkholzer J. Modeling of Thermal Pressurization in 645 

Tight Claystone using Sequential THM Coupling: Benchmarking and Validation against 646 

In-situ Heating Experiments in COx. Tunnelling and Underground Space Technology. (In 647 

revision). 648 



Figure 1: Possible architecture of Cigéo, the industrial geological disposal facility 

 

 

 

 



Figure 2: Model geometry of the Base Case with 6 placement cells presented in detail 

 
 
 
 

 



Figure 3: Initial conditions for the THM modelling: (a) Temperature; (b) Pore pressure; and (c) 
Total stresses  
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Figure 4: Heat power applied per meter cell with time 
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Figure 5: Comparison of simulated temperatures at Points P1 and P2 between 2D model and 
3D model 
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Figure 6: Comparison of simulated pore pressure at Points P1 and P2 between 2D model and 
3D model 
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Figure 7: Comparison of simulated uplift at P3 (ground surface above P1) between 2D model 
and 3D model 
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Figure 8: Uplift on the ground surface along Line O′A′ above the repository central line at four 
different times 
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Figure 9: Stresses at Points P1 and P2 (a) in the X-direction and (b) in the Z-direction against 
time 
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Figure 10: Influence of the number of HLW cells incorporated in detail on (a) temperature and 
(b) Pore pressure at points P1 and P2. 
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Figure 11: Influence of access/connection tunnels filled with fully-saturated buffer (a) after 2 
years and (b) after 1000 years on the pore pressure at Points P1 and P2 
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Figure 12: Influence of access/connection tunnels filled with buffer after 2 years and 1000 years 
on the uplift at Point P3. 
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Figure 13: Influence of fixed boundary condition on the HLW cell wall after 2 years on pore 
pressure at Points P1 and P2 
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Figure 14: Temperatures at Point P2 from Base Case and cases with minimum values of 
thermal conductivity, equivalent density or thermal capacity 
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Figure 15: Pore pressure at P2 for the Base Case and cases which cause the pressure to 
increase 
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Figure 16: Uplift at Point P3 for the Base Case and cases which cause the ground surface uplift 
to increase 
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Figure 17: Influence of minimum permeability values of Layer UT, or UA1, or UA23 or USC 
used on pore pressure at (a) Point P1 and (b) Point P2 
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Figure 18: Influence of minimum thermal conductivity values of Layer UT, or UA1, or UA23 or 
USC used on (a) temperatures and (b) pore pressures at Points P1 and P2  
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Figure 19: Influence of maximum Young’s modulus values of Layer UT, or UA1, or UA23 or 
USC used on pore pressures at Points P1 and P2 
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Figure 20: COMSOL point heat source model geometry 



Figure 21: Comparison of the simulated (a) temperatures and (b) pore pressures using 
COMSOL model with the theoretical solutions at Points Q1, Q2, Q3 and Q4. 
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Figure 22: Comparison of the modelled (a) displacements and (b) normal stresses using the 
COMSOL model with the theoretical solutions at Point Q4. 
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Figure 23: Comparison of temperatures between the coupled THM COMSOL model and the 
accurate results at Points P1 and P2 
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Table 1: Depths of each geological unit considered in the COMSOL model and its thickness 

Formation Abbreviation Depth (m) Thickness (m) 

Barrois Limestone bar 0 – 103.4 103.4 

Kimmeridgian kim 103.4 – 211.4 108 

Carbonated 
Oxfordian 

oxf 211.4 – 488.0 276.6 

C
a

llo
v
o

-O
x
fo

rd
ia

n
 

USC usc 488.0 – 517.4 29.4 

UT ut 517.4 – 532.6 15.2 

UA23 
(UA2-UA3) 

ua23 
532.6 – 595.8  

(cells at depth of 560 m) 
63.2 

UA1 ua1 595.8 – 635.0 39.2 

Dogger dog >635.0



Table 2: Boundary conditions on the HLW cell walls and access tunnel walls for the Base Case 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Time Boundary condition type HLW cells Access tunnels 

0 – 2 years 

Thermal Initial temperature Initial temperature 

Hydraulic Atmospheric pressure Atmospheric pressure 

Mechanical Free surface Free surface 

2 – 10000 years 

Thermal Heat power No flux 

Hydraulic No flux Atmospheric pressure 

Mechanical Free surface Free surface 

 

 



 

Table 3: Minimum, mean and maximum values of THM parameters of geological formations 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Layer 
�� ���  b �

�
 �� � 	� 
� � 

109 Pa    10-20 m2 103 kg/m3 W/(m·ºC) 10-5 ºC-1 J/(kg·ºC) 

bar 3.60 0.3 0.6 0.130 10 2.45 1.10 2.20 1024 

Kim 3.60 0.3 0.6 0.130 10 2.45 1.10 2.20 1024 

Oxf 330.00 0.3 0.6 0.130 10000 2.47 2.3 0.45 925 

usc 
min 5.50 0.2 0.6 0.097 0.26 2.42 1.29 1.00 842 

mean 12.80 0.3 0.6 0.150 1.87 2.48 1.79 1.75 978 

max 20.10 0.4 1.0 0.185 7.33 2.54 2.45 2.50 1114 

ut 
min 4.00 0.2 0.6 0.143 0.26 2.40 1.08 1.00 842 

mean 8.50 0.3 0.6 0.173 1.87 2.45 1.47 1.75 978 

max 12.80 0.4 1.0 0.206 7.33 2.49 1.91 2.50 1114 

ua23 
min 3.70 0.2 0.6 0.150 0.26 2.34 9.80 1.00 842 

mean 7.00 0.3 0.6 0.193 1.87 2.42 1.31 1.75 978 

max 10.70 0.4 1.0 0.249 7.33 2.48 1.81 2.50 1114 

ua1 
min 3.80 0.2 0.6 0.128 0.26 2.40 1.12 1.00 842 

mean 12.50 0.3 0.6 0.164 1.87 2.46 1.63 1.75 978 

max 21.80 0.4 1.0 0.205 7.33 2.51 2.22 2.50 1114 

dog 31.00 0.3 0.6 0.100 100 2.47 2.30 0.45 925 

 

 

 



Table 4: Ratios of horizontal to vertical parameters 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 �� ��⁄  �� ��⁄  �� ��⁄  �� ��⁄  

bar 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.4 

kim 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.4 

oxf 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

usc 1.5 1.0 3.0 1.0 

ut 1.5 1.0 3.0 1.5 

ua23 1.5 1.0 3.0 1.5 

ua1 1.5 1.0 3.0 1.5 

dog 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

 
 

 



Table 5: THM parameters of the rock used in the analytical solution for validation 

Parameters Rock Water 

Initial porosity 0.15 NA 

Equivalent thermal conductivity of rock (W/(m· ºC)) 1.7 NA 

Equivalent density of rock (kg/m3) 2400 NA 

Equivalent heat capacity of rock (J/(kg· ºC)) 1000 NA 

Permeability (m2) 4.5x10-20 NA 

Young’s modulus (MPa) 4500 NA 

Poisson’s ratio 0.3 NA

Rock volumetric thermal expansion (1/ºC) 4.2x10-5 NA

Reference density of water (kg/m3) NA 1000 

Compressibility of water (1/Pa) NA 0 

Heat capacity of water (J/(kg· ºC)) NA 4180 

Dynamic viscosity of water (Pa·s) NA 1x10-3 

Water volumetric thermal expansion (1/ ºC) NA 4x10-4

Biot coefficient 0.6 NA 




