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ABSTRACT 

The International Energy Agency projects that global electricity consumption by data centers 
could nearly double by 2026, growing by about 340–540 TWh globally and about 60 TWh in the 
United States. This corresponds to a minimum need of about 45 GW of new generation capacity 
globally, with about 7 GW of that in the United States. Other studies by McKinsey and the 
Boston Consulting Group estimate that U.S. data center growth will require a minimum of an 
additional 30–35 GW of generation by 2030. Much of this growth is driven by hyperscale data 
centers processing artificial intelligence applications. 

Data center organizations are also looking to decrease their carbon footprint and be more 
sustainable, increasing the need for clean, carbon-free power. Typically, data center 
organizations have used grid power, some local generation and storage, and contractual 
purchases of carbon-free power to match their annual power demands. However, the 
intermittency of renewable sources, their limited growth rates, and regional variation in their 
economic viability have caused data centers to look for other non-carbon emitting sources. 

These drivers have led data center organizations to explore the use of nuclear power as an 
energy source. Nuclear power is carbon free, highly reliable, and resilient, all qualities desired 
by data centers. New nuclear technologies, such as microreactors, small modular reactors, and 
other advanced reactor technologies, offer new possibilities for powering data centers. 
However, the nature of nuclear power raises technical considerations, primarily related to 
ensuring the safety of the nuclear plant and the public. 

The purpose of this report is to provide practical guidance for data center organizations 
considering nuclear power as a generation option. This report primarily addresses the 
deployment of a new nuclear plant to provide power for a data center facility, either directly or 
via a behind-the-meter connection. It also addresses other options through which data centers 
may be able to take advantage of nuclear power, such as typical grid connections and behind-
the-meter connections to existing nuclear plants. 

Keywords 

Advanced reactors 

Artificial intelligence (AI) 

Data centers 

New nuclear deployment 

Nuclear integration 

Small modular reactors 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Deliverable Number: 3002030534 
Product Type: Technical Report 

Product Title: Advanced Nuclear Technology: A Guide for Co-locating Data Centers 
with Nuclear Plants 

Primary Audience: Data center organizations (owners, operators, co-locators, developers), 
nuclear plant developers, nuclear owner-operators 

Secondary Audience: Communities interested in new nuclear, non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) 

KEY RESEARCH QUESTION 

What are the practical, logistical, and safety issues that must be considered when developing 
new nuclear assets or using existing nuclear assets to power a data center through a typical grid 
connection, a behind-the-meter connection, or a direct connection? 

RESEARCH OVERVIEW  

This research is broken into two broad areas: 

• Section 1 gives readers foundational information about data centers, nuclear power, and 
nuclear plant siting. This section addresses the fundamentals of nuclear deployment and 
end user considerations. 

• Section 2 discusses the opportunities and challenges of using nuclear energy to power data 
centers. These include the benefits of nuclear, the data center organization’s business 
objectives with respect to nuclear, and selection of the best options for making use of 
nuclear. Further detail is provided on topics such as technology and design selection, siting, 
and regulatory and community engagement. 

KEY FINDINGS 

• A clear understanding of the data center organization’s mission and business objectives 
with respect to nuclear is needed at the start of the project to make informed decisions. 

• An understanding of the total data center load, considering both periodic variations and 
long-term trends, is critically important. 

• Simply connecting to the grid where there is high nuclear generation capacity can bring 
many of the benefits of nuclear power to the data center. 

• Careful consideration of nuclear licensing and nuclear safety requirements is necessary for 
integration options other than simply connecting the data center to the grid. 
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• New nuclear plant development can take time. Data center organizations should begin 
working with utilities and new plant developers early in their decision-making process.  

• Both nuclear safety and grid regulations will need to be addressed. Early and frequent 
engagement will help the project to move more smoothly and efficiently. 

• As with all nuclear development projects, community engagement and workforce 
development should occur as early as possible.  

WHY THIS MATTERS 

The advent of small modular reactors and advanced reactors has opened opportunities for 
powering data centers that go beyond use of existing nuclear power plants. In addition, 
changes in electricity and energy infrastructure and markets, including anticipated load 
growth and continued addition of variable renewable energy to the grid, have opened new 
possibilities and challenges for end users. This research is intended to give stakeholders 
common ground for evaluating new nuclear as a deployment option. This is part of a broader 
EPRI Advanced Nuclear Technology (ANT) and Nuclear Beyond Electricity (NBE) research effort 
to address new nuclear deployment options and considerations. This report can be used by 
data center developers, existing nuclear owner-operators, and nuclear plant developers to 
understand key technical considerations for co-locating data centers with existing and new 
nuclear power plants. 

HOW TO APPLY RESULTS 

• Define the data center organization’s mission and business objectives with respect to 
nuclear power. 

• Understand the options available for using nuclear power generation. 
• Choose the best option that aligns with the organization’s objectives. 
• If choosing to develop new nuclear power: Select a technology and design, select a site, 

engage with the regulator, and conduct community outreach. 

LEARNING AND ENGAGEMENT OPPORTUNITIES 
• EPRI maintains public- and member-facing advisory groups under the ANT program that 

focus on advanced reactor R&D, demonstration, and commercialization topics. These 
forums provide opportunities to exchange information and obtain input on the direction 
and nature of EPRI’s ANT and NBE opportunities for the development of nuclear-data center 
integration and its application to support commercialization of advanced nuclear 
technology and global decarbonization goals. 

• Data center organizations may want to consider EPRI’s DCFlex initiative, a living laboratory 
demonstrating innovative strategies for integrating data centers with the grid under various 
conditions to facilitate widespread adoption and replication of those strategies. 

EPRI CONTACT: Daniel Klein, Principal Team Lead, dklein@epri.com  
PROGRAM: 41.08.01 
IMPLEMENTATION CATEGORY: Reference, Planning Guides 
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

acre 1 acre = 0.405 hectare 

ADEME Agency for Ecological Transition (France) 

AE architect engineer 

AI artificial intelligence 

ALWR advanced light water reactor  

ANL Argonne National Lab 

ANSES Agency for Food, Environmental and Occupational Health & Safety (France) 

AOO anticipated operational occurrence 

APAC Asia-Pacific countries  

AR advanced reactor 

AWS Amazon Web Services 

BWR boiling water reactor 

CFR U.S. Code of Federal Regulations 

CNSC Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission  

COL combined license  

CP construction permit 

CPCN Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity  

CSR corporate social responsibility  

CTT Clean Transition Tariff 

dBA A-weighted decibel 

DC design certification  

DCIE data center infrastructure efficiency 

DCIM data center infrastructure management 

DG Draft NRC Regulatory Guide 

EA environmental assessment  

EAB exclusion area boundary  
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EIS environmental impact statement  

EPC engineering, procurement, and construction  

EPZ emergency planning zone  

ER environmental report 

ESG environmental, social, and governance  

ESP early site permit 

ETI Energy Technologies Institute (U.K.) 

FHR fluoride high-temperature reactor 

ft2 square feet (1 ft2 = 0.093 m2) 

GCP Google Cloud Platform  

GCR gas-cooled reactor 

GEN reactor generation 

GPU graphic processing unit 

GW gigawatt(s) (1 GW generation ~ 8.76 TWh/year) 

GWe gigawatts electric 

ha hectare(s) (1 ha = 2.47 acre)  

hectare 1 hectare = 2.471 acre 

HTGR high-temperature gas-cooled reactor  

HWR heavy water reactor 

IAEA International Atomic Energy Agency 

INL Idaho National Lab 

IRP integrated resource plan  

ISO independent system operator 

km kilometer(s) (1km = 0.62 mi) 

LBNL Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory 

LCOE levelized cost of electricity (energy) 

LFR lead-cooled fast reactor 
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LLWR large light water reactor  

LOOP loss of offsite power  

LPZ low population zone  

LR large reactor 

LWA limited work authorization  

LWR light water reactor—uses normal water as both its coolant and neutron 
moderator 

lwSMR light water small modular reactor 

M million 

m2 square meter(s) (1 m2 = 10.764 ft2) 

mi mile(s) (1 mi = 1.61 km) 

MR microreactor  

MSR molten salt reactor 

MW megawatt 

MWe megawatt(s) electric (1 MWe ~ 2.94 MWt based on current efficiencies) 

MWt megawatts(s) thermal (1 MWt ~ .34 MWe based on current efficiencies) 

NCSL National Conference of State Legislatures 

NEI Nuclear Energy Institute 

NEPA U.S. National Environmental Policy Act  

NERC North American Electric Reliability Corporation  

NIA Nuclear Innovation Alliance  

NREL National Renewable Energy Laboratory 

NUREG U.S. NRC Technical Report 

O&M operations and maintenance 

OCC overnight capital cost  

OEB Ontario Energy Board  

OEM original equipment manufacturer 

Ofgem Office of Gas and Electricity Markets (U.K.) 
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OL operating license  

ONR U.K. Office of Nuclear Regulation  

ORG EPRI Owner-Operator Requirements Guide (ORG) for Advanced Reactors 

ORNL Oak Ridge National Lab  

PNNL Pacific Northwest National Laboratory 

PPA power purchase agreement 

PPE plant parameter envelope 

PUC public utility commission  

PUE power usage effectiveness  

PWR pressurized water reactor 

REC renewable energy certificate 

RG U.S. NRC Regulatory Guide 

ROI region of interest  

RTO regional transmission organization 

SAAS software as a service 

SCWR super critical water reactor 

SFR sodium-cooled fast reactor 

SMR small modular reactor 

SPA standard plant approval  

SPE site parameter envelope  

TEA techno-economic assessment  

TWh terawatt-hour(s) (1 TWh/year ~ 0.114 GW generation) 

UPS uninterruptible power supply 

URD EPRI Advanced Light Water Reactor Utility Requirements Document 

U.S. United States 

U.S. CEQ U.S. Council on Environmental Quality  

U.S. DOE U.S. Department of Energy 
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U.S. EIA U.S. Energy Information Administration  

U.S. EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

U.S. FERC U.S. Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

U.S. NRC U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

U.S. SEC U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission 

VDR CNSC vendor design review  

VPPA virtual power purchase agreement 

WBS work breakdown structure 

WNA World Nuclear Association 
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DEFINITIONS 

Topic1 Definition 
Capacity The maximum generating capacity of a generating station, often referred to as its 

rated, nominal, installed, gross, or nameplate capacity. 
Capacity 
factor 

The ratio of the electricity generated, for the time considered, to the energy that 
could have been generated at continuous full-power operation (nameplate capacity) 
during the same period.2 

DCIE Data center infrastructure efficiency, the measure of a data center’s energy efficiency 
calculated as the percentage of energy used directly by IT equipment out of the total 
energy consumption (DCIE = IT Equipment Power / Total Facility Power, or 1/PUE). 
Higher DCIE values signify greater efficiency in non-computational functions. 

Energy The quantity of electricity generated by a station or consumed by an end user in one 
hour, typically measured in MWh or TWh and referred to on a per year basis. 

Inertia The energy stored in large rotating generators and some industrial motors, which 
gives them the tendency to remain rotating. This stored energy can be valuable when 
a large plant fails, as it can temporarily make up for the power lost. This temporary 
response allows the systems that control most power plants time to detect and 
respond to the failure. Grid frequency can drop if a large power plant or transmission 
fails. Inertia resists this drop in frequency, giving the grid time to rebalance supply 
and demand. 

IT equipment 
power 

The amount of energy needed to supply IT-related equipment in a data center, 
including servers, switches, storage, and networking. 

Physical PPA A contract in which a buyer agrees to purchase electricity (electrons) directly from a 
specific power generator, receiving the physical delivery of that electricity through 
the grid or direct connection. 

Power A generating station’s capacity to produce electricity in each moment, typically 
measured in MWe or GWe. 

PUE Power usage effectiveness, the ratio of total facility power to IT equipment power 
(PUE = Total Facility Power / IT Equipment Power). The optimum value is 1.0; 
however, typical centers fall in the range of 1.2 to 1.4. Microsoft noted in its most 
recent annual report that its data centers achieved a PUE of 1.12 (Microsoft, 2024). 

RECs Renewable energy certificates, also known as green tags and green certificates. These 
are tradable instruments that can be used to meet voluntary renewable energy 
targets as well as compliance requirements under renewable energy policies.  

  

 
 
1 From NREL (NREL, 2020a),  U.S. NRC (U.S. NRC, 2024f), Data Center Knowledge (Data Center Knowledge, 2023b), 
TechTarget (TechTarget, 2024), Rocky Mountain Institute (RMI, 2019), and World Resources Institute (WRI, 2008) 
2 The U.S. average capacity factors (2014–2023) range from ~11% for gas turbines to ~93% for nuclear. Solar, wind, 
and combined cycle gas plants sit in between at ~23%, ~34%, and ~55%, respectively (U.S. EIA, 2024a). 
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Topic3 Definition 
Total facility 
energy 

The amount of electricity needed to supply the data center with all the energy 
needed at maximum load. For a grid-only connection, this would be the electricity 
that must be supplied to the data center by the grid. Total facility energy includes IT 
equipment power plus the power needed for cooling, lighting, other miscellaneous 
equipment, and any losses from uninterruptible power supplies and power 
distribution. 

Virtual PPA A PPA in which the buyer does not own and is not responsible for the physical 
electricity (electrons) generated by the project. This is purely a financial transaction, 
exchanging a fixed-price cash flow for a variable-priced cash flow, and often for 
renewable energy certificates. The buyer still needs to meet its electricity load 
through traditional channels. 

 

 
 
3 From NREL (NREL, 2020a),  U.S. NRC (U.S. NRC, 2024f), Data Center Knowledge (Data Center Knowledge, 2023b), 
TechTarget (TechTarget, 2024), Rocky Mountain Institute (RMI, 2019), and World Resources Institute (WRI, 2008) 
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1 INTRODUCTION 
For a variety of reasons, such as growing energy needs, energy diversification, and carbon 
reduction, many organizations in the United States (U.S.) and globally are considering 
deployment of new nuclear energy facilities. Due to data center growth and desire for carbon-
free, reliable, firm power, one area of increasing interest is the use of nuclear energy for 
powering data centers. 

As noted in a 2024 report by the International Energy Agency (IEA, 2024a), global electricity 
consumption by data centers is expected to nearly double by 2026, growing by about 340–540 
TWh4 globally and about 60 TWh in the U.S. This corresponds to a minimum need of about 45 
GW of new generation capacity globally, with about 7 GW of that in the U.S.5 Other reports 
from McKinsey (McKinsey, 2023) and the Boston Consulting Group (BCG, 2023) estimate U.S. 
data center growth will require a minimum of an additional 30–35 GW of generation by 2030. 
Much of this growth is being driven by hyperscale data centers processing artificial intelligence 
(AI) applications. 

As data center deployments and corresponding needs for electricity grow, the ability of utilities 
to keep up with the demand for both generation and transmission is being challenged (U.S. 
News, 2024; LBNL, 2024). This has data center organizations considering distributed, or co-
located, generation options (Data Center Dynamics, 2023e). 

To further confound the situation, data centers seek to decrease their carbon footprint and be 
more sustainable (McKinsey, 2023), increasing the need for clean, carbon-free power. Typically, 
data center organizations have used grid power, some local generation and storage, and 
contractual purchases of carbon-free power to match their annual power demands. However, 
the intermittency of renewable sources, their limited growth rates, and their regional nature 
(i.e., their limitation to places where the sun shines, the wind blows, or hydrothermal power is 
available) have caused data centers to look for other non-carbon emitting sources. 

  

 
 
4 Unless noted otherwise, all references to TWh are per year. 
5 The generation capacity values here assume a capacity factor (CF) of 100%, which is not accurate. For example, if 
the capacity is based on 100% nuclear with a CF of 93%, the values would need to be increased by about 7.5%. For 
combined cycle gas with a CF of 55%, the values would need to be increased by about 82%, nearly doubling the 
capacity that needs to be deployed. Capacity requirements become even more complicated when intermittent 
generation, such as wind and solar, is added to the mix due to the need to add spinning reserve capacity (Energy 
Systems Integration Group, 2022). Additional non-spinning and supplemental reserve capacity is also needed for 
both planned and unplanned outages (NREL, 2011). 
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These drivers have led data center organizations to explore nuclear power as an energy source. 
Nuclear power is carbon free, highly reliable, firm, and resilient, all qualities desired by data 
centers. New nuclear technologies, such as microreactors (MRs), small modular reactors 
(SMRs), and other advanced reactor (AR) technologies, offer new possibilities for powering data 
centers. However, the nature of nuclear power raises technical considerations, primarily related 
to ensuring the safety of the nuclear plant and the public. In addition, the uncertainty of new 
plant development timing and deployment costs impacts decision making. 

1.1 Purpose of This Report 

The purpose of this report is to provide practical guidance for data center organizations 
considering nuclear power as a generation option. This report primarily addresses the 
deployment of a new nuclear plant to provide power for a data center facility, either directly or 
via a behind-the-meter connection (see Sections 2.3.1.3 and 2.3.1.4). It also addresses other 
options through which data centers may be able to take advantage of nuclear power, such as 
typical grid connections and behind-the-meter connections to existing nuclear plants.  

This report provides an overview of the typical business model and technical options available 
and the considerations that must be addressed for each option, including opportunities and 
challenges. 

• Section 1 of this report provides background and foundational information.  
• Section 2, Data Centers and Nuclear Power, covers the following technical topics: 

− Section 2.1, Benefits of Nuclear for Powering Data Centers—Nuclear power can provide 
benefits, whether the connection is through the grid or more direct. 

− Section 2.2, Defining the Mission and Business Objectives—Understanding the goals of 
the data center organization, as a whole and with respect to nuclear, is a key first step in 
the evaluation of nuclear power. 

− Section 2.3, Choosing the Best Option—There are multiple options available; selecting 
the right one requires an understanding of the choices and the opportunities and 
challenges presented by each. 

− Section 2.4, Developing New Nuclear for Powering Data Centers—If a decision is made 
to evaluate the deployment of new nuclear power, there are considerations that must 
be understood, and actions that must be taken, to move the concept forward. 

The development of nuclear power in support of a data center is a significant effort. This report 
does not cover every aspect but should instead be considered as a first step in the overall 
process. It will help a data center organization understand the basic concepts and provide 
pointers to other documents and resources that support such an endeavor. 
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1.2 Data Center Electricity Needs 

As noted in a 2024 report by the IEA (IEA, 2024a), there are currently about 8,000 data centers 
globally, with about 33% of them in the U.S. As of the date of this publication, the Data Center 
Map (Data Center Map, 2024), a voluntary online resource for researching data centers, 
identifies more than 6000 global data centers, with more than 2200 in the U.S. Per the IEA 
report, these data centers consume about 460 TWh4 of electricity worldwide and about 200 
TWh in the U.S. (as of 2022). This corresponds to a minimum of about 52 GW of generation 
capacity globally and 22 GW in the U.S.5 

The IEA report also notes that the global demand for energy for data centers is expected to 
nearly double by 2026 to 800–1000 TWh (from 460 TWh in 2022), while U.S. data center 
electricity demand is expected to increase to about 260 TWh (compared to 200 TWh in 2022) 
over the same period. Notwithstanding electricity growth from other sectors or energy savings 
through efficiency efforts, this amounts to a need for a minimum of about 45 GW of new 
generation capacity globally, with about 7 GW of that in the U.S. The IEA estimates that nearly 
one-third of the U.S. demand growth through 2026 will come from data centers. 

Looking further into the future, a 2023 report by McKinsey (McKinsey, 2023) notes U.S. 
electrical demand for data centers is expected to increase from about 17 GW in 2022 to about 
35 GW in 2030 (with an increase of about 4 GW by 2024).6 Additionally, a 2023 article by the 
Boston Consulting Group (BCG, 2023) estimates the U.S. growth to be about 260 TWh by 2030, 
or about 30 GW. 

In a recently released white paper, Powering Intelligence: Analyzing Artificial Intelligence and 
Data Center Energy Consumption (EPRI, 2024c), EPRI modeled and analyzed several load growth 
scenarios for data center energy consumption across the U.S. from 2023 through 2030. EPRI’s 
analysis indicates that data centers could consume from 4.6% to 9.1% of U.S. electricity 
generation annually by 2030 (versus an estimated 4% today).7  

The EPRI white paper also points out that data center loads are not uniform across geography, 
creating economic opportunity but also localized grid stress. Fifteen U.S. states account for 80% 
of national data center load, with Virginia, Texas, and California leading. Globally, data centers 
use 1.2% of electricity, but in Ireland, they use 20% and may use 33% by 2026, per the IEA. 

  

 
 
6 More recently, McKinsey noted that globally, the electricity demand for data centers could increase from about 
55 GW in 2023 to 171–219 GW by 2030. However, as with the IEA projections (see below), there is much 
uncertainty in those estimates (McKinsey, 2024). 
7 Also see EPRI’s Powering Data Centers: U.S. Energy System and Emissions Impacts of Growing Loads (EPRI, 
2024e). 
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The IEA report indicates that most electricity use is for traditional data centers (all use cases 
other than cryptocurrency and AI), followed by cryptocurrency and then AI applications. 
Electricity demand for AI applications was relatively insignificant in 2022 but is expected to 
increase exponentially, about 10 times, by 2026 (as compared to 2023). While a significant 
increase in electricity demand is expected from forthcoming dedicated AI data centers, the 
most overall growth over the next few years will be from traditional data centers, followed by 
cryptocurrency. 

While estimates of historic electricity usage and projections of growth vary by source, a review 
of the relevant industry literature indicates that growth estimates tend to increase over time, 
indicative of the rapid change in the data center industry. As an example of this growth, PJM, a 
regional transmission organization in the U.S., recently updated its long-term load forecast, 
noting, “Rising energy demand … is increasingly driven by the development of data centers 
throughout the PJM footprint” (PJM, 2024). A report by Grid Strategies (Grid Strategies, 2023) 
notes that other U.S. regions (e.g., ERCOT, NYISO, CAISO) also see increasing demand growth 
from data centers and that current load forecasts may understate data center load growth.  

Additionally, due to the nascency of AI applications and lack of trend data, future growth is 
difficult to estimate, but these applications require significant amounts of electricity. For 
example, as noted in the IEA report and by MIT (MIT, 2023), OpenAI’s ChatGPT training 
required about 10 TWh of electricity, which is equivalent to about 1 GW of generating capacity. 
In addition, as noted in the IEA report, queries on generative AI models can use about 10 times 
more energy than typical web search engine queries. It is beyond the scope of this report to 
delve too deeply into U.S. and global load growth projections, but the trend is clear: data center 
loads are likely to increase significantly. 

On the other hand, data center operators are also working diligently to reduce their energy 
usage through operational and cooling efficiency, attempting to minimize their power usage 
effectiveness (PUE) and increase their data center infrastructure efficiency (DCIE). It is 
important to note that about 60% of data center electricity use is for data processing activities 
and 40% for cooling; the amount of electricity needed for other ancillary operations is 
negligible. An article by Data Center Dynamics (Data Center Dynamics, 2023f) highlights the 
steps that data centers are taking to reduce energy use in cooling systems by 20% to 40%. 
Whether those values can be achieved will depend on future cooling technologies and heat 
produced by the server racks. Also, as noted in the MIT report, AI applications are becoming 
more energy efficient as the vendors refine how the models are trained and used.  

Note: The significant need for cooling, particularly cooling water, is an important consideration 
when co-locating with nuclear. This will be discussed more in Section 2.4.1.4. 
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The race to build new data centers while simultaneously taking steps to increase efficiency adds 
uncertainty to any load growth projections.8 As noted in the EPRI white paper: 

A fundamental uncertainty in projecting data center load growth comes from the 
broad emergence of artificial intelligence (AI) technologies in business and daily 
life—punctuated by the explosion into public consciousness of generative AI 
models, such as OpenAI’s Chat GPT.… 

But this growth can be offset by efficiency gains, as also mentioned in the EPRI white paper: 

Although gains in data center operational efficiency have plateaued in recent 
years, there are clear opportunities for further improvement, including more 
efficient IT hardware; lower electricity use for cooling, lighting, and security; and 
more efficient AI development and deployment strategies. 

While data center deployment growth and the corresponding need for electricity are growing 
rapidly, the ability of utilities to keep up with the demand is facing challenges. A 2024 article in 
U.S. News and World Report notes the difficulties utilities are having: 

The rapid growth has raised concerns that the U.S. electric utility industry, 
historically known for slow and steady returns, will be unable to respond quickly 
to the rise in power demand because of a swelling backlog of power generation 
and transmission projects in line to connect to the grid (U.S. News, 2024). 

This backlog is largely due to data centers but also includes other competing end uses, 
particularly transportation (i.e., electric vehicles) and new manufacturing and industrial 
electrification efforts (Grid Strategies, 2023; IEA, 2024a). However, the development of new 
generation is not the only concern; new transmission and distribution lines are also needed.  

While the policies and procedures vary by locale, in the U.S. the process has historically been 
that those wishing to connect new generation to the grid must have their request queued up 
with the system operator or local utility along with all other requests, largely on a first-come-
first-served basis. As identified by the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL, 2024) and 
also discussed by ClearPath (ClearPath, 2022), it takes significant time for a request to move 

 
 
8 As noted in the IEA’s World Energy Outlook 2024 (IEA, 2024b), there is significant uncertainty in expected data 
center growth. As noted by the IEA, “Our assessment of uncertainties indicates that demand growth to 2030 could 
vary … by as much as 170 TWh. It also suggests that, while data centre electricity demand will grow, it is likely to 
account for a relatively small share of total global electricity demand growth to 2030, although the sector will be 
more significant at the national or regional level in major data centre markets” (emphasis added). 
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through the process to a final agreement.9,10 Currently this takes an average of nearly five 
years, and less than around 19% of the requests make it through to commercial operation. 
(Note that, compared to just a few years before, these permit processing times are longer,  
and fewer requests make it through the process.) Because of these issues, data centers are 
looking for other ways to meet their electricity needs without limiting their growth (also see 
Section 2.4.3.2). 

Data center companies are also being pressured to decrease their carbon footprint and be 
more sustainable. As noted in the McKinsey report, “some regulators and governments are 
imposing sustainability standards on newly built data centers.” In the U.S., the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (U.S. SEC) recently adopted final rules for the standardization and 
reporting of climate-related disclosures (U.S. SEC, 2024), which will significantly increase the 
transparency of an organization’s carbon emissions. As an example, Microsoft recently released 
its 2024 Environmental Sustainability Report (Microsoft, 2024), in which it noted a slight 
reduction in carbon emissions from energy use (due to clean energy procurement, green tariff 
programs, and use of unbundled renewable energy certificates (RECs). Energy use generates 
only a small proportion of its overall carbon emissions, however, with emissions from its supply 
chain being significantly greater and actually increasing.  

This transparency is important because investors, and hence boards of directors, often consider 
environmental, social, and governance (ESG) and corporate social responsibility (CSR) as part of a 
company’s overall performance goals (Oxford Sustainable Finance Programme, 2021). ESG refers to a 
“set of standards used to measure an organization’s environmental and social impact” (IBM, 2024b), 
while CSR is “the idea that businesses should operate according to principles and policies that make a 
positive impact on society and the environment” (IBM, 2023). 

As noted in the McKinsey report, data centers are often signing power purchase agreements 
(PPAs) with renewable energy providers to meet carbon reduction goals, while large 
hyperscalers such as Amazon are starting to fund the building of grid-scale renewable power 
generation. However, a key problem with renewable generation is that it is intermittent, with 
solar power only generated in the daytime, wind power typically generated at night, and 
neither being particularly guaranteed at any time. Data centers will often complement PPAs by 
adding requirements for stored renewable energy, typically from grid-scale battery 
installations, or by trading renewable energy credits, but these types of PPAs can add 
considerable cost.  

 
 
9 As of May 2024, the U.S. Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) has passed a new rule (U.S. FERC, 2024a) 
intended to speed transmission development. The rule provides for long-term planning and right-sizing of 
transmission and specifies the role of states in planning. Also, to reduce backlog, grid operators and utilities must 
change planning procedures, will be subject to firm deadlines, and may be subject to penalties if connection 
requests are not processed on time. 
10 Many new interconnection requests are for solar and wind generation. Due to reduced capacity factors, solar 
and wind require more generation capacity; however, they also require larger land areas and therefore may be 
difficult to site in a single place, which can result in multiple generation projects, each with its own request. 
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From a functional perspective, data centers may be added to the grid in areas with sufficient 
baseload capacity. In areas with insufficient capacity, new baseload generation might be 
required to avoid taking available electricity generation away from existing end users. This new 
generation can be driven by virtual PPAs that include solar or wind, leading to the addition of 
intermittent generation that can impact the resiliency and reliability of the grid and possibly 
result in more carbon-based generation (i.e., natural gas) to compensate for times when solar 
or wind is not available.7,11  

Due to the uptime requirements to support customers’ needs, and for their own revenue 
generation, data centers are 24/7 operations. Therefore, they also need backup power in case 
grid power is lost. Backup power is typically supplied by carbon-emitting diesel generators. 
While frequently tested to assure reliable operation, these can have additional maintenance 
requirements. For this reason, many data centers are looking at other generation options, such 
as fuel cell systems12 and Li-ion battery storage, for either primary or backup generation (Data 
Center Dynamics, 2023a; McKinsey, 2023; Data Center Dynamics, 2023b).  

Some organizations are also looking to natural gas generation for backup power. This can result 
in lower emissions than some other generation sources and can potentially be more 
economical and reliable. However, natural gas systems are not carbon free and are “highly 
dependent upon regional energy costs, pipeline access13, regulations and ability to recoup costs 
through revenues” (Black and Veatch, 2020). A white paper from Schneider Electric even 
proposes the use of on-site distributed natural gas generation as the main power supply 
(Schneider Electric, 2020). Another option under development is use of hydrogen or other low-
carbon fuels for backup generators.  

Note: There is some discussion on using nuclear as backup power for data centers (TechRadar, 
2023; Data Center Frontier, 2023). While this could be done, it requires thought. Nuclear plants 
must shut down periodically, typically for refueling and maintenance, and they can have 
unplanned outages that can last for extended periods, depending on circumstances. Because 
data centers typically require constant 24/7 operations, additional backup generation would 

 
 
11 One option to address this last problem is the relatively new concept of clean transition tariffs (CTTs), which is 
being explored by Google and NV Energy in Nevada and Duke Energy in North and South Carolina (C2ES, 2024). 
CTTs can be used to procure clean, firm power from sources such as nuclear or geothermal, while helping to 
manage financial risks associated with such large projects. 
12 Today’s fuel cells are best used for firm generation and do not make for good emergency backup generation 
because they are slow to start and don’t load follow well. However, they could be a good option for non-
emergency outages, such as extended nuclear plant outages. This is a scenario one might see with a behind-the-
meter connection, where the fuel cells, not the grid, cover the difference in generation when the nuclear plant 
goes offline. For extended fuel cell operation, sufficient hydrogen needs to be stored locally, which can lead to 
additional combustible fluid hazards that must be considered.  
13 If direct pipeline access is not available, then keeping enough fuel on site for backup situations can be difficult. 
The Uptime Institute has specified 12 hours of fuel on site as a minimum for its Tier Standard defined data centers 
(i.e., Tiers 1–4) (Uptime Institute, 2014). The Telecommunications Industry Association standard TIA-942 specifies a 
value for each tier, with up to 96 hours for Tier 4 (Caplitoline, 2021). 
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still be desirable, and the nuclear plant would still require its own backup power. In addition, 
the nuclear plant would need to be run in standby, which would make for expensive backup 
power. Rather than dedicated nuclear backup, another option could be diversion of power from 
a nuclear plant that is connected to the electrical grid for normal operation through a behind-
the-meter connection (see Section 2.3.1.3). In this scenario, electrical grid stability and nuclear 
plant operational impacts require careful evaluation due to the fast demand transient, typically 
less than a minute. The impact of such a transient would be dependent on the amount of 
electricity diverted, but the sudden loss of a large generation source diverted from the grid to a 
data center could be problematic for grid stability. 

Data centers come in all sizes, each with its own energy needs. As identified in an article by Dgtl 
Infra (Dgtl Infra, 2024b), data centers are typically categorized into three size bins, as noted in 
Table 1 below. 

Table 1. Data center sizes and power capacity [based on (Dgtl Infra, 2024b)] 

Size14 Small Medium 
(Average) 

Large15 
(Hyperscale) 

Building Size 5,000–20,000 ft2 
(460–1,860 m2) 

20,000–100,000 ft2 
(1,860–9,200 m2) 

100,000 ft2–1M+ ft2 
(9,200–92,900+ m2) 

Server Count 500–2,000 2,000–10,000 10,000–100,000+ 

Power Capacity 1–5 MW 
(~0.01–0.05 TWh) 

5–20 MW 
(~0.05–0.2 TWh) 

20–1000+ MW 
(~0.2–10 TWh) 

Example Equinix Digital Realty Amazon Web Services 

While all data centers need significant amounts of electricity, hyperscale data centers, which 
represent about 10% of all data centers by number, have tremendous needs. Hyperscale data 
centers are typically divided into two tiers (Data Center Frontier, 2019): 

• Tier 1—mega-hyperscale operators. Examples include Google, Microsoft, Amazon Web 
Services, Meta (Facebook), and Apple, as well as co-location providers such as QTS and 
Vantage. 

• Tier 2—software as a service, platform companies, and cloudlets. Examples include Oracle, 
Salesforce, SAP, Workday, PayPal, Dropbox, Uber, and Lyft. 

Table 2 shows some statistics for the largest hyperscale data center operators. 

  

 
 
14 A fourth size is the micro data center, which is typically very small and consumes less than 150 kW (IBM, 2024a). 
15 The IEA noted in 2019 that hyperscale data centers can consume as much as 150 MWe (1.3 TWh) (IEA, 2019); 
however, much larger gigawatt-scale data centers are being planned (Data Center Frontier, 2024). 
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Table 2. Largest hyperscale data center operators (as of 2024) (Dgtl Infra, 2024b) 

Company/Service Notes and Statistics 

Amazon Web Services 
(AWS) 

• The largest hyperscale cloud provider globally 
• 32 cloud regions and 102 availability zones16 
• 33.5 million ft2 (3M m2) total 

Microsoft Azure 

• Second largest hyperscale cloud provider globally 
• Data center portfolio totals over 200 facilities 
• 62 cloud regions and 120 availability zones 

Google Cloud Platform 
(GCP) 

• Third largest hyperscale cloud provider globally 
• 39 cloud regions and 118 availability zones 

Oracle Cloud • 46 cloud regions and 56 availability zones 

Meta Platforms 
(Facebook) 

• 21 hyperscale data center campuses globally 
• Over 50 million ft2 (4.6M m2) total 

Apple • Eight hyperscale data centers located in the U.S., Denmark, and 
China, with two in development in the U.S. and Europe 

Per the Data Center Frontier report, as of 2019, there were about 430 hyperscale data centers 
worldwide. These accounted for a small percentage of total data centers, but they processed 
more than half the world’s data and consumed an outsized amount of electricity. In 
comparison, in 2017, there were 320 hyperscale data centers; in 2021, there were 728; in 2023, 
there were 992; and 1200 or more are expected by the end of 2026 (ComputerWeekly, 2022; 
Synergy Reserch Group, 2024). As of 2019, the U.S. had about 40% of the hyperscale data 
centers, followed by China, Japan, the U.K., Australia, and Germany, with about 30% combined. 
As of April 2024, the U.S. data center capacity was 51%, followed by 43% combined in China, 
the rest of the Asia-Pacific countries, and Europe. The rate of growth indicates that deployment 
of hyperscale data centers will be a major driver of electricity demand for data centers moving 
forward. 

As noted in Table 1, hyperscale data centers can require 1000+ MW of electricity. To efficiently 
scale and consider time to market, some organizations are constructing data center campuses 
with multiple data center buildings fabricated and installed sequentially. For example, Quantum 
Loophole has proposed a 2100-acre data center campus in Maryland at the site of a former 
manufacturing facility (Data Center Frontier, 2021). This campus is intended to house multiple 
data centers for various customers and is advertised as a “gigawatt-scale” data center city. The 
exact electrical load of the campus is not known, but it is reported that it will require a 
minimum of 500 MW of fossil backup power (Data Center Dynamics, 2023c). 

 
 
16 Typically, an availability zone is equivalent to a single data center. 
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The individual power density of server racks is also increasing. As noted in a Server Lift article 
(Server Lift, 2022): 

More powerful hardware, including advanced server processors, graphic 
processing units (GPUs) and custom ASICs, use energy at a rate that far exceeds 
what the typical hardware data centers have used in the past. For example, a 
typical server processor in 2010-2015 used less than 100w of power, while 
processors today come in at nearly 500w. That’s a stunning increase in less than 
a decade.  

This means that the power consumption of any data center may increase over time, and the 
primary power supply to the data center may need to be scaled as well.17 

The electrical load of a data center changes over time. The changes fall into two categories. 
First, there are slow changes, such as those occurring seasonally (e.g., more power for cooling 
in summer) and daily (e.g., more processing power during business hours and increasing cooling 
demand as outside temperature increases). Those changes are on the order of 10–15% and are 
easier to compensate for with the power source. Second, there are nearly instantaneous 
workload changes over minutes and even milliseconds, which are mainly caused by power 
bursts from AI-driven GPUs. These can result in two to four times the normal power demand 
and can cause local voltage flicker, imbalance, and frequency issues. Those power bursts are 
new challenges and are mainly seen in data centers addressing AI workload (EPRI, 2024b).  

Data centers use several techniques to manage these load changes, including server workload 
balancing, AI-powered load forecasting, geographical migration to other data centers, novel 
cooling strategies, resolution of load burst challenges at the chip level, and use of energy 
storage devices such as batteries, flywheels, and ultracapacitors, along with monitoring via data 
center infrastructure management tools (APC, 2011; Basmadjian, 2019; Dgtl Infra, 2024a). The 
difficulty of managing power fluctuations can be exacerbated when substantial amounts of 
renewable power are used (Data Center Dynamics, 2024b); therefore, high-quality, firm power 
from the grid can be advantageous. In addition, the impact on the power source (grid, behind-
the-meter, or direct connection) increases with the size of the data center and associated 
energy demand. 

To summarize: 

• Data centers already consume a significant amount of electricity. 
• New data center deployment and the corresponding need for electricity are expected to 

grow rapidly, with significant growth led by hyperscale data centers. 
• Hyperscale data centers consume significant amounts of energy, and consumption at 

individual locations is likely to increase over time as rack power densities increase. 

 
 
17 Data center developers typically plan for load growth (APC, 2011) and include that in interconnection requests. 
But it’s difficult to make predictions, especially about the future. 
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• Data center organizations are also looking to significantly increase their use of carbon-free 
energy to power existing and new facilities. 

• Renewable energy is an option, but intermittency and land requirements limit its use, even 
when paired with storage, and often require complicated PPAs. 

• The ability of utilities to meet the demands for new generation, particularly carbon-free 
generation and new transmission, on timelines requested by data centers is constrained. 

• Backup generation is also a concern, as it is currently typically carbon emitting, and current 
technologies may not be allowable or workable for larger sites. 

The above drivers are leading data center operators, particularly hyperscale operators, to 
consider the use of nuclear power, which can offer non-carbon emitting generation with the 
highest capacity factor of any generation type, supporting 24/7 operations. 

As can be seen in Table 6, nuclear power plants are typically categorized into four sizes. Based 
on data center needs and demand, MRs , SMRs, and large reactors could be candidates for 
directly powering a data center. By deploying multiple units, simultaneously or over time, 
nuclear reactors can also, in theory, be scaled to meet a data center’s needs, or even grow with 
the data center as its power needs increase.  

Data center organizations can leverage nuclear power in several ways. These will be discussed 
in more detail below in Section 2, but they all present both opportunities and challenges. These 
include connecting to the grid (Section 2.3.1.1), power purchase agreements (Section 2.3.1.2), 
behind-the-meter connections (Section 2.3.1.3), and direct connection (Section 2.3.1.4). 

1.3 Getting Started 

This report builds on several other published EPRI reports. Readers should be familiar with 
these in order to attain more than a basic understanding. Readers will want to review the 
following EPRI reports: 

• Advanced Nuclear Technology: Site Selection and Evaluation Criteria for New Nuclear Energy 
Generation Facilities (Siting Guide)—2022 Revision (EPRI 3002023910) (EPRI, 2022c): 
Provides fundamental and detailed information on the siting of a new nuclear power plant. 

• Advanced Nuclear Technology: Single Site Evaluation Guide: Preliminary Assessment of a 
Predefined Site for Deployment of a New Nuclear Energy Facility (EPRI 3002030533) (EPRI, 
2024d): Provides guidance for preliminary evaluation of a single site identified for potential 
nuclear plant deployment. 

• Advanced Nuclear Technology: Owner-Operator Reactor Technology Assessment Guide 
(Reactor Technology Assessment Guide) (EPRI 3002025344) (EPRI, 2022a): Describes the 
process for evaluating different reactor technologies and designs to find the best options 
for deployment. Having a specified original equipment manufacturer (OEM) design is not 
required for early evaluation; however, not having one or two designs identified will limit 
the evaluation without significant assumptions because some decisions are design 
dependent. 
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• From Coal to Nuclear: A Practical Guide for Developing Nuclear Energy Facilities in Coal 
Plant Communities (Coal to Nuclear) (EPRI 3002026517) (EPRI, 2023): Provides guidance on 
siting at a specific location and is specifically intended for use with an identified coal plant 
site. Those evaluating existing or retired coal sites for future nuclear deployment should use 
this report as key guidance. 

• New Build Nuclear Plant Development and Technical Assistance: Guide to EPRI Resources 
(NPTA) (EPRI 3002025692) (EPRI, 2022b): Discusses the activities for a new build reactor 
project. This guide includes checklists for key information needed at each phase of the 
project and a bibliography of resources that EPRI has available. It is intended for those new 
to nuclear plant development (requires EPRI membership or purchase to access). 

1.4 Energy Facilities, Plant, Sites, and Units 

The terms energy facilities, plant, sites, and units are not well defined or universally used in the 
same way. In this report, unless otherwise specified, these terms typically refer to nuclear 
facilities and are typically intended to mean the following: 

• Energy facility—An industrial complex that produces energy for any purpose (electricity, 
steam, or hydrogen). 

• Plant—An industrial and organizational complex that houses an energy facility. Often used 
synonymously with energy facility, site, or unit. 

• Site—The specific land area that hosts the plant or units. 
• Unit—An individual complex that typically (but not always) contains one heat source and 

one generator. 

1.5 Reactor Size and Type Designations 

The global nuclear industry has many classifications for defining the size and type of a nuclear 
plant. Unfortunately, these classifications are more generalizations than specifications, which 
can lead to misunderstanding.  

A detailed discussion of reactor type and size designations is beyond the scope of this report, 
but understanding these designations is important in the process that follows. Readers should 
see Section 1.4.1 of the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) or Section 1.5.1 of the EPRI Reactor 
Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a) for detailed discussion. Below is a summary. 

Reactors are typically described by a subset of design attributes and features, which include: 

• Coolant (water, gas, liquid metal, molten salt) (also see Table 3) 
• Historical generation (I–IV) 
• Mission (e.g., electricity, heat production) 
• Thermal/electrical output (MWt/MWe) (also see Table 6) 
• Neutron energy or speed (thermal or fast) 
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• Moderator (e.g., light water, heavy water, graphite) 
• Fuel state (solid, liquid) 

Classifications that are particularly relevant are detailed below. 

• Historical generation: The terms generation (GEN) I, II, III, III+, and IV primarily refer to the 
historical development period of a nuclear reactor design. Most reactors operating globally 
today are GEN II. All GEN III and III+ designs are water based, and many GEN III plants are 
currently operating globally, with more under construction or planned. GEN IV specifically 
refers to a set of ARs currently under development, being studied by the Generation IV 
International Forum, and expected to start operations in the 2030s (Woodhead Publishing, 
2023). Light water SMRs offer attributes that bridge the GEN III/III+ and GEN IV classes. 

• Reactor size: 
Note: See Table 6 for details on the relationship of size and thermal/electrical output. 
− Large reactor (LR): Most commercial nuclear plants operating today are GEN II, III, and 

III+ designs and would be considered LRs, typically about 600 MWe or larger. 
− Medium reactor: The term medium reactor is not often used but is incorporated in this 

report to span the size gap between SMRs and LRs, typically about 300 MWe to 600 
MWe. 

− Small reactor: Small reactors are often referred to as SMRs, but SMR is an ambiguous 
term that can easily cause confusion if not specified in more detail. SMRs typically range 
from about 50 MWe to 300 MWe. 

− Microreactor (MR): Although there is no specific standard, this term typically refers  
to a very small reactor generating a relatively low amount of power, typically less than 
50 MWe. 

• Technology generation: 
− Current generation: The current generation of nuclear plant technology encompasses 

all types of commercial nuclear reactors currently operating globally (including 
developed LR designs not yet built and those under construction, but excluding light 
water SMRs). 

− Advanced reactor: Much like SMR or MR, the term AR can be ambiguous, and many 
organizations have developed their own definitions. This report defines an AR as any 
(fission) reactor concept or design beyond GEN III/III+ technologies, including non-light 
water designs, light water SMRs, and MRs. 

• Reactor types and designations: Table 3 contains a summary of the various reactor types 
and their common abbreviations, which are often used in documentation and literature.  
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Table 3. Common reactor types 

Type Coolant Abbreviation 

Water 

Light Water 
PWR 

BWR 

Heavy Water HWR 

Super Critical Water SCWR 

Gas 
Carbon Dioxide GCR 

Helium HTGR 

Molten Salt18 
Molten Salt (Liquid Fueled) MSR 

Fluoride Salt (Solid Fuel) FHR 

Liquid Metal 
Lead LFR 

Sodium SFR 

Also, reports by the Nuclear Innovation Alliance (NIA) and the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) offer good primers on the various types of ARs available (NIA, 2023; IAEA, 2020; 
IAEA, 2022). 

1.6 Plant Parameter Envelope and Site Parameter Envelope 

The terms plant parameter envelope (PPE) and site parameter envelope (SPE) are often used 
when siting a nuclear plant. While these terms sound similar, they are distinct in definition and 
purpose. These concepts can be useful when assessing siting, as well as technologies and 
designs. The purpose of a PPE is to allow for the identification of potential sites when a specific 
plant design or technology has not yet been selected, while the SPE is developed by the reactor 
designer for its specific design. The details of PPEs and SPEs are beyond the scope of this report, 
but readers should see Section 1.4.3 of the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) or Section 1.5.3 of 
the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a) for an in-depth discussion. 
Understanding these concepts is important in the evaluation process. 

  

 
 
18 There are many different formulations of molten salts, and the choices depend on neutron energy design, 
whether the fuel is solid or liquid, and whether the salt is used as a primary or secondary coolant. See the World 
Nuclear Association’s web page on molten salt reactors (WNA, 2021). 
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1.7 Owners, Operators, Data Centers, and Organizations 

Typically, the owner-operator of a nuclear plant is an electrical utility. However, if deploying a 
new nuclear plant to directly support a data center, the owner and operator could be any 
number of combinations. For example: 

• The owner and the operator could be the data center organization. For several reasons 
discussed below, this is an unlikely option, but technically it is possible. 

• The owner could be the data center organization and the plant operator a nuclear operating 
company. The operator is typically a utility with nuclear operating experience, but some AR 
developers are offering operating services as part of their overall deployment package. 

The are many other combinations, and this matter can be complicated further during the siting 
process if the owner of the land is not a nuclear operating company, such as a utility. However, 
for simplicity, this report uses the term owner-operator to cover all options for the nuclear 
plant unless otherwise noted.  

Like a nuclear power plant, a data center can have various combinations of owner and 
operator. For example:  

• A large technology company could both own and operate its own data center. 
• A company could lease space from another organization for a data center it then operates. 
• A company could build an entire data center complex and then lease out space to several 

other organizations.  
• The owner and operator of the data center could house and manage the data of another 

organization. 

This report uses the term data center for the physical data center facility, whether one building 
or more, and the term data center organization for the company or companies with financial 
and decision-making control. Theoretically, the data center organization could also be an 
owner, or even an operator, of a nuclear plant, but this report uses the term owner-operator 
when referring to the nuclear plant.  

1.8 End User Applicability 

This report is intended to be applicable to any data center organization or nuclear plant owner-
operator, regardless of locale, and to be as regulation neutral as possible. The topics identified 
in Section 2 are generally regulation agnostic and valid for almost any site or nuclear 
technology. Where reference to regulations is needed, U.S. regulations are used. Any noted 
regulatory requirements will typically be necessary in any region because the activities 
themselves are needed to ensure nuclear, personal, and environmental safety. End users 
outside of the U.S. are encouraged to understand the topics and use the references and 
examples provided to help guide them under their own regulatory requirements. 
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2 DATA CENTERS AND NUCLEAR POWER 
The following topics will be discussed in more detail below, but they all involve opportunities 
and challenges that must be addressed: 

• The benefits of nuclear—Nuclear power can provide carbon-free, high-quality, reliable, and 
resilient generation, but it does present several challenges that must be understood before 
a commitment is made. 

• Defining the mission and business objectives—The goals of the data center organization 
must be well understood, particularly the time frame for which power is needed. This also 
includes understanding its desired relationship with its power provider. 

• Choosing the best option—Direct, behind-the-meter, and grid connection are all options for 
obtaining electricity generated by nuclear power, and each offers opportunities and 
challenges. Available options may be dictated by whether the data center or nuclear plant 
already exists or will be newly built and by the local regulatory environment. 

• Technology and design selection—Current nuclear technology is still in flux. Large GW-sized 
plant designs (LRs) are currently available, but SMR and MR designs are under development. 
This leads to uncertainty regarding deployment schedule and cost. 

• Siting—Nuclear plants have specific requirements for siting to ensure safety for the facility 
and the public. These requirements will have an impact on how and where a data center 
can interconnect with the plant.  

• Regulatory engagement—Several regulatory challenges must be addressed. These can 
include nuclear regulatory issues, other energy-related issues (typically concerning grid 
reliability), financial issues, and air, water, and other environmental issues.  

• Cost and other economic evaluations—The data center operator must address both the 
costs and the economic benefits of using nuclear power. The data center organization will 
need to evaluate the options per its mission and business objectives. 

• Public perception and acceptance—While public acceptance of nuclear is currently 
increasing, a data center organization will need to understand how the local community 
feels about the potential deployment of a nuclear plant within it. Efforts to deploy a nuclear 
plant in a community that does not want it are unlikely to succeed.  
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2.1 Benefits of Nuclear for Powering Data Centers 

The decision to use nuclear power for a data center cannot be made in a vacuum. It must be 
thoughtfully based on the data center organization’s business objectives and consider all other 
potential energy options. For the purposes of this report, it is assumed that a decision to at 
least evaluate nuclear has been made, and that strict impediments such as a local moratorium 
on nuclear power do not prevent its use. With that understanding, there are good reasons to 
include nuclear as a potential energy option. A nuclear plant can be: 

• Clean—While country, state, and local regulations may value it differently, a nuclear plant is 
non-carbon emitting during its operating lifetime and, except for hydropower, emits less 
carbon over its entire lifecycle than any other generation source (IPCC, 2015). 

• Reliable—Nuclear plants have proven to have the highest capacity factors of any generation 
asset on the grid, routinely operating above 90% of the time (WNA, 2022a). 

• Dispatchable—ARs will have the ability to operate flexibly, by ramping electricity 
generation up and down, on grids that include significant intermittent generation, such as 
solar and wind (EPRI, 2019). Nuclear plant designers can provide design-specific ramp rates.  

• Scalable19—With the availability of MRs and SMRs, a range of deployment options are 
available, from less than 50 MWe up to more than 1000 MWe (U.S. DOE, 2024a; INL, 
2024a). Also, MRs and SMRs are typically designed to allow for incremental growth over 
time (NuScale, 2024; Oklo, 2024), and technically, large light water reactors (LLWRs) can 
also be added over time, if desired and planned for (Wikipedia, 2024c; Wikipedia, 2024b; 
Wikipedia, 2024a). 

• Economical—Although nuclear deployment can have a higher capital cost than other 
generation options, the long life and low fuel cost of nuclear plants can make them 
economically attractive over the long term (WNA, 2022b). Additionally, the inclusion of 
nuclear power as a firm power supply can offset the costs of building and operating the 
overcapacity that is required when using high levels of variable renewables.  

• A good neighbor—The long life of a new nuclear plant is also an asset to the local 
community, providing much-needed economic stability with an impact on the tax base and 
ancillary service businesses (Good Energy Collective, 2021). Nuclear plants can also provide 
both direct and indirect jobs in numbers that can be attractive to the local community and 
typically exceed those provided by a data center alone (ScottMadden, 2021; U.S. DOE, 2022; 
Area Development, 2015). 

Another potential benefit on the horizon is steam adsorption cooling. Nuclear power plants 
may be able to provide low-grade steam for data center cooling via steam adsorption chillers if 
located within a reasonable distance, about 20 miles (32 km), from the data center. This 
increases integration complexity but could reduce operating costs since the steam adsorption 
chillers are energized by the low-grade steam, as compared to vapor compression chillers,  

 
 
19 References to specific plants and companies are provided as examples only. 
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which are driven by energy-demanding motors. The details of steam adsorption chillers are 
beyond the scope of this report, but this cooling is mentioned as a potential benefit of nuclear 
integration with data centers. EPRI is currently researching this area and will provide updates in 
the future.  

As with other generation options, there are also considerations that may make nuclear power 
unattractive. The most prominent issues center around community sentiment regarding 
perceived risk and nuclear waste management. From a technical perspective, these issues can 
be overcome, and many forthcoming AR designs purposely address these concerns, but they 
must be understood and evaluated when making the business decision to deploy nuclear.  

2.2 Defining the Mission and Business Objectives 

The data center organization must consider its overall mission and business objectives. These 
include those of the whole organization (e.g., total deployments over time and ESG or CSR 
goals), including its long-term plans, as well as the details of any specific data center 
deployment (e.g., size and location). These objectives will be used to determine if nuclear is an 
option, technically and financially, and if so, how it might be incorporated.  

With respect to siting a nuclear power plant, the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) assumes that 
the future nuclear plant owner-operator has fully identified the mission and business objectives 
for nuclear deployment, but it does not specifically identify what those should encompass. This 
activity is one of the most crucial steps in the process and foundational to decision making, and 
a discussion on typical missions and business objectives for new nuclear projects can be found 
in Section 4.3 of the EPRI Siting Guide. In addition, Section 2.1.1 of the EPRI Reactor Technology 
Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a) identifies a minimum set of mission and business objective 
criteria that should be developed by the owner-operator when considering deployment of a 
new nuclear plant. They include items such as definition of / requirements for the nuclear 
power plant (e.g., electricity or heat), required output (i.e., MWe or MWt), reasons for choosing 
the target site, plant service requirements (e.g., priorities for flexible or firm generation, 
reliability, or weather resiliency), operating life expectancy, need dates and time frames, and 
budgets. This information is used for all remaining activities to ensure that complex decisions 
are made according to the owner-operator’s goals. 

Both the EPRI Siting Guide and the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide consider the 
concepts of exclusionary and avoidance factors regarding the criteria identified below in 
Sections 2.4.1 and 2.4.2. Section 2.1 of the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide provides 
good definitions of these terms and how they relate to mission and business objectives. These 
factors will drive the results of the criteria evaluations. This is most crucial when addressing 
avoidance factors because these are under full control of the owner-operator and can be 
changed as desired, but doing so can impart risk to the project. 
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2.3 Choosing the Best Option 

Once an organization has fully defined its mission and business objectives for the data center, 
the next step is to identify the best option or options for obtaining electricity. For any 
organization, this evaluation will include a review of all electricity generation options, including 
renewable, fossil, and other options, such as hydro. Depending on the size and mission of the 
data center, a mix of generation options may be appropriate.  

The evaluation of options will tend to be a financial one, but non-financial aspects will also need 
to be addressed, such as the organization’s goals for using non-carbon emitting generation, the 
options that may be available from a logistics perspective (e.g., the availability of natural gas or 
transmission and distribution lines), and goals for reliability and uptime. Most organizations will 
have processes and procedures for performing this analysis, and it is beyond the scope of this 
report. This report assumes that nuclear power is considered to be at least one viable option 
and concentrates on the evaluation of nuclear power.  

Even when nuclear generation is identified as a primary option for a data center’s energy 
portfolio, multiple options are available. Each presents its own opportunities and challenges, 
including some that may apply differently to existing or new data centers as well as existing or 
new nuclear plants. Several of these scenarios are discussed in the sections below, along with 
distinct options and considerations that must be addressed. The scenarios are non-exhaustive, 
and organizations may find that different possibilities are available. The goal is to provide the 
organization with a framework for its own evaluations. 

Note: Section 2.4.4 discusses economic considerations that will impact nuclear evaluation. 

2.3.1 Concepts 

There are several concepts that apply to typical scenarios for making use of nuclear power: 
connecting to the grid, PPAs, behind-the-meter connections, direct connections, and 
construction of new nuclear plants. Each is discussed below.  

2.3.1.1 Connecting to the Grid 

The easiest way to take advantage of nuclear power is to simply connect to a grid that has a 
sizable portion of nuclear generation (see Figure 1). 
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Figure 1. Example of a typical grid connection 

Electrons do not care where they came from or where they go, so when a data center is 
connected to the grid, there is no guarantee that it will be getting energy from an individual 
power source.20 However, in the context of the overall grid, a large amount of nuclear 
generation will still provide benefit. This is true even in the U.S., which is generally separated 
into three large interconnects. With subdivisions managed by regional transmission 
organizations (RTOs), independent system operators (ISOs) (U.S. FERC, 2024c), and individual 
utilities, one can identify regions with high proportions of nuclear generation.21  

Connecting to the grid in proximity to high quantities of nuclear generation can provide several 
technical benefits: 

• Nuclear plants typically provide a large amount of firm baseload power to the grid. This 
helps keep the grid stable and reliable, ensuring high-quality, frequency-controlled power, 
which is crucial for data centers (NREL, 2020a).  

• In the U.S., the inertia provided by nuclear generation currently ranges from about 3% up to 
about 24%, depending on the amount of nuclear generation deployed in a particular 
balancing authority (U.S. DOE, 2023a). 

• High nuclear plant capacity factors help ensure that power is continuously available (U.S. 
DOE, 2021). 

• Nuclear plants typically have 18–24 months of fuel on site, helping to ensure power 
production in severe weather or when other logistical issues arise (NEI, 2024). 

 
 
20 No, electrons don’t actually flow in AC circuits. To learn more, see the video The Big Misconception About 
Electricity for a simple answer and MIT’s A Visual Tour of Classical Electromagnetism for a very detailed discussion. 
21 A review of EIA data (U.S. EIA, 2024b) shows that commercial nuclear plants are deployed in 28 U.S. states, but 
about 50% of all nuclear energy capacity comes from just seven states: Illinois, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
Alabama, North Carolina, Georgia, and Texas.   
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• Nuclear plants are non-carbon emitting (U.S. DOE, 2023b).  

Making a standard grid connection is typically the easiest method for accessing the benefits of 
nuclear power, but unless a PPA (see Section 2.3.1.2 below) is used, the data center 
organization may not be able to take credit (e.g., contractual credit) for the non-carbon 
emitting generation. Connecting to the grid can also be complicated by the need for additional 
transmission and distribution infrastructure, and unless the local grid has enough power 
already, new generation may need to be added before the data center’s connection. This can 
be time consuming and conflict with time-to-market strategic goals of the data center 
companies. 

2.3.1.2 Power Purchase Agreements 

Depending on the utility and local energy regulations, PPAs may be an option, allowing the data 
center to contractually purchase power from a utility’s nuclear plants while physically 
connecting anywhere on the grid. As defined in Energy Project Financing: Resources and 
Strategies for Success, put simply, a PPA is a “long-term agreement to buy power from a 
company that produces electricity” (Thumann & Woodroof, 2021). PPAs can be physical or 
virtual. The specific details and differences are beyond the scope of this report, but it should be 
noted that currently, most PPAs are virtual and often include RECs22 (RMI, 2019). The financial 
terms of PPAs may also allow for lower electricity costs for the buyer due to long-term 
commitments, but this could be offset by higher costs when buying from higher-cost generators 
for a specific purpose (e.g., when specifically buying from low- or zero-carbon emitting 
sources).  

PPAs are typically associated with renewable power, but from a technical perspective, there is 
no reason they cannot be associated with nuclear energy. For an example, see Nuclear Power 
Purchase Agreements Take Shape in the U.S. (IIR, 2023). However, it should be noted that PPAs 
are typically regulated by energy commissions, for example, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (U.S. FERC) in the U.S. (U.S. FERC, 2024b). In the U.S., PPAs are also subject to state 
energy regulations, and thus their availability, policies, and financial conditions will vary, 
typically at the utility level. States with highly deregulated electricity markets will typically have 
more options. As of publication, 32 states (and Washington, D.C.) have some form of energy 
deregulation (Quick Electricty, 2024). 

PPAs may also be used when making a behind-the-meter connection (see Section 2.3.1.3). 

  

 
 
22 See the definitions at the top of this report for descriptions of physical and virtual PPAs.  
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2.3.1.3 Behind-the-Meter Connections 

A recent topic of importance is connection of end-user facilities, such as an industrial plant or a 
data center, to a nuclear plant behind the meter. Behind-the-meter generation refers to a 
variety of technologies that generate electricity at or near where it will be used.23 The end-user 
facility is connected to the nuclear plant before the point where the plant is connected to the 
main grid and its output measured, or metered, as part of the overall electrical generation of 
the plant for use by the public on the grid (see Figure 2). 

 
Figure 2. Example of a behind-the-meter connection 

A behind-the-meter connection allows the plant to sell its electricity directly to the end user. 
This can potentially provide the buyer with a lower price for electricity if typical grid 
transmission and distribution cost can be avoided. More importantly, it can typically provide 
long-term price certainty for a certain type of generation (e.g., carbon free). This price certainty 
can be of value to both the buyer and the seller. Also, behind-the-meter connections can 
potentially speed interconnection, providing direct access to power without the delays 
associated with building high-voltage transmission lines over long distances. In the U.S., 
regulatory agencies are working through the cost allocation and other details associated with 
behind-the-meter connections (see Note below). 

Typically, a behind-the-meter connection would power the data center and provide excess 
power to the grid when the data center does not need it. However, depending on the 
engagement structure, a behind-the-meter connection could also allow the generation plant to 
provide full power to the grid when needed, and then provide power to the data center when  

 
 
23 In most cases, one will find that simple definitions of behind-the-meter generation refer to co-located solar 
generation or battery storage. This is simply because these are very common today. However, any generation 
source and load center can be configured as a behind-the-meter connection. A technically detailed definition can 
be found in PJM Manual 14G: Generation Interconnection Requests (PJM, 2023). 
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the grid does not need all the plant’s power, allowing the plant to potentially run at full power 
instead of ramping down. Such an arrangement could help maintain grid stability and possibly 
provide an avenue for the data center to receive low-cost power that might have gone unused. 

Whether a generator and end user can participate in such an arrangement depends on the local 
electricity regulatory status. For example, in the U.S., states with regulated energy markets may 
not permit such arrangements, instead requiring all generated power to be bought and sold 
from the grid, while unregulated states may be more welcoming to the concept (KPMG, 2023). 

Nuclear safety and electricity regulators, such as the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 
and North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC), may also have an interest because 
behind-the-meter connections can have safety and reliability implications that must be 
addressed.24 

A more detailed discussion on this topic is beyond the scope of this report, but there are a few 
things to keep in mind: 

• Setting up a behind-the-meter connection requires additional planning and equipment. For 
nuclear, there are additional transients and safety aspects that must be addressed for both 
the nuclear plant and the end-user facility (e.g., switching transients, load rejection, 
additional electrical protections and isolations, stability impacts, harmonic impacts).  

• Behind-the-meter connections usually need the end-user facility to be near the generation 
plant. Proximity is flexible, but to reduce new transmission costs, a distance up to about 5 
miles (8 km) or less is practical. While the end-user facility can be located near a nuclear 
plant, there are considerations that must be evaluated and accounted for (see Section 2.4). 

• With a behind-the-meter connection, a full loss of load from the data center (e.g., if the 
data center’s main transformer goes offline) may not be buffered by the rest of the grid. If 
the loss is too great, it could result in a plant trip more easily than if the data center were 
connected to the grid. Nuclear plants are designed to manage losses of load and plant trips, 
but their designs typically specify the number of times such cycling events (or anticipated 
operational occurrences) are assumed to occur in the plant’s lifetime.25 While plant trips 
are planned and designed for, they are undesired situations that can impose a safety risk to 
the plant and affect overall grid stability (IAEA, 2012). 

  

 
 
24 As examples, see Talen Energy’s submittal to the NRC regarding potential environmental issues (Talen Energy, 
2022) and an NREL report on behind-the-meter grid reliability issues (NREL, 2020b). 
25 As an example, Westinghouse training documentation (Westinghouse, 2020) notes that a loss of load greater 
than 50% will cause a plant trip. The EPRI Utility Requirements Document notes that advanced light water reactors 
and SMRs should be able to manage 100% load loss without a reactor trip (EPRI, 2014); however, the specific value 
for any nuclear plant will be design specific. On the other hand, a large behind-the-meter connection could 
potentially help prevent a plant trip due to loss of grid load, but again, this would be design specific and dependent 
on the overall load that is behind the meter (Lim & Park, 2020). 
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• A behind-the-meter connection is different from a direct connection, in which the electrical 
generation facility is only connected to the end-user facility, not to the grid. While direct 
connection is possible for some generation types, there are additional issues that must be 
addressed for nuclear generation (see Section 2.3.1.4). 

• A behind-the-meter connection to an existing nuclear power plant could be the fastest 
time-to-market strategy for a data center owner-operator. 

As with PPAs, the ability to take advantage of a behind-the-meter connection can be dependent 
on federal and state energy market regulations. 

Note: As an example, readers should consider the recent development of a data center campus 
with a behind-the-meter connection to the Susquehanna nuclear plant, including regulatory 
issues raised (Data Center Dynamics, 2023d; PR Newswire, 2024; IEEE Spectrum, 2024; Utility 
Drive, 2024). 

2.3.1.4 Direct Connections 

In a direct connection scenario, a nuclear plant is directly connected to a data center. All power 
generated by the nuclear plant is provided to the data center (see Figure 3). 

 
Figure 3. Example of a direct connection 

Except for some specific niche situations, such as a data center deployed in a remote region 
connected to a specific type of nuclear plant with certain capabilities, direct connection is less 
likely than other options. In most cases, particularly for nuclear safety and reliability reasons, 
there will normally be some type of backup or contingency grid connection or multiple nuclear 
power plant units connected to power the data center with electrical cross ties. Some of the 
reasons for this are as follows: 

• While some nuclear plant designs can operate without grid power during emergencies, 
most plants still prefer to have offsite power available when intentionally shutting down or 
during transient events. The loss of offsite power is a safety concern contributing to overall 
risk (U.S. NRC, 2024e). Although operating without offsite power can be demonstrated to be 
safe to the public, it can lead to plant damage. (For example, MSRs and SFRs require heating 
to keep their coolant liquified. If it is solidified, the plant could be irreparably damaged.) As 
noted in the EPRI Utility Requirements Document (URD) and EPRI Owner-Operator  
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Requirements Guide (ORG)  (EPRI, 2014; EPRI, 2019), asset protection is a key policy 
expectation for new nuclear plants. Similarly, having nuclear plants rely on backup 
generators is typically undesirable for safety and operational reasons. 

• The safety case for most nuclear plants involves addressing how the plant responds to load 
loss. If the data center is the sole load for the nuclear plant and it goes offline for reasons 
such as a main transformer failure, the plant must safely handle the situation. Typically, 
such load loss can trigger an automatic plant trip, a specific transient that the plant must 
demonstrate it can manage safely. 

• While some nuclear plants may be able to start without a grid connection, a situation called 
a black start, this is typically undesirable for safety and reliability reasons. 

• Nuclear plants typically run at fixed power levels, although some designs allow flexibility, 
and future SMRs and ARs are expected to allow for load following and flexible operation. 
With a direct connection, the nuclear plant’s electrical output must follow the data center’s 
demand. If a data center doesn’t use all the generated power, the excess power must be 
redirected; if the data center needs more power than the plant can supply, additional 
power must be obtained. Also, flexible operations can reduce plant efficiency, increase 
component degradation by thermocycling, and lead to inefficient use of nuclear fuel.  
The nature and magnitude of these issues are design and technology dependent (see 
Section 2.4.1).  

• A direct connection can create a single point vulnerability for the data center, especially if a 
single nuclear unit is the power source. If that unit shuts down intentionally, due to a 
transient or an emergency, the data center still requires power. Most nuclear plants need 
extended shutdowns of several days for refueling and maintenance. Although data centers 
usually have backup generators, they typically want to avoid running on backup power for 
extended periods as it increases their own operational risk. Also, depending on the 
technologies used, running emergency generators for non-emergencies could violate air 
permit requirements.26 

For the reasons noted above, a simple direct connection to a single unit will not be an optimal 
choice for a data center. Instead, multiple nuclear power units or modules, or a grid connection 
for both the data center and the nuclear plant, would be desired or needed. The resulting 
situation would resemble a behind-the-meter connection. As a minimum, a microgrid capable 
of load balancing and backup generation could be needed. 

 
 
26 Nuclear plants use specialized backup generators for safety systems only, equivalent to a small percentage of 
their total power capacity. Conversely, data centers typically match backup generation to regular operations, 
which can cause significant emission differences, notably with diesel generators. 
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2.3.1.5 Constructing New Nuclear Plants 

An option for a data center to take advantage of nuclear generation is to build a new nuclear 
plant. There are several ways that a new nuclear plant could provide power to the data center: 

• The plant could simply be added to the local grid by a utility. This could include the 
purchase of power via PPAs by the data center. 

• The plant could be added to the grid by a utility but be built in proximity to an existing or 
new data center for a behind-the-meter connection. 

• The plant could be built in proximity to an existing or new data center for a direct 
connection. 

Adding new nuclear power is the most complex option, requiring a detailed understanding of 
the financial implications as well as the technical aspects of building a new nuclear plant. 

Note: The new nuclear power could be in the form of multiple nuclear plants (e.g., several 
SMRs or MRs). This scenario is discussed in several sections below, but for simplicity, most of 
this report will refer to adding a single nuclear plant, unless otherwise noted. 

2.3.1.5.1 Utility Addition to the Grid 

The most straightforward method for adding new nuclear would be for a utility to add new 
nuclear generation to its overall portfolio. The data center would then simply connect to the 
grid and take advantage of the benefits of nuclear generation, possibly using a PPA. The process 
for a utility to add new nuclear generation to its portfolio is well documented and typically 
governed by the local nuclear regulator, such as the NRC in the U.S. Readers should review the 
EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) and the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 
2022a) for more information on the general process requirements.  

Though well defined, the process can be costly, and the time to license and construct, including 
any uncertainty, must be considered. If it is left to the utility to make the decisions and execute 
the process, the data center organization may need to wait a considerable time for completion. 
However, there are ways that the data center organization could positively impact the process. 
For example, it could: 

• Work with the local utility to ensure that the data center organization’s needs are 
considered in the utility’s integrated resource plan (IRP) or similar long-term planning 
efforts. Data center deployment can be faster than completion of the IRP process, which 
can be quite methodical. Because the data centers need the power, there is a speed-to-
market mismatch that data center organizations should proactively address. See Section 
3.2.2 of EPRI’s Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) for more information. 
Note: The EPRI white paper Powering Intelligence (EPRI, 2024c) points out that 
collaboration between data center organizations and utilities is an important strategy. 
Developing a deeper understanding of what both organizations need and making use of 
enabling technologies and policies opens opportunities to both increase grid reliability and 
reduce costs for data center operations. 
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• Perform up-front work to locate, procure, and potentially license a site for a new nuclear 
power plant. This is a significant endeavor and should only be considered in partnership 
with a utility. See EPRI’s Single Site Evaluation Guide for more information on this topic. 

• Engage with the utility on a PPA for future power purchases to help shore up the financial 
incentives for the utility (see Section 2.3.1.2 above). 

• Become a fractional owner of the new nuclear plant, which could mean financially 
supporting its construction and operation or other arrangements between the parties. 
Several nuclear plants, particularly in the U.S., have multiple owners, with either one owner 
or a separate operating organization acting as the operator. For examples of such situations, 
see U.S. EIA’s web page on nuclear reactor ownership (U.S. EIA, 2023). Potential data center 
organizations should understand that even fractional ownership of a nuclear power plant 
comes with responsibilities and liability risks. However, it could allow for a financial return 
on investment that would not be achieved simply by paying for electricity, and depending 
on the local financial regulatory status, it could allow for more favored electricity rates. 
Note: Data center organizations will want to carefully consider the roles they take in the 
ownership or operation of a nuclear facility. While it is possible to both own and operate 
the facility, there are technical, operational, financial, liability, and security issues that must 
be addressed. Also, some countries have laws regarding who may have ownership of a 
nuclear facility. For example, the U.S. NRC has rules for foreign ownership based on the 
Atomic Energy Act (U.S. NRC, 2023c). Before taking a substantial role as an owner or 
operator of a nuclear power plant, data center organizations need to be aware of the 
associated requirements and challenges, which are beyond the scope of this report. EPRI 
cannot provide specific guidance on how any organization should manage such a venture 
but recommends partnering with an existing owner-operator to ensure challenges are 
understood. 

2.3.1.5.2 Utility Addition with a Behind-the-Meter Connection 

This scenario is like the one above, but with the specific intent of locating the new nuclear plant 
in proximity to the data center to facilitate a behind-the-meter connection. 

If the data center does not already exist, then the two facilities would typically be sited 
simultaneously during the same process, though not necessarily side by side (proximity is 
discussed above in Section 2.3.1.3). They could be sited almost anywhere, subject to the 
regulations and technical requirements for siting both. While targeting a specific location for 
both facilities is possible, following the procedures in the EPRI Siting Guide for selecting a region 
of interest and systematically reducing the options from candidate areas down to proposed and 
alternative sites, evaluating the nuclear site and the data center site simultaneously, would be 
the recommended practice.  

If the data center already exists, then proximity becomes a limiting issue. A valid site for the 
nuclear plant must be found in reasonable proximity to the data center. While data center 
siting constraints (Data Center Frontier, 2020), such as climate, seismic risk, and transportation 
access, are like those of a nuclear plant (see the EPRI Siting Guide), they are not the same. For 
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example, data centers will want to carefully consider local network latency, which is usually not 
a concern to a nuclear plant. Therefore, a siting location valid for a data center may not be 
viable for a nuclear plant, and vice versa. If the data center location is known, using the process 
in the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) would allow for a quick determination of 
whether a targeted location is likely viable for a new nuclear plant. 

In both cases, the data center organization must work in concert with the utility to evaluate the 
siting options and understand how the project will be financed. 

2.3.1.5.3 Direct Connection 

As noted above in Section 2.3.1.4, a simple direct connection can be challenging in most cases. 
However, if the specific circumstances warrant such effort, the data center organization will 
need to work with some type of owner-operator to finance and construct the new nuclear 
facility. At this time, some AR developers are proposing such arrangements, and data centers 
may want to work with them directly. Also, some utilities that already own and operate nuclear 
plants may be willing to take on the role of operator if another organization takes financial 
ownership and responsibility for construction. As noted in Section 2.3.1.5.1, data center 
organizations should carefully consider their role in such scenarios.  

A direct connection is unlikely to make sense for an existing data center because the power 
infrastructure is already in place. However, it could make sense for new data centers, 
particularly if located in more remote areas, when sufficient backup power and contingency 
plans, such as multiple nuclear reactor units, are established to guarantee safe and reliable 
operation. 

2.3.2 For Existing Data Centers 

Adding nuclear power to an existing data center comes with constraints. The generally available 
options, ordered by level of effort of the data center organization, are described below. 

PPAs can be used to contractually procure more nuclear power and offset carbon emissions. 
This option is relatively easy and requires no new infrastructure. However, unless the PPA is 
used to obtain new carbon-free generation, it may do little to reduce system-wide carbon 
emissions. Also, this option does not provide any additional technical benefits from nuclear 
power beyond what is already on the grid. Furthermore, the availability and value of PPAs may 
be limited by federal or state energy market regulations. 

Working with local utilities to add new nuclear power to the grid can provide many of the 
benefits of nuclear power to the data center (existing or new). The data center organization can 
promote a utility’s addition of nuclear power though several means. At a minimum, it can work 
with the utility to help it understand the data center’s needs as the utility works on its long-
term generation portfolio planning (see Section 3.2.2 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide 
(EPRI, 2024d) for additional information on IRPs). Data center organizations could also use PPAs 
or direct investment as financial incentives to the utility.  
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As noted above, connecting an existing data center to a nuclear plant with a behind-the-meter 
connection requires the data center to be in proximity to the nuclear plant. If the data center is 
a reasonable distance from an existing nuclear plant, then running a transmission line from the 
nuclear plant may be possible. This will require procurement of land for the corridor; necessary 
permitting, including environmental evaluation; and construction. The nuclear plant will need 
to make technical modifications to its site and verify that it can safely provide the power, 
requiring some review with the nuclear regulator. The local grid operator will also want to 
understand how the loss of power to the grid (i.e., the power going to the data center instead 
of the grid) will affect grid stability and reliability, and how the sale of that generation would 
impact resource adequacy for other customers. The data center itself will also require some 
level of infrastructure modification to support the new incoming transmission lines. 

Building a new nuclear plant with the intention of connecting to the data center behind the 
meter will require finding an appropriate site in proximity to the data center. If the data center 
organization owns substantial nearby property appropriately sized for a nuclear plant, then this 
could be an option. Otherwise, another nearby site must be identified. The EPRI Single Site 
Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) can be used to perform a preliminary evaluation on an 
identified site to see if it can potentially support hosting a new nuclear plant. If it can, then a 
full evaluation of the site will need to be performed in accordance with local regulations and as 
defined in the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c).  

Previously industrialized sites can be good options for consideration for new nuclear plant sites. 
See the EPRI Coal to Nuclear Guide (EPRI, 2023), Section 3.1 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation 
Guide (EPRI, 2024d), and Section 4 of the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) for more information 
on this topic.  

As noted above, deploying a new nuclear plant as a direct connection does not make much 
sense for an already existing data center since there are many challenges with not having a tie 
to the grid, and a grid connection already exists. 

2.3.3 For New Data Centers 
When evaluating options for new data centers, many of the concepts noted in Section 2.3.2 will 
apply. However, there are differences in some cases. 

One option is to locate the new data center in an area with a high concentration of nuclear 
power already deployed on the grid and connecting to a utility. This provides many of the 
functional benefits of nuclear power to the data center. If the utility and its corresponding 
nuclear plants are in a state or region where the use of PPAs is an option, then these can be 
used to offset carbon emissions and potentially provide favorable pricing. 

The most significant opportunity for new data centers and nuclear power is siting them in 
proximity to each other for either a behind-the-meter or a direct connection. The simplest and 
fastest time-to-market option could be to identify suitable land in proximity to an existing 
nuclear power plant that could support a behind-the-meter connection from both regulatory 
and power perspectives.  
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If both a new data center and a new nuclear plant are needed, the primary challenge is finding 
a location that can support both facilities from technical and regulatory perspectives. From a 
technical perspective, both data centers and nuclear plants require locations that are 
seismically appropriate, where cooling water is available, and where environmental and 
community impacts can be limited. Both facilities will need to meet safety and environmental 
regulations and be able to obtain the necessary permits for items such as water withdrawal and 
discharge and environmental emissions. In general, it would be expected that any location that 
can support a nuclear plant will likely meet or exceed the requirements of a data center. 
However, data centers may have their own needs, such as proximity to fiberoptic lines and 
telecommunications interconnects, that are not specifically applicable to nuclear facilities. 

While targeting a specific location for both facilities is possible, the recommended practice 
would be to follow the procedures in the EPRI Siting Guide for selecting a region of interest and 
systematically reducing the options from candidate areas down to proposed and alternative 
sites, evaluating the nuclear and data center sites simultaneously. Previously industrialized sites 
can not only be considered for new nuclear, but also be good candidates for data centers. For 
example, Quantum Loophole has chosen such a site for its data center campus in Maryland 
(Data Center Frontier, 2021). 

2.4 Developing New Nuclear for Powering Data Centers 

Note: The following sections assume that the data center organization is considering active 
involvement in the selection and siting of a specific nuclear technology and design for powering 
a data center. If undertaken by a utility for the inclusion of nuclear in its generation portfolio, 
the utility would assume this responsibility. Data center organizations may still want to review 
these sections to gain a better understanding of the process and requirements.  

Once both a specific site and a nuclear plant design have been identified, the process for new 
nuclear development and deployment is well established, typically following national regulatory 
requirements and recognized project management principles. However, for those early in the 
process of considering development of a new nuclear power plant, the EPRI Single Site 
Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) provides a process for performing such an evaluation, as 
depicted in Figure 4.  
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Figure 4. Early process steps for deploying nuclear on a targeted site 

The overall process is not discussed in detail here, and readers should refer to the EPRI Single 
Site Evaluation Guide for more details. However, the following sections do touch on many of 
the most important points. They are intended to give data center organizations the information 
needed to familiarize themselves with the process and perform early assessments of viable 
solutions that will meet their business goals. 

2.4.1 Technology and Design Selection 

EPRI recommends that nuclear technology and design selection be done as an iterative process 
with siting (see Section 2.4.2). This is because the nuclear plant technology and design to be 
deployed must be compatible with the business objectives of the owner-operator, local 
regulations, and the site itself. Before delving too deeply into the topic, readers are reminded 
of two important definitions in the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a): 

• Technology can mean the general nuclear technology (e.g., PWR, MSR, or GCR) or a vendor-
specific design (e.g., Company A’s Model R-250). This is important because the EPRI Reactor 
Technology Assessment Guide process uses both instances, first to settle on a general 
technology in the initial stages, and then to refine selection to a specific procurable design. 

• Design specifically means a procurable (or at least advertised) vendor-specific reactor 
developed and marketed by an OEM. 

Today, nearly all operating nuclear plants are water-based technologies, with the majority 
being PWRs or BWRs. These plants are about 1 GW in size and are often referred to as LLWRs. 
Currently a couple of more recent LLWR designs, often referred to as advanced light water 
reactors, are available. These have the potential to be deployed in the near term, but they 
require larger land areas, larger amounts of cooling water, longer deployment times due to the 
size of the construction, and overall higher overnight project costs.  
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There are many innovative technologies in development from several plant designers (OEMs). 
These include novel light water designs as well as other technologies, such as gas-cooled or 
molten salt reactors. These ARs are typically defined by a combination of their fuel form and 
primary coolant, and each has unique traits that should be considered (see Section 1.5). Key 
features of these designs include: 

• A smaller MWe output (e.g., MRs, SMRs) 
• The ability to deploy multiple units (in a staggered approach to match demand with data 

center construction in parallel, if desired) to target a specific final energy output 
• Potentially higher temperatures, which result in increased efficiency and enable other 

product options, such as process heat applications for non-electric missions (e.g., industrial 
applications)  

• Increased flexibility options 
• Smaller land requirements 
• Lower cooling water requirements, including the potential for air cooling 
• A nuclear safety profile that could allow deployment closer to populations and reduced 

emergency planning zone (EPZ) sizes 

EPRI’s Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a) can be used to help an owner-
operator select a technology and design that fits its mission and business objectives and the 
constraints of the site. The guide includes 31 specific criteria to be analyzed to first identify 
potential technologies and finally settle on one or two specific designs to pursue. When 
performing a preliminary evaluation of a single site, a limited set of 12 criteria can be evaluated 
quickly for an understanding of viable options. See Section 2.3.2 and Table 4 of the EPRI Single 
Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) for guidance on this evaluation, including details on the 
reduced set of criteria, which includes the following items: 

• Plant energy output 
• Fuel selection 
• Used fuel storage and disposal 
• Site evaluation 
• Design completion 
• Reactor systems 
• Reactor non-safety auxiliary systems 
• Engineered safety systems 
• Fueling, refueling, and fuel handling systems 
• Other systems or critical path components 
• Regulatory and licensing 
• Supply chain maturity, remaining effort, capability, and capacity 
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It is important to understand that many potential technologies, and the ultimate designs that 
will be offered by the various OEMs, are still largely in their infancy. Currently, in the U.S., there 
is only one AR design, NuScale’s light water SMR, that has received U.S. NRC design certification 
(U.S. NRC, 2020b; U.S. NRC, 2023e), but there are several other ARs in various stages of 
preapplication or licensing review (U.S. NRC, 2022b). As examples in the U.S., as of publication 
of this report, Kairos Power has received a construction permit (CP) for a 35 MWt non-power 
test reactor (U.S. NRC, 2023d) and is in the process of applying for a CP for a 20 MWe test 
reactor (U.S. NRC, 2024c); TerraPower is in the process of applying for a CP for a 500 MWe 
plant (U.S. NRC, 2024h); Natura Resources and Abilene Christian University have received a CP 
for a non-power research reactor (U.S. NRC, 2024a); and nine other companies are working 
with the NRC on preapplication activities (U.S. NRC, 2023f).  

As other examples, the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) has reviewed or is in the 
process of reviewing 14 designs under its vendor design review program, which provides early, 
non-licensing feedback to OEMs (CNSC, 2024b), and OPG has submitted an application for its 
license to construct the GEH BWRX-300 at Darlington (CNSC, 2024a). Also, the U.K.’s Office of 
Nuclear Regulation (ONR) is currently assessing three AR designs under its Generic Design 
Assessment Program (U.K. ONR, 2024). Owner-operators considering ARs will need to perform 
due diligence to ensure they understand the capabilities and viability of these options and, 
most importantly, the time frame for their deployment. 

Fully identifying a technology and, more importantly, a specific design and related OEM partner 
(and potentially a lead architect engineer, AE) early is an important timing consideration. Since 
the AR technologies likely to be deployed are still in their infancy, partnering with an OEM will 
help move forward the site-specific engineering details that are necessary. It may be beneficial 
to identify more than one design and OEM because the current state of the art and state of the 
market are in flux, and having options can be valuable.  

While the reduced set of EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide criteria can be used to 
develop a quick sense of technologies and designs that could meet the owner-operator’s goals 
and the site parameters, eventually a full evaluation of all criteria in the assessment guidance 
will be needed. Following the process in the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide will 
result in a well-vetted primary design and a couple of optional designs. Once one or more 
candidate designs have been identified, the needed land size (see Table 6 below) and other 
criteria related to siting can be better identified.  

Although all criteria in the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide will need to be 
evaluated, the most essential information to extract from the technology selection evaluation 
is: 

• The number of units for any candidate design needed to meet the energy output goals as 
defined in the mission and business objectives 

• The land size (and potential layout) required to support the number of units 
  

0



 

Page | 34 

• The cooling water needed to support the number of units 
• Cost and schedule information (to be evaluated against the need dates, time frames, and 

budgets identified in the mission and business objectives) 

The first three bullets (number of units, land size, and cooling water needs) directly affect 
whether a specific site can support the chosen design for new nuclear development to meet the 
goals of the mission and business objectives. The fourth bullet is not linked to the site itself, but 
cost and schedule are of foremost importance. A design that is not ready to be deployed when 
needed, or costs more than can be justified, is not really a viable option. 

Failure to satisfy any of the criteria outlined does not necessarily disqualify the site or design for 
new nuclear development, depending on the willingness to change mission and business 
objectives. Therefore, technology and design selection are best completed as an iterative 
process with site selection, so that decisions can be refined at each iteration. 

When selecting a technology and design for a data center, some key issues that must be 
addressed are: 

• Data center load and growth over time 
• Technology needed to support goals 
• Land Size needed to support reactor siting 
• Cooling water availability 
• Nuclear safety and security 

While some of these concepts also apply to siting, they are discussed here because they are 
often constrained by the chosen reactor technology or design. As mentioned, however, 
technology and design selection typically must be an iterative process with site selection. 

2.4.1.1 Data Center Load and Growth over Time 

One of the most important determinations is the electrical load needed by the data center, 
including its future load growth. This evaluation should be part of defining the mission and 
business objectives as it is a key factor in determining what technology and design options are 
available. 

A major concern is ensuring that any nuclear plant will provide the power needed for the data 
center. If everything were perfect, it would provide the exact amount of power needed, no 
more and no less. Costs would not be sunk into capital expenses for capacity that will not be 
used, and the maximum value of the nuclear plant versus obtaining power from other sources 
would be received. However, this perfect situation is not likely. 

Nuclear power plants are designed and licensed to specific power ratings. While some plants 
can operate flexibly, they cannot exceed their design ratings, and operating below full capacity 
typically increases fuel and operations and management (O&M) expenses. This means that 
either some outside power will typically be needed during normal operations, or unused power 
will need to be provided to the grid (or some other load). 
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Note: Some organizations are considering the concept of energy parks, where one or more 
nuclear power plants may provide power to a data center, the grid, and other energy loads, 
such as for hydrogen generation, potentially for use as backup generation, all balanced based 
on the overall energy needs combined (Data Center Dynamics, 2024a; World Nuclear News, 
2023). This is a complex scenario that can impact technology and design selection as well as 
siting.27  

With the advent of SMRs and ARs with smaller capacities, it may be possible to build several 
smaller units and use them collectively to power a data center. Even in this case, however, it 
may be difficult to exactly meet the load requirements of the data center. Table 4 below shows 
some options for hypothetical data center and reactor combinations. 

Table 4. Data center load and multiple reactor units 

Data Center 
Load (MWe) 

Reactor 
Power (MWe) 

Number 
of Units Result 

150 

250 1 100 MWe need to go to the grid or another load. 

150 1 Under normal operations, demand and generation match; 
otherwise, adjustments are necessary. 

100 1 50 MWe are needed from the grid or another source, or 
the data center needs to be run below capacity. 

50 3 Under normal operations, demand and generation match; 
otherwise, adjustments are necessary. 

Another challenge can be data center load growth over time. As noted in Section 1.2, rack 
power density is progressively increasing. This means that even without adding facilities, the 
load of any data center can increase over time (Server Technology, 2016). Data center 
campuses can also grow with the addition of more data centers. 

Assuming a grid connection, this growth could be powered by additional grid supply. It may also 
be possible to add new SMR units over time. The latter option must be accounted for early in 
the process. For example, the land needed for future expansion must be identified, cooling 
water must be available, and the site must be licensed and permitted for these additional units 
(also see Section 2.4.2.6.3). 

Finally, when multiple units are located at the same site, there are other considerations that 
must be addressed (see Sections 2.4.1.4 and 2.4.1.5). 

 
 
27 Data centers typically need about 20–30 MWe of construction power while the site is in development. A data 
center will use about 5 MWe for many years while a campus is under construction and periodically spike to about 
25 MWe during commissioning of new sections. This will require some power source during original construction, 
and load balancing once the nuclear plant is built, as the campus continues to grow. 
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2.4.1.2 Technology Needed to Support Goals 

When evaluating nuclear technologies and designs for future deployment, data center 
organizations must ensure the technologies meet their mission and business objectives. A key 
point here is that data centers typically only need electricity, not industrial heat, as an energy 
source. This means that high-temperature reactors are typically not specifically required, and 
lower-temperature water-based reactors could suffice.  

This does not mean that high-temperature reactors cannot be used or make sense, but the 
technology and design evaluation should ensure the investment is not made in reactor 
capabilities that are not needed. This is primarily a cost evaluation that includes not only capital 
costs, but O&M costs as well. Deployment schedule needs will also play a role as high-
temperature reactors are currently in the initial stages of development and licensing.  

2.4.1.3 Land Size Needed to Support Reactor Siting 

The land needed to support the desired technology must align with the land intended for siting. 
This alignment includes both the total area of land available and geometry. While there can be 
some flexibility in laying out a nuclear plant site, the OEM’s design footprint is typically part of 
the licensed design. Just because the required area is available does not mean that the reactor 
will fit within the available footprint. Because reactor designs come in various sizes and 
geometries, they must be matched with the available land. If multiple reactors are intended, 
then all of them must be accounted for, especially if the intent is to build more units over time. 

See Sections 2.4.1.5 and 2.4.2.2 below for additional information. 

2.4.1.4 Cooling Water Availability 

Unless some form of dry cooling is used, nuclear plants require significant amounts of cooling 
water. Ensuring the appropriate amount of water is available is a key step in evaluating a 
potential nuclear site (see Section 2.4.2). This can be complicated by the fact that data centers, 
if not using dry cooling, also use significant amounts of cooling water. 

If the two are in proximity or otherwise intended to use the same water source, water 
availability for both must be confirmed. This confirmation includes ensuring not only that the 
amount of water is physically available, at all times of the year, over the life of the facilities, but 
also that it can be practically obtained via appropriate water withdrawal and discharge rights, 
including ensuring appropriate source water temperatures can be maintained for 
environmental purposes. 

For these reasons, the cooling water requirements of distinct designs must be well understood. 
See Sections 2.5 and 3.2.2 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) for more 
information.  
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2.4.1.5 Nuclear Safety and Security 

2.4.1.5.1 Exclusion Area Boundary, Low Population Zone, and Population 

Important considerations in selecting a nuclear design include the sizes of the nuclear plant’s 
exclusion area boundary (EAB) and low population zone (LPZ), and the local area’s population. 

In the U.S., these principles are governed by 10 CFR 100.21, Non-Seismic Siting Criteria (U.S. 
NRC, 2013); 10 CFR 100.11, Determination of Exclusion Area, Low Population Zone, and 
Population Center Distance (U.S. NRC, 2017); and Regulatory Guide (RG) 4.7, General Site 
Suitability Criteria for Nuclear Power Stations (U.S. NRC, 2024g). These topics are discussed in 
detail in the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c). 

As noted in 10 CFR 100.21, locating nuclear reactors in areas of lower population is preferred: 

Reactor sites should be located away from very densely populated centers. Areas 
of low population density are, generally, preferred. However, in determining the 
acceptability of a particular site located away from a very densely populated 
center but not in an area of low density, consideration will be given to safety, 
environmental, economic, or other factors, which may result in the site being 
found acceptable. 

Per 10 CFR 100.11, the exclusion area (EA) is defined as an area around the plant of such size 
that people just outside the perimeter would not receive excessive radiation exposure during a 
postulated accident. The size of an EA is determined by the nuclear plant’s design, including the 
total amount of fuel in the reactor, and it is required that the nuclear plant have control of all 
activities and people within the EAB. While it is technically possible for some or all of the data 
center property to exist within the EAB, this would mean that data center operations would be 
subject to some level of operational control by the nuclear plant. Therefore, it is recommended 
that the nuclear site be situated far enough away that the data center is not within the EAB. 

The NRC defines the LPZ, like the EA, as an area outside which no person will receive an 
excessive dose from a radioactive cloud during a postulated accident. The LPZ is dependent on 
atmospheric dispersion and population characteristics, as well as plant design. The details of 
determining the size of the LPZ are beyond the scope of this report. It should be noted that in 
the most recent 2024 update to RG 4.7, the NRC has offered alternative calculations that could 
reduce the size of the LPZ. However, these calculations are very dependent on plant design and 
thus should be considered as part of the overall technology and design selection. 

With respect to population, and as noted in RG 4.7: 

Preferably, a reactor should be located so that, at the time of initial site approval 
and for about 5 years thereafter, the population density, including weighted 
transient population, averaged over any radial distance out to 20 miles 
(cumulative population at a distance divided by the area at that distance), is at 
most 500 persons per square mile. A reactor should not be located at a site 
where the population density is well in excess of this value. 
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As with the LPZ, the NRC has recently included in RG 4.7 alternative guidance that can be used 
to potentially allow siting in more densely populated areas, but again, this is dependent on 
plant design. When performing initial evaluations, the EPRI Siting Guide recommends using a 
figure of 300 people per square mile (116 people per square km) to account for future growth. 

Also, RG 4.7 notes that a nuclear reactor should generally be sited such that its distance to the 
boundary of the nearest densely populated center containing more than about 25,000 
residents is at least one and one-third times its distance to the outer boundary of the LPZ. In 
the recent RG 4.7 update, the NRC has included alternative calculations that can provide for 
siting in a more densely populated area, but this is dependent on the plant design. For an early 
evaluation, the EPRI Siting Guide recommends using the distances listed in Table 5 below. 

Table 5. Nuclear plant distances from population centers for early evaluation 

Population Center Size Minimum Distance from Nuclear Plant 28 

25,000 4 mi (6.4 km) 

100,000 10 mi (16.1 km) 

500,000 20 mi (32.2 km) 

1,000,000 30 mi (48.3 km) 

In 10 CFR 100, the NRC also notes that multiple reactors on a site could impact the EAB, LPZ, 
and population calculations. If it cannot be demonstrated that the individual reactors are fully 
independent in the case of an accident (i.e., an accident in one cannot initiate an accident in 
another, and there is not some other potential for a common cause failure), then these 
evaluations need to be based on all reactors together. This could be a concern, for example, 
when multiple SMRs are used to power a data center. Again, this is a function of the overall 
nuclear plant design and must be analyzed as part of the licensing process. 

Population considerations are pertinent when considering a behind-the-meter or direct 
connection to the nuclear plant. The need to locate the nuclear plant in a lower-population 
area may be inconsistent with a need to locate the data center in a more developed area, with 
access to fiberoptic lines, telecommunications equipment, and end users.  

Because many of these considerations are design specific, working with an OEM and AE on 
these evaluations is recommended. 

  

 
 
28 If the alternative RG 4.7 calculations are used, it may be possible to demonstrate that a reactor can be placed 
within a population center of 25,000 people or less. 
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2.4.1.5.2 Emergency Planning Zones 

Nuclear plants must establish two EPZs, the plume exposure pathway EPZ and the ingestion 
pathway EPZ (U.S. NRC, 2020a). Within these areas, the plant must have protective action plans 
in place to limit radiation exposure to the public, including plans for sheltering, evacuation, and 
the use of potassium iodide pills as appropriate. Most important to a data center is the plume 
exposure pathway EPZ (typically referred to as just the EPZ).  

For LLWRs, the NRC notes that the EPZ is generally an area with a radius of about 10 miles (16 
km) from the nuclear plant. For gas-cooled reactors or those with power levels less than 250 
MW thermal, the EPZ may be determined on a case-by-case basis (U.S. NRC, 2023a). Recently, 
the NRC has issued new guidance for SMR and AR designs (U.S. NRC, 2023g) that can allow a 
smaller EPZ, perhaps with a radius of around two miles (3.2 km) or as low as within the nuclear 
plant’s site boundary, depending on the design (U.S. NRC, 2022c; U.S. NRC, 2019b). 

Locating a data center within a nuclear plant’s EPZ is not particularly a problem, but managing 
an EPZ can impose O&M costs on the nuclear plant and could slightly impact the operations of 
the data center. If the opportunity arises for a smaller EPZ, it is recommended that locating the 
data center outside the EPZ be considered. 

As with the EAB, LPZ, and population evaluations, the size of the EPZ could be affected if 
multiple reactors are located on the same site. 

2.4.1.5.3 Nearby Hazardous Land Use 

When siting a nuclear plant, an evaluation must be done on nearby hazardous land use, which 
means that hazards within a certain distance of the nuclear plant must be evaluated to ensure 
they cannot impact the safety of the plant. As noted in the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide 
(EPRI, 2024d), the typical goal is to avoid locating the plant within 10 miles (16 km) of major 
airports and military installations and to identify hazardous facilities within 5 miles (8 km). 
Examples of hazardous facilities include industrial facilities, railroads, and gas pipelines. These 
distances are general considerations and can be changed if the nuclear plant can demonstrate 
these facilities will not impact the plant, particularly during some type of accident at one of the 
subject facilities, which will be dependent on the design of both the facility and the nuclear 
plant. 

One might think a data center would not be a concern because it is mostly electronic 
equipment that would pose little hazard. However, concern could be raised by the backup 
generators, particularly fuel reserves, gas lines, or hydrogen fuel cells. Additionally, if a nearby 
data center’s diesel generators were to operate for an extended period, their emissions might 
be a concern for nuclear plant control room habitability. This potential can be dependent on 
local atmospheric dispersion, which must be evaluated (U.S. NRC, 2021e). A large fire in the 
data center could pose similar problems. 
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2.4.1.5.4 Security 

While data centers typically have extensive security protocols, these are generally centered 
around protecting the information to ensure its integrity (i.e., that it is not lost and that 
authorized users can access it when needed) and prevent it from being inadvertently exfiltrated 
(stolen or seen by those not authorized). Data centers in the U.S. and globally must adhere to 
certain laws, regulations, and standards, but many of those, particularly the standards, are 
voluntary. For examples, see Data Center Regulations for the US (Site24x7, 2024a) and Data 
Center Security and Privacy Guidelines 101: Europe (Site24x7, 2024b). Data center security will 
include both physical and cyber security protections. 

Nuclear plant security is typically governed by the national regulator. In the U.S., the NRC has 
this responsibility (U.S. NRC, 2021c). Nuclear security is fundamentally meant to ensure that 
nuclear material is not stolen or diverted from civilian facilities for possible use for nefarious 
purposes and does not pose an unreasonable risk owing to radiological sabotage, and that the 
plant cannot be damaged in some way that could pose a hazard to the population or 
environment. Nuclear security includes physical protection, radioactive material control and 
accounting, and cyber security. Some of the physical security is specifically based on the design 
of the plant and should be evaluated during design selection, while other portions are managed 
through access control and staff background checks.  

As with data centers, cyber security is a major concern for nuclear plants, and it is heavily 
overseen by regulators. In the U.S., nuclear plant cyber security is governed by 10 CFR 73.54, 
Protection of Digital Computer and Communication Systems and Networks (U.S. NRC, 2015), 
with guidance available in NRC RG 5.71, Cybersecurity Programs for Nuclear Power Reactors 
(U.S. NRC, 2023b), and NEI 08-09, Cyber Security Plan for Nuclear Power Reactors (NEI, 2010; 
NEI, 2018). Additionally, FERC has determined that NERC’s Critical Infrastructure Protection 
Reliability Standards (NERC, 2024), including cyber security requirements, are applicable to 
certain portions of a nuclear plant. Implementation of the standards is overseen through a 
memorandum of agreement between the U.S. NRC and FERC (U.S. NRC/FERC, 2015). EPRI 
provides additional guidance for nuclear plant cyber security in Cyber Security Technical 
Assessment Methodology: Risk Informed Exploit Sequence Identification and Mitigation (EPRI, 
2018).  

When siting a new nuclear plant near a data center, it is highly recommended that security 
areas and physical buffer zones be accounted for, such that data center operations are not 
intermingled with nuclear plant security concerns and regulations. This is true for cyber security 
as well as physical security. 

2.4.2 Siting 

The deployment of nuclear is more tightly coupled to the physical site characteristics and 
technology selection than that of other generation options. This is because the regulatory and 
licensing processes for a nuclear plant are based on the plant’s ability to operate safely and in 
an environmentally conscious manner on a specific site. The physical characteristics of the site 
must support the chosen nuclear plant’s design, and vice versa, so an iterative process is often 
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required to identify the best site that supports a design that meets business objectives. If a 
desired site location is targeted, the site must be well characterized to identify available 
technologies that will be a good fit. This process will still involve some iteration because site 
characterization is normally completed in multiple stages, with the evolving information and 
data enlightening and evolving the technology and design selection process. 

The EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) provides a regulation-neutral process for characterizing a 
potential nuclear site. The process and requirements are detailed and can take considerable 
time and effort. However, the process can be completed in stages, with the early work targeted 
at identifying the viability of a site to support a potential nuclear plant and the potential 
technologies and designs that could be deployed.  

2.4.2.1 Site Identification 

The EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) identifies a process for site identification and selection, 
including the identification of a primary site and alternative sites, which is a U.S. NRC 
requirement for obtaining a CP (U.S. NRC, 2016), early site permit (ESP) (U.S. NRC, 2007b), or 
combined license (COL) (U.S. NRC, 2007a). The identification of alternative sites may or may not 
be required by regulators in other locales but is nonetheless a best practice to ensure proper 
due diligence for site selection.  

Typically, the process for selection of a primary site and any alternative sites is as identified in 
the NRC review guidance for consideration of alternative sites, including Section 9.3 of NUREG-
1555 (U.S. NRC, 2007c; U.S. NRC, 1999) and Section 9.3 of RG 4.2 (U.S. NRC, 2018; U.S. NRC, 
2022a). The first step in this process calls for identification of a region of interest (ROI). The 
definition of the ROI is based on the owner-operator’s business objectives for the new nuclear 
plant, and NRC NUREG-1555, RG 4.2, and COL/ESP-ISG-027 (U.S. NRC, 2014b) all provide 
guidance for selection of the ROI in various circumstances. 

Development of the ROI is of key importance for deploying a nuclear plant at a specific location, 
such as in proximity to a data center. For regulated electrical utilities, the ROI is typically 
defined by the utility’s service territory or the combined service territory of participants in a 
jointly owned project. Owner-operators developing a merchant plant or having other business 
objectives for the project must define their ROI based on those business objectives. For 
example, if the objective is to supply power to a data center, the ROI would allow for 
examination of sites near the boundaries of the desired data center’s location. In accordance 
with COL/ESP-ISG-027, such a project could define a smaller ROI based on the mission and 
business objectives, which could include proximity to an existing grid connection and 
availability of water and other services.  
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Formal identification of alternative sites is one of the last steps in the full siting process and 
should be completed through formal analysis, as defined in the EPRI Siting Guide. The purpose 
of the alternative site discussion here is to function as a reminder of two early issues: 

• The development of mission and business objectives and the ROI that meets those 
objectives is a needed early step in the process.  

• While a specific site may be targeted for new nuclear deployment, that site must be 
analyzed and demonstrated to be the best site available that meets the owner-operator’s 
mission and business objectives. 

Owner-operators evaluating nuclear as a potential option at a targeted site need not look at 
alternative sites beyond the development of their mission and business objectives and ROI. 
However, moving beyond an initial review will require more in-depth analysis, and licensing, at 
least in the U.S., will require identification of alternative sites. 

More details on single site analysis can be found in Section 2.2 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation 
Guide (EPRI, 2024d) and the EPRI Siting Guide. 

2.4.2.2 Land Area 

A factor that must be addressed first is the site’s available land area. The EPRI Siting Guide 
(EPRI, 2022c) identifies general land area requirements in Section 1.4.2. Table 6 below is 
excerpted from the EPRI Siting Guide for reference. 

Table 6. Typical plant land area vs. size29 

Size 
Operating 

(MWt) 
Output 
(MWe) 

Typical Land Area Needed (acres [hectares]) 

Plant Footprint Overall Site 
Additional 

Construction 

Micro ≤150 ≤50 0.1 to 4 
(0.04 to 1.6) 

1 to 8 
(0.4 to 3.2) 

2 to 10 
(0.8 to 4) 

Small 
(SMR) 150 ≤ 900 50 ≤ 300 25 to 200 

(10 to 80) 
50 to 500 
(20 to 200) 

50 to 100 
(20 to 40) 

Medium 900 ≤ 1800 300 ≤ 600 60 to 250 
(25 to 100) 

250 to 800 
(100 to 325) 

75 to 200 
(30 to 80) 

Large > 1800 > 600 100 to 400 
(40 to 160) 

500 to 2000 
(200 to 800) 

100 to 500 
(40 to 200) 

 
 
29 Table 1-1 in the EPRI Siting Guide includes several footnotes that should be reviewed. In summary, consultation 
with an OEM and AE is recommended to obtain accurate values for the plant footprint, overall site, and additional 
construction area needed. Also, with SMRs, multiple units could be built on a single site, likely requiring more land, 
but not necessarily proportionally more. 
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The amount of land that is available for new development is a key factor in identifying potential 
technologies and designs and ensuring that a facility that meets the mission and business 
objectives can be deployed on the site. If the land cannot support a reactor (or multiple 
reactors) meeting the mission and business objectives, then either it cannot be used, or the 
mission and business objectives will need to be changed. Readers should review the EPRI Siting 
Guide for additional information regarding land area. 

The size of a targeted site can vary significantly based on the overall residential, commercial, 
and industrial development density of the area, the amount of space owned by the owner-
operator, and other factors. Some potential sites may already be industrialized but large 
enough that a portion may be cleaved off, allowing nuclear development to start while the 
facility continues to operate (e.g., if the new nuclear plant is intended to support a data center) 
or prior to decommissioning of the main facility and remediation of the land. In these cases, 
care should be taken to ensure that operation of the existing facility will not interfere with 
construction, and vice versa. Other industrialized sites may be perfectly sized but need prior 
decommissioning and remediation to allow space for any new development (see Section 3.1 of 
the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) and Section 4 of the EPRI Siting Guide for 
more information on this subject). 

By default, the EPRI Siting Guide assumes that a specific site is not identified at the start; 
therefore, an additional step to evaluate the target site’s land area is specifically needed. The 
process for performing an early evaluation for an already identified site can be found in Section 
2.3.1 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide. 

Table 6 above identifies temporary land area that needs to be reserved for construction. It is 
important to point out that this land is not required to be adjacent to the actual plant site if 
there is an adequate transportation corridor that can support the needs for heavy haul and 
oversized loads. Nor is it required that construction land be owned by the owner-operator; 
leasing is an option. 

Land identified for construction will still need to be reviewed against the criteria in the EPRI 
Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) for environmental purposes, particularly for licensing. Also, the 
regulator will typically require affirmative demonstration that land can be leased or is 
otherwise available before issuing any licenses or permits. 

2.4.2.3 Initial Site Characterization 

The EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) provides 42 technical criteria needed to characterize a site 
for licensing. However, a limited set of 18 criteria (including land area) can be evaluated to 
identify the potential for a targeted site to support a nuclear plant, as noted briefly below and 
identified in detail in Table 3 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d): 

• Land area 
• Geology/seismology 
• Cooling water supply 
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• Flooding 
• Nearby hazardous land use 
• Population 
• Atmospheric dispersion 
• Groundwater radionuclide pathway 
• Disruption of important species/habitats—aquatic 
• Disruption of important species/habitats—terrestrial 
• Disruption of wetlands 
• Land use 
• Pumping distance 
• Optional: railroad access, highway access, transmission, topography, and land rights 

This set of criteria is taken from Section 2, Table 2-4, of the EPRI Siting Guide, which identifies 
the pertinent criteria for each step of the process for candidate areas and potential sites. 
Evaluation of these limited criteria should be sufficient to provide early identification of a 
targeted site to determine if nuclear is a viable option. Readers should review the EPRI Siting 
Guide for more detail on these criteria and how to evaluate them. 

The criteria above are intended to provide an early evaluation of the site’s technical capability 
to support a nuclear plant. A site that meets these criteria will still need additional 
characterization for a final determination of adequacy. Also, these criteria do not account for 
cost-related factors, such as the cost to remediate the site or, unless the optional items are 
assessed, the cost to add transportation infrastructure, perform any topography grading, or 
install any needed transportation or transmission access. A more comprehensive evaluation will 
need to include these items.  

Readers should refer to Section 2.3.1.3, Initial Site Characterization, of the EPRI Single Site 
Evaluation Guide for more detail on this subject. 

2.4.2.4 Final Site Characterization 

The abbreviated review of site characteristics discussed above can be a great tool for quickly 
evaluating the viability of a targeted site for nuclear deployment, but eventually the site will 
need to be fully characterized as defined in the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) and local 
regulations. While this can technically wait until a design is fully identified and specific plans for 
deployment are made, waiting can significantly impact deployment schedules. Performing a 
more comprehensive analysis early and providing that information to potential developers can 
help identify development partners early. It is common, and in fact preferred, for site 
characterization and technology and design selection to use an iterative approach. 
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The targeted site could be greenfield land or could have been industrialized in some manner. 
Any site characterization data for previous industrialization may have value, but the data used 
for licensing a nuclear plant must meet nuclear quality requirements. These concepts are 
discussed briefly in Section 3.1 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d), and 
Sections 4.1 and 4.2 of the EPRI Siting Guide contain detailed information on how to qualify a 
site’s level of industrialization and potential state of characterization. This information is 
important because how characterization data is collected and managed early can affect the 
project downstream. 

Readers should also review Section 3.2 of the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 
2022a) for additional discussion on site selection and characterization. 

2.4.2.5 Quicker Evaluation for Potential of Nuclear Deployment 

Some organizations are looking for a more rapid assessment of the viability of a specific site to 
support a nuclear plant. The criteria identified in Section 2.4.2.3, which are already limited, 
were chosen to best reflect a reasonable due diligence process that balances a solid review 
against reasonable effort for a preliminary evaluation.  

However, the review can be performed based on significantly fewer criteria, as discussed in 
Section 2.3.1.5 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d). These criteria are: 

• Geology/seismology—A site that cannot meet the plant’s seismic requirements for peak 
ground acceleration for a safe shutdown earthquake should be excluded. 

• Cooling water supply and pumping distance—The unavailability of cooling water, typically 
within less than 5 miles (8 km), is considered exclusionary unless dry cooling is a clearly 
viable alternative. 

• Nearby hazardous land use—It is recommended that areas subject to nearby hazardous 
land use criteria be excluded. 

• Population—The exclusion of sites with more than about 300 people per square mile is 
recommended at this early stage. 

• Land use—While land use issues can sometimes be mitigated, at this early evaluation stage 
excluding areas with impacts is recommended. 

• Land size—If the site cannot meet at least the minimum land area requirements noted in 
Table 6, it should be excluded. 

Performing this shorter and narrower evaluation can provide a quick assessment of the ability 
of any target site to support a nuclear plant. Care should be taken because this review will be 
extremely limited and can provide suboptimal results. 
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2.4.2.6 Other Siting Considerations 

Potential owner-operators should also review the following sections of the EPRI Single Site 
Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) for additional considerations on siting: 

• Section 2.4—Evaluate Site Infrastructure and Existing Assets 
• Section 2.5—Obtaining Land, Transmission, Water Rights and Other Permits 
• Section 2.7—Obtaining an Early Site Permit 
• Section 2.9—Documenting the Review 
• Section 3.1—Previously Industrialized Sites 
• Section 3.3—Permits 

While these topics are specific to certain situations, they may provide valuable guidance on the 
overall process of siting a new nuclear plant. 

A few additional siting considerations could also be pertinent when deploying a nuclear plant 
near a data center, as discussed below. 

2.4.2.6.1 Noise 

Noise levels must be evaluated for both construction and operations. For example, when 
developing an environmental report (ER) for a nuclear plant in the U.S., NRC regulations require 
that noise levels be addressed for potential impact on workers, the public, and wildlife (U.S. 
NRC, 2018; U.S. NRC, 2022a; U.S. NRC, 1999; U.S. NRC, 2007c). In the U.S., allowable noise 
levels are typically set by state or local regulations and may vary between day and night.  

Noise is not usually a significant issue for nuclear plants. Construction noise is well understood 
and temporary and can be reduced at night if needed. During operations, nuclear plants are 
typically quiet (for industrial facilities), with the largest component noise coming from cooling 
towers, which typically operate at about 60 dBA. Typically, levels below 55–65 dba near 
residences (U.S. NRC, 1999; U.S. NRC, 2007c) are considered a small impact for siting. 

While noise levels inside an operating data center can reach 90 dBA or more (C&C Tecnology 
Group, 2024), the noise levels outside will typically be less. However, noise can still approach 
levels between 55 and 85 dBA. As with nuclear plants, noise is primarily driven by the cooling 
system. While noise levels are not additive, there is some reinforcement (e.g., adding two 60 
dBA sources will increase the overall sound level to about 63 dBA (PressBooks, 2024)), and this 
increase could cross over governing regulations. 

While noise issues are not limited to data centers, there has recently been much community 
concern about noise from these centers, and data center organizations should proactively 
design the data centers to minimize noise and work with the community to ensure acceptance 
(Data Center Knowledge, 2023a; Data Center Knowledge, 2022; Data Center Acceleration, 
2023). 
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2.4.2.6.2 Visual Impacts 

The visual impact of a nuclear facility from a land use perspective is an important consideration. 
For example, when developing an ER for a nuclear plant in the U.S., NRC regulations require 
that land use be addressed for potential visual impact to the public, particularly when 
considering visual resources, such as federal, state, local, or tribal parks and natural resources 
(U.S. NRC, 2018; U.S. NRC, 2022a; U.S. NRC, 1999; U.S. NRC, 2007c). Simply put, those viewing 
precious natural resources typically don’t want to see a large industrial site in the background, 
ruining the natural view. 

Nuclear plants will often be sited behind hills and tree lines to limit such impact, and this can 
drive plant design as well. For example, mechanical cooling towers may be needed instead of 
natural draft towers because, while mechanical cooling towers are typically less efficient, they 
are much shorter and can be hidden from view. See the North Anna Unit 3 COL (Dominion 
Energy, 2016) for an image showing such a case. 

The important point to consider regarding visuals is that data centers are becoming taller and 
more sprawling (Data Center Dynamics, 2019; Dgtl Infra, 2023). If a data center is constructed in 
proximity to a new nuclear plant, the visual impacts of both may become pertinent in siting. 

2.4.2.6.3 Phased Construction 

It is common to build data centers using a phased deployment approach, building the 
infrastructure (i.e., buildings and other equipment) out over time. This gives the data center 
facility the flexibility to expand as demand increases and funding becomes available (Dgtl Infra, 
2023). One potential promise of SMRs is that they can be built out over time for the very same 
reasons. 

While it is possible to build the data center and the nuclear plant near each other, even over 
time, it is important to assess, manage, and limit the logistical and financial impacts of 
construction on both facilities, and potentially the public.   

Any known intention to build out the infrastructure of either facility over time will need to be 
addressed up front. The evaluation needs to identify future land for development, including 
areas such as construction laydown areas and traffic access. From the nuclear plant’s 
perspective, any nearby construction could be considered a hazardous land use and would 
need to be evaluated (see Section 2.4.1.5.3). If these issues are not addressed up front, then 
they will need to be evaluated later before activities begin, which could impact schedule and 
cost. 
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2.4.3 Regulatory Engagement 

2.4.3.1 Nuclear 

The development of a new nuclear facility will require significant interaction with the nuclear 
regulator. The EPRI NPTA report (EPRI, 2022b) discusses nuclear regulator engagement, but 
there are takeaways that need to be understood at the beginning of the process. 

• The process of developing licensing documents, having them reviewed, and responding to 
questions can take several years. It is important to understand the regulator’s process and 
schedule up front so that the schedule can be accommodated along with the owner-
operator’s need date for the facility to be online and generating power. 

• The intent to develop a nuclear plant on a specifically identified site can introduce novel 
issues for the regulator. Early interactions with the regulator can be helpful, even if 
informal. It is important to identify the regulator’s concerns as early as possible. 

• Globally, the regulatory environment is much less mature for ARs than for LLWRs. This can 
impart risk to schedule and cost. If possible, there should be three-way engagement 
between the owner-operator, potential OEMs, and the regulator, due to the relationships 
among design, siting, and licensing. 

In the U.S., there are currently two specific paths that can be followed for new plant licensing: 

• The 10 CFR (Part) 50 process (U.S. NRC, 1998) 
• The 10 CFR (Part) 52 process (U.S. NRC, 2007a) 

Each of these processes comes with its own set of opportunities and challenges. In addition, the 
U.S. NRC is working on a new 10 CFR Part 53 (U.S. NRC, 2021b) process specifically intended for 
ARs. As noted in Power (Power, 2024): 

Part 53, as prescribed by NEIMA [Nuclear Energy Innovation and Modernization 
Act], is meant to offer a “voluntary” alternative to advanced nuclear applicants 
under a framework that would be technology-inclusive (applicable to all reactor 
technologies); risk-informed (using information from risk assessments to focus 
safety analyses on important issues); and performance-based (to ensure plants 
are regulated based on how they perform and not just how they are designed). 

However, 10 CFR Part 53 is still a work in progress, with a final rule expected by the end of 
2025, and will not be discussed further here. 

In general, the 10 CFR 50 process includes separate development of a CP, followed by an 
operating license (OL) after construction is complete. This process can be useful for deployment 
of novel technologies still being designed and is being considered by several AR developers, 
such as Kairos and Terra Power (see Section 2.4.1). The 10 CFR 52 process includes only a single 
COL but is based on either an essentially complete OEM design that has obtained a design  
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certification (DC) or a partial design that has received a standard plant approval. As an example, 
a NuScale design has recently received a DC (U.S. NRC, 2023e) and thus is a suitable candidate 
for the 10 CFR 52 process. 

Section 2.7 of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) notes that an organization 
considering nuclear should consider the development of an ESP (U.S. NRC, 2007b). The ESP is 
technically part of the 10 CFR 52 regulations, but it can support both a 10 CFR 50 CP and a 10 
CFR 52 COL. Nuclear site development cannot begin without an ESP, COL, or limited work 
authorization, which can be issued to ESP, COL, or CP applicants (U.S. NRC, 2019a). The effort to 
develop and obtain an ESP can be considerable. Working with the regulator in advance of, and 
during, the process is crucial to minimize costs and schedule.  

The main takeaways from this section are that the licensing process and interactions with the 
nuclear regulator must be accounted for in the overall development schedule, which must be 
aligned with the owner-operator’s business objectives. The path to licensing is highly 
dependent on the final OEM design chosen, so any engagement must include the OEM as well. 
It may include multiple OEMs if a final design is not yet chosen, which may be especially 
pertinent in the development of a PPE for an ESP. 

2.4.3.2 Utility Commission Engagement 

In the U.S., it will be necessary to engage with the state public utility commission (PUC). 
Globally, different countries generally have their own analogs to the PUC. For example, in 
Canada, the Ontario Energy Board (OEB, 2023) is the independent regulator of the province’s 
electricity and natural gas industry, and Ofgem (the Office of Gas and Electricity Markets) is the 
independent energy regulator in the U.K. (Ofgem, 2023). 

Typically, these commissions have the responsibility and authority to approve or deny 
applications for new power plants, set rates and tariffs, enforce safety and environmental 
standards, and resolve disputes between utilities and customers. In the U.S., there can be 
differentiation between regulated and unregulated states, which can affect pricing and how 
development costs are recovered. 

If the prospective new nuclear plant owner-operator is a utility, it would already have a 
relationship with one or more state PUCs and understand the basic rules, requirements, and 
regulations for generating electricity and putting it on the grid.  

As with the nuclear regulator, there is a need to begin engagement with the PUC early in the 
process when considering the development of new nuclear. In regulated states, the owner-
operator will need to specifically work with the local PUC to understand how the costs of new 
plant development will be covered. Issues that need to be addressed include the following: 

• Can, or should, any decommissioning costs be covered as new development costs? 
• When can site-related development work be considered as new development? 
• How will construction and O&M costs over the lifetime of the plant be recovered? 
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The local PUC will also want to understand the need for power as identified by the owner-
operator, the timing for power generation, and the need for new or upgraded transmission 
lines. 

The PUC will also need to issue a certificate of public convenience and necessity (CPCN). Eleven 
U.S. states, as of September 2023 (NCSL, 2023),30 have moratoriums against new nuclear 
development, and some of these moratoriums are based on laws that prevent the issuance of a 
CPCN. Often the moratoriums are based on the need for a defined, and often federally funded 
and managed, waste repository. Potential nuclear owner-operators in these states will need to 
engage not only with their PUCs, but also with their state legislatures before embarking on a 
new nuclear development program. 

Assuming the owner-operator is a utility, a key need in engaging with most PUCs (and other 
regulators) will be its IRP. As of 2021, 35 U.S. states require the development of an IRP (PNNL, 
2021). IRPs are typically updated every two to five years and have planning horizons of 10 to 20 
years. IRPs identify the plans for a utility to meet future energy demand while considering 
energy growth combined with conservation and efficiency measures, in a manner that best 
meets the functional and financial needs of its customers.  

For a utility considering development of new nuclear, the IRP would need to identify the time 
frames for retiring generation and options for new generation. The owner-operator would need 
to identify in its plan how new nuclear development fits and makes sense. Different utility 
commissions will have different requirements for their jurisdictions, but typically the utility will 
need to demonstrate a positive value for the new nuclear plant in its plan. Eventual costs to the 
consumer are a major consideration, but not always the only factor. For example, having a 
diverse energy mix (and hence a diverse fuel supply); the ability to operate in inclement 
weather; a mix of firm, intermittent, and flexible generation; goals for carbon reduction; and 
the effect on local economics can all play a part in the development of an IRP. 

If a non-utility adds a new power plant to the grid, perhaps for a behind-the-meter connection 
(see Section 2.3.1.3) for a data center, then additional power provided to the grid and any 
needed power from the grid will still require interaction with the local utility and the PUC. 

Because costs to the consumer are often a primary concern in development of an IRP, the costs 
to deploy and operate a nuclear plant must be well developed. Globally, in recent history, 
nuclear development costs have well exceeded original estimates in some cases (Eash-Gates, et 
al., 2020). Additionally, many AR designs are still in a state of development such that confidence 
in their costs to deploy and operate is low (ETI, 2020). The owner-operator will want to ensure 
that due diligence is done with potential OEMs to get the best estimate for costs. Refer to the 
EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a) for more information on evaluating 
OEM designs and costs. 

 
 
30 As of December 2023, Illinois has passed legislation reversing its moratorium starting in 2026 (AP, 2023). Also, as 
of 2022, Connecticut’s moratorium no longer applies to the existing nuclear plant. 

0



 

Page | 51 

Utilities in U.S. states and other locales that do not generate formal IRPs will typically need to 
provide similar information to their regulators. If nothing else, they will need to do so internally 
for their own, or their investors’, needs. 

2.4.3.3 Environmental Protection 

In the U.S., the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) is the lead regulator for 
environmental protection, but other federal agencies, as well as many state and local 
governments, also have responsibility for providing rules and requirements. Some of those 
responsibilities may originate with those governments, while others may be delegated to them 
by the EPA. Similar examples outside the U.S. are the U.K.’s Environment Agency (Environment 
Agency, 2023) and both the Agency for Ecological Transition (ADEME) and the Agency for Food, 
Environmental and Occupational Health & Safety (ANSES) in France (ADEME, 2023; ANSES, 
2023). Some of the issues regarding environmental protection, particularly permitting, are 
discussed in Section 3.4.11 of the EPRI Coal to Nuclear report (EPRI, 2023).  

Of key importance for developing new nuclear is the relationship and engagement with 
environmental protection regulators during the licensing process. The engagement process will 
be different in each locale, but in the U.S., it is effectuated through the ER developed for an 
ESP, CP, or COL application and the corresponding environmental impact statement (EIS) 
developed by the NRC. 

In the U.S., the issuance of a nuclear plant license is considered a major federal action and thus 
required to comply with  the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (U.S. EPA, 2024), which 
requires federal agencies to assess the environmental effects of their proposed actions prior to 
making decisions.31 Title II of NEPA established the President's Council on Environmental 
Quality (U.S. CEQ), which has issued regulations (U.S. CEQ, 2023a) to implement NEPA.  

These regulations are binding on all federal agencies, and many of them have developed their 
own supplementary NEPA procedures. These procedures vary across agencies because they are 
tailored for the specific mission and activities of each. Per the CEQ, lead agencies are identified 
for various activities, and the U.S. NRC has this role for commercial nuclear plants (U.S. CEQ, 
2023b). The NRC administers its responsibility through 10 CFR 51, Environmental Protection 
Regulations for Domestic Licensing and Related Regulatory Functions (U.S. NRC, 2021a). The 
CEQ also identifies cooperating agencies, which include any other federal agency with special 
expertise with respect to any environmental issue. For example, the NRC has a memorandum of  

 
 
31 The U.S. administration has recently updated NEPA regulations, with a final rule issued in May 2024 (U.S. CEQ, 
2024). These changes are intended to streamline and accelerate environmental reviews, promote early public 
engagement, and ensure long-term climate trends and environmental justice are addressed. Implementing 
agencies, such as the NRC, will need to modify their internal policies and procedures to address these changes. 
One such possible outcome is the issuance of an EA in lieu of an EIS, which was completed for the Kairos Hermes 2 
test reactor (U.S. NRC, 2024b; U.S. NRC, 2024d). 
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understanding with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (U.S. ACE/NRC, 2008) as a cooperating 
agency to review environmental issues related to “waters of the United States” (U.S. EPA, 
2023). 

To support the NRC in development of the EIS, as part of the licensing process, the prospective 
owner-operator will need to develop an ER. The guidelines and requirements for this report are 
covered in several NRC documents: 

• NUREG-1555, Standard Review Plans for Environmental Reviews for Nuclear Power Plants: 
Environmental Standard Review Plan (U.S. NRC, 2007c; U.S. NRC, 1999) 

• RG 4.2, Revision 3, 2018, Preparation of Environmental Reports for Nuclear Power Stations 
(U.S. NRC, 2018) 

• RG 4.7, Revision 4, 2014, General Site Suitability Criteria for Nuclear Power Stations (U.S. 
NRC, 2024g) 

• COL/ESP-ISG-026, Interim Staff Guidance on Environmental Issues Associated with New 
Reactors (U.S. NRC, 2014a) 

• COL/ESP-ISG-027, Specific Environmental Guidance for Light Water Small Modular Reactor 
Reviews, Interim Staff Guidance (U.S. NRC, 2014b) 

• Also see NUREG-2249, Proposed Rule: Advanced Nuclear Reactor Generic Environmental 
Impact Statement (U.S. NRC, 2021d) and draft RG DG-4032 (RG 4.2 Rev 4) Preparation of 
Environmental Reports for Nuclear Power Stations (U.S. NRC, 2022a).  

As noted in Section 2.4.2.1, this guidance requires the development and evaluation of 
alternatives, including alternative generation options and alternative sites. 

Note: The above statement is critical for organizations looking to deploy a nuclear plant on a 
specific site in support of another operation, such as a data center. The owner-operator will 
need to demonstrate why building a nuclear plant for that application, at that location, is 
environmentally superior to other generation options, such as solar or gas, as well as the option 
to not build at all and simply connect the data center to an existing grid (U.S. NRC, 2014a; U.S. 
NRC, 2024g). Compared to solar or wind, the actual nuclear power plant footprint and 
associated land disturbance is significantly smaller for similar generation capacity.  

These NRC requirements are comprehensive and detailed and will need to be addressed in the 
licensing process. What prospective nuclear plant owner-operators must keep in mind early is 
that the NRC will review the ER for documented evidence that the applicant has affirmatively 
engaged all pertinent agencies, including cooperating federal agencies, appropriate state and 
local agencies, and local tribal governments, in its development. The owner-operator should 
engage these agencies early in its evaluation process to determine if there are impediments to 
its plans and what actions are needed to ensure a successful project. 
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2.4.4 Cost and Other Economic Evaluations 

As part of the decision-making process, the owner-operator should perform a cost analysis. This 
includes an evaluation of costs for internal development and project management; support for 
an OEM or suppliers through development and licensing (if applicable); site characterization 
and licensing; construction and operating licensing; engineering, procurement, and 
construction; O&M; fuel; and decommissioning. As noted in the EPRI Reactor Technology 
Assessment Guide (EPRI, 2022a): 

It is important to note that these cost estimates are more than just a measure of 
the two most common new nuclear plant costing calculations, Overnight Capital 
Cost (OCC) and Levelized Cost of Energy (LCOE). The owner-operator must ensure 
that risk, in particular schedule risk, is included. OCC and LCOE work well when 
comparing two things of equal risk, but they fail when the risks diverge. This is 
especially pertinent when working with novel designs because much of the early 
upfront work may be outside those costs due to lower maturity and will therefore 
require more effort in a Techno-Economic Assessment (TEA) approach versus just 
a cost estimating exercise. 

There are several TEA methods available, but all address key concepts: understanding and 
evaluating economic status, understanding maturity and remaining effort, and understanding 
uncertainty and risk. See Section 3.5 of the EPRI Reactor Technology Assessment Guide (EPRI, 
2022a) for more information. 

Any organization will need to ensure that it evaluates all costs associated with the project. 
These include costs for any decommissioning and remediation of the site prior to nuclear 
construction, if applicable. It is beyond the scope of this report to describe all the scenarios for 
new development costs and financing, but it is important to address all costs that will affect the 
organization. In an early evaluation, it will not be possible to accurately assess the actual costs; 
rather, wide-ranging estimates will need to suffice. However, it is possible, with enough due 
diligence, to assemble a good list (i.e., work breakdown structure) of the cost account items. 
Effort should be made to understand the range (+/-) of those estimates. See A Generalized 
Nuclear Code of Account for Cost Estimation Standardization (EPRI 3002028937) (EPRI, 2024a) 
and Meta-Analysis of Advanced Nuclear Reactor Cost Estimations (INL, 2024b) for additional 
information. 

Note: Economic evaluations typically include a comparison of cost against revenue. It is beyond 
the scope of this report to discuss potential revenue from a new nuclear plant; any utility would 
understand how this would be calculated for its situation (e.g., regulated or not), and the 
evaluation may differ when providing power to another self-owned facility, such as a data 
center. But owner-operators are reminded that nuclear plants can open opportunities for 
additional revenue due to typically higher capacity factors or, in some locales, credits for 
reliability and resiliency. 
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2.4.5 Public Perception and Acceptance 

The development of a nuclear plant can significantly affect the local community, with its 
citizens having varied opinions on the subject. For example, some may view nuclear power 
favorably, others may have safety concerns, and a few may have mixed opinions, viewing the 
clean energy as a positive, but waste as a negative.  

Therefore, it is important that the owner-operator work in concert with the local community, 
without assuming the degree to which that community embraces nuclear. The experience of 
the community with the data center organization or other industrial organizations and whether 
or not they were considered good neighbors can impact public acceptance. Further, while the 
local community may specifically embrace a new nuclear plant, surrounding communities, 
including nearby Indigenous communities, may have different opinions. 

Appendix J of the EPRI Siting Guide (EPRI, 2022c) contains information about managing public 
involvement and acceptance and provides guidance on developing an integral engagement and 
communications organization for this point in the nuclear development process. Also, in the 
U.S., there are several federal and state programs and policies supporting coal and other 
disadvantaged communities (Good Energy Collective, 2021; U.S. Administration, 2023; U.S. 
DOE, 2024b). Owner-operators should understand the options, including those available from 
local business councils and economic development agencies, and use them as applicable or 
guide the stakeholder communities to them for their own use.  

One of the most important aspects of engaging the community is listening to all stakeholders 
and addressing their concerns in a positive manner. An engaged and supportive community is a 
great asset in deploying new nuclear. Community outreach is needed across the entire timeline 
of the nuclear development process, but a first step is to identify and engage with local and 
state leadership. For maximum benefit, community outreach should be a partnership between 
the owner-operator and state and local leadership, working in concert to understand and 
address community concerns, while also clarifying the potential benefits to the community.  

When discussing potential benefits, it is important that the owner-operator understand the 
goals and needs of the community. Beyond potential tax revenue, a key benefit most 
communities expect is an increase in jobs. However, simply stating statistics, like the number of 
new jobs, may or may not address the benefits the community is seeking.  

A report by Idaho National Lab (INL), done in collaboration with Argonne National Lab and Oak 
Ridge National Lab for the Department of Energy (U.S. DOE, 2022), takes an in-depth look at 
potential community benefits of building a nuclear plant in an existing coal community. It 
specifically looks at three different kinds of jobs and the impact of a nuclear plant compared to 
the existing coal plant: 

• Direct jobs—jobs that come from working at the coal or nuclear plant 
• Indirect jobs—jobs that come from those servicing the coal or nuclear plant 
• Induced jobs—jobs that come about from the influx of people and disposable income 
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While the INL report specifically covers repowering coal plants with nuclear, it demonstrates 
that all three types of jobs would be expected to increase for the cases studied, and this would 
be typical for any community where a new nuclear plant is deployed. See Section 3.7 of the 
EPRI Coal to Nuclear report (EPRI, 2023), which contains additional information on the local 
workforce that, while specifically targeted at repowering coal plants with nuclear, may provide 
value to the reader.  

While data centers can bring significant positive benefits to a community via an increase in tax 
base and infrastructure development, they typically do not create a substantial number of jobs 
for the local community’s residents. They typically only employ 20 to 50 people, and many of 
the jobs require very specific skills that may not be available in the community without training 
(TechRepublic, 2016; Area Development, 2015). However, building a data center in tandem 
with a nuclear plant in a community can significantly increase the available jobs, and doing so at 
a retired coal facility can provide opportunities for local workers who already have many of the 
needed qualifications. 

However, even a demonstrated increase in jobs may not be sufficient to earn a community’s 
trust, and the owner-operator must ensure it has a full understanding of the community’s goals 
and concerns. This requires the appropriate level of communication and engagement.  

Readers should review Section 2.8, Community Outreach, and Section 3.4, Community 
Engagement, of the EPRI Single Site Evaluation Guide (EPRI, 2024d) for more information on the 
subject, particularly the care an organization should take to understand the community, its 
goals, and the impact a new nuclear plant will have.  

The primary takeaway on engagement is that the owner-operator should listen first, then 
engage the community on its issues and concerns. 

0



 

Page | 56 

3 REFERENCES 
Links to references were verified at the time of publication. 

1. ADEME. (2023, February). The French Agency for Ecological Transition Home. Retrieved from 
ADEME Web site: https://www.ademe.fr/en 

2. AEP Energy. (2019, July). Behind-the-Meter Generation: Is it for you? Retrieved from AEP Energy 
Web site: https://www.aepenergy.com/blog/behind-the-meter-generation-is-it-for-you/ 

3. ANSES. (2023, February). French Agency for Food, Environmental and Occupational Health & 
Safety Home. Retrieved from ANSES Web site: https://www.anses.fr/en 

4. AP. (2023, December). Pritzker signs law lifting moratorium on nuclear reactors. Retrieved from AP 
Web site: https://apnews.com/article/illinois-nuclear-moratorium-modular-reactors-solar-wind-
225d14cefb03793e08f0802745df4e02 

5. APC. (2011, April). Comparing Data Center Batteries, Flywheels, and Ultracapacitors (White Paper 
65 R2). Retrieved from APC Web site: https://www.apcbj.com/pdf/DBOY-77FNCT_R2_EN.pdf 

6. Area Development. (2015). The Mystery Impact of Data Centers on Local Economies Revealed. 
Retrieved from Area Develoment Web site: https://www.areadevelopment.com/data-
centers/Data-Centers-Q1-2015/impact-of-data-center-development-locally-
2262766.shtml#:~:text=Data%20centers%20tend%20to%20be%20relatively%20low%20on,center
%20can%20be%20anywhere%20between%20five%20and%2030. 

7. Basmadjian, R. (2019, August). Flexibility-Based Energy and Demand Management in Data Centers: 
A Case Study for Cloud Computing (Energies 2019). Retrieved from MPDI Web site: 
https://www.mdpi.com/1996-1073/12/17/3301 

8. BCG. (2023, September). Boston Consulting Group: The Impact of GenAI on Electricity: How GenAI 
is Fueling the Data Center Boom in the U.S. Retrieved from LinkedIn Web site: 
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/impact-genai-electricity-how-fueling-data-center-boom-vivian-
lee/ 

9. Black and Veatch. (2020, September). Powering Data Cneters with Natural Gas: A Report on the 
Benefits of Natural Gas for Data Center Backup Power. Retrieved from Black and Veatch Web site: 
https://webassets.bv.com/2020-09/NG%20Whitepaper%20090920%20v4.pdf 

10. C&C Tecnology Group. (2024, February). Data Center Noise: Effective Strategies for Reduction. 
Retrieved from C&C Tecnology Group Web site: https://cc-techgroup.com/data-center-noise/ 

11. Caplitoline. (2021, June). How much diesel fuel does a data centre need? Retrieved from 
Caplitoline: https://www.capitolinetraining.com/how-much-diesel-fuel-does-a-data-centre-need/ 

12. ClearPath. (2022, October). All Queued Up and Nowhere to Go: The Massive Interconnection 
Challenge Facing Net-Zero Electricity Deployment. Retrieved from ClearPath Web site: 
https://clearpath.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/44/2023/08/all-queued-up-and-nowhere-to-
go.pdf 

13. CNSC. (2024a, January). New reactor facility projects. Retrieved from CNSC Web site: 
https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/reactors/power-plants/new-reactor-facilities/ 

14. CNSC. (2024b, April). Vendor Design Review. Retrieved from CNSC Web site: https://www.cnsc-
ccsn.gc.ca/eng/reactors/power-plants/pre-licensing-vendor-design-review/ 

0

https://www.ademe.fr/en
https://www.aepenergy.com/blog/behind-the-meter-generation-is-it-for-you/
https://www.anses.fr/en
https://apnews.com/article/illinois-nuclear-moratorium-modular-reactors-solar-wind-225d14cefb03793e08f0802745df4e02
https://apnews.com/article/illinois-nuclear-moratorium-modular-reactors-solar-wind-225d14cefb03793e08f0802745df4e02
https://www.apcbj.com/pdf/DBOY-77FNCT_R2_EN.pdf
https://www.areadevelopment.com/data-centers/Data-Centers-Q1-2015/impact-of-data-center-development-locally-2262766.shtml%23:%7E:text=Data%20centers%20tend%20to%20be%20relatively%20low%20on,center%20can%20be%20anywhere%20between%20five%20and%2030
https://www.areadevelopment.com/data-centers/Data-Centers-Q1-2015/impact-of-data-center-development-locally-2262766.shtml%23:%7E:text=Data%20centers%20tend%20to%20be%20relatively%20low%20on,center%20can%20be%20anywhere%20between%20five%20and%2030
https://www.areadevelopment.com/data-centers/Data-Centers-Q1-2015/impact-of-data-center-development-locally-2262766.shtml%23:%7E:text=Data%20centers%20tend%20to%20be%20relatively%20low%20on,center%20can%20be%20anywhere%20between%20five%20and%2030
https://www.areadevelopment.com/data-centers/Data-Centers-Q1-2015/impact-of-data-center-development-locally-2262766.shtml%23:%7E:text=Data%20centers%20tend%20to%20be%20relatively%20low%20on,center%20can%20be%20anywhere%20between%20five%20and%2030
https://www.mdpi.com/1996-1073/12/17/3301
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/impact-genai-electricity-how-fueling-data-center-boom-vivian-lee/
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/impact-genai-electricity-how-fueling-data-center-boom-vivian-lee/
https://webassets.bv.com/2020-09/NG%20Whitepaper%20090920%20v4.pdf
https://cc-techgroup.com/data-center-noise/
https://www.capitolinetraining.com/how-much-diesel-fuel-does-a-data-centre-need/
https://clearpath.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/44/2023/08/all-queued-up-and-nowhere-to-go.pdf
https://clearpath.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/44/2023/08/all-queued-up-and-nowhere-to-go.pdf
https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/reactors/power-plants/new-reactor-facilities/
https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/reactors/power-plants/pre-licensing-vendor-design-review/
https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/reactors/power-plants/pre-licensing-vendor-design-review/


 

Page | 57 

15. ComputerWeekly. (2022, March). More than 300 new hyperscale datacentres in development 
globally. Retrieved from ComputerWeekly Web site: 
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252515075/More-than-300-new-hyperscale-
datacentres-in-development-globally 

16. Data Center Acceleration. (2023, October). The Silent Threat: Mitigating Noise Pollution in Data 
Centers. Retrieved from Data Center Acceleration Web site: 
https://datacenteracceleration.com/noise-pollution-in-data-centers/ 

17. Data Center Dynamics. (2019, January). Build it high: The rise of multi-story data centers. Retrieved 
from Data Center Dynamics Web site: https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/analysis/build-it-
high/ 

18. Data Center Dynamics. (2023a, December). Escaping the grid: Data centers tap into the future of 
onsite power. Retrieved from Data Center Dynamics Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/marketwatch/escaping-the-grid-data-centers-tap-into-
the-future-of-onsite-power/ 

19. Data Center Dynamics. (2023b, July). Five benefits of upgrading from diesel gensets to natural gas 
microgrids for backup power. Retrieved from Data Center Dynamics Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/five-benefits-of-upgrading-from-diesel-
gensets-to-natural-gas-microgrids-for-backup-power/ 

20. Data Center Dynamics. (2023c, August). Maryland denies Aligned Data Centers exemption for 168 
diesel gens at Quantum Loophole campus. Retrieved from Data Center Dynamics Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/maryland-denies-aligned-data-centers-
exemption-for-168-diesel-gens-at-quantum-loophole-campus/ 

21. Data Center Dynamics. (2023d, January). Talen Energy finishes construction on first data center at 
Pennsylvania nuclear station. Retrieved from DCD Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/talen-energy-finishes-construction-on-first-data-
center-at-pennsylvania-nuclear-station/ 

22. Data Center Dynamics. (2023e, November). The challenges and opportunities of onsite power 
generation for data centers. Retrieved from Data Center Dynamics web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-challenges-and-opportunities-of-onsite-
power-generation-for-data-centers/ 

23. Data Center Dynamics. (2023f, July). The Path to Data Center Decarbonization Starts Now. 
Retrieved from Data Center Dynamics Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-path-to-data-center-decarbonization-
starts-now/ 

24. Data Center Dynamics. (2024a, February). Nuclear-powered data center campus in Surry, Virginia, 
gets rezoning approval. Retrieved from Data Center Dynamics Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/nuclear-powered-data-center-campus-in-surry-
virginia-gets-rezoning-approval/ 

  

0

https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252515075/More-than-300-new-hyperscale-datacentres-in-development-globally
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252515075/More-than-300-new-hyperscale-datacentres-in-development-globally
https://datacenteracceleration.com/noise-pollution-in-data-centers/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/analysis/build-it-high/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/analysis/build-it-high/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/marketwatch/escaping-the-grid-data-centers-tap-into-the-future-of-onsite-power/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/marketwatch/escaping-the-grid-data-centers-tap-into-the-future-of-onsite-power/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/five-benefits-of-upgrading-from-diesel-gensets-to-natural-gas-microgrids-for-backup-power/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/five-benefits-of-upgrading-from-diesel-gensets-to-natural-gas-microgrids-for-backup-power/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/maryland-denies-aligned-data-centers-exemption-for-168-diesel-gens-at-quantum-loophole-campus/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/maryland-denies-aligned-data-centers-exemption-for-168-diesel-gens-at-quantum-loophole-campus/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/talen-energy-finishes-construction-on-first-data-center-at-pennsylvania-nuclear-station/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/talen-energy-finishes-construction-on-first-data-center-at-pennsylvania-nuclear-station/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-challenges-and-opportunities-of-onsite-power-generation-for-data-centers/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-challenges-and-opportunities-of-onsite-power-generation-for-data-centers/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-path-to-data-center-decarbonization-starts-now/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-path-to-data-center-decarbonization-starts-now/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/nuclear-powered-data-center-campus-in-surry-virginia-gets-rezoning-approval/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/news/nuclear-powered-data-center-campus-in-surry-virginia-gets-rezoning-approval/


 

Page | 58 

25. Data Center Dynamics. (2024b, March). The crucial role of data centers in ensuring grid stability 
amid renewable energy transition. Retrieved from DCD Web site: 
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-crucial-role-of-data-centers-in-ensuring-
grid-stability-amid-renewable-energy-transition/ 

26. Data Center Frontier. (2019, Aug). Hyperscale Data Centers. Retrieved from Data Center Frontier 
Web site: https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/colocation/whitepaper/11431916/iron-mountain-
hyperscale-data-centers-a-data-center-frontier-special-report 

27. Data Center Frontier. (2020, September). Five Things To Know About Data Center Site Selection. 
Retrieved from Data Center Frontier Web site: https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-
frontier-special-reports/whitepaper/11431815/stack-infrastructure-five-things-to-know-about-
data-center-site-selection 

28. Data Center Frontier. (2021, June). Quantum Loophole Plans 2,100 Acre Data Center Campus in 
Maryland. Retrieved from Data Center Frontier Web site: 
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/featured/article/11428096/quantum-loophole-plans-2100-
acre-data-center-campus-in-maryland 

29. Data Center Frontier. (2023, March). Nuclear-Powered Data Centers: Modular Reactors on the 
Horizon. Retrieved from Data Center Frontier Web site: 
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-design/article/33002036/nuclear-powered-
data-centers-modular-reactors-on-the-horizon 

30. Data Center Frontier. (2024, April). The Gigawatt Data Center Campus is Coming. Retrieved from 
Data Center Frontier web site: 
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/hyperscale/article/55021675/the-gigawatt-data-center-
campus-is-coming 

31. Data Center Knowledge. (2022, April). Sounds of the Data Center: Quiet of Immersion Cooling 
Improves Quality of Life. Retrieved from Data Center Knowledge Web site: 
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/industry-perspectives/sounds-data-center-quiet-
immersion-cooling-improves-quality-life 

32. Data Center Knowledge. (2023a, October). Amazon Tones Down Its Data Center Noise After 
Residents Sound the Alarm. Retrieved from Data Center Knowledge Web site: 
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/buildconstruction/amazon-tones-down-its-data-center-
noise-after-residents-sound-alarm 

33. Data Center Knowledge. (2023b, June). What Is Data Center PUE? Defining Power Usage 
Effectiveness. Retrieved from Data Center Knowledge Web site: 
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/sustainability/what-data-center-pue-defining-power-
usage-effectiveness 

34. Data Center Map. (2024, April). Data Centers (World Wide). Retrieved from Data Center Map Web 
site: https://www.datacentermap.com 

35. Dgtl Infra. (2023, October). Building a Data Center: An In-Depth Guide to Construction. Retrieved 
from Dgtl Infra Web site: https://dgtlinfra.com/building-data-center-construction/ 

36. Dgtl Infra. (2024a, February). Data Center Infrastructure Management (DCIM): An Overview. 
Retrieved from Dgtl Infra Web site: https://dgtlinfra.com/data-center-infrastructure-
management-dcim/ 

0

https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-crucial-role-of-data-centers-in-ensuring-grid-stability-amid-renewable-energy-transition/
https://www.datacenterdynamics.com/en/opinions/the-crucial-role-of-data-centers-in-ensuring-grid-stability-amid-renewable-energy-transition/
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/colocation/whitepaper/11431916/iron-mountain-hyperscale-data-centers-a-data-center-frontier-special-report
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/colocation/whitepaper/11431916/iron-mountain-hyperscale-data-centers-a-data-center-frontier-special-report
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-frontier-special-reports/whitepaper/11431815/stack-infrastructure-five-things-to-know-about-data-center-site-selection
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-frontier-special-reports/whitepaper/11431815/stack-infrastructure-five-things-to-know-about-data-center-site-selection
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-frontier-special-reports/whitepaper/11431815/stack-infrastructure-five-things-to-know-about-data-center-site-selection
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/featured/article/11428096/quantum-loophole-plans-2100-acre-data-center-campus-in-maryland
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/featured/article/11428096/quantum-loophole-plans-2100-acre-data-center-campus-in-maryland
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-design/article/33002036/nuclear-powered-data-centers-modular-reactors-on-the-horizon
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/data-center-design/article/33002036/nuclear-powered-data-centers-modular-reactors-on-the-horizon
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/hyperscale/article/55021675/the-gigawatt-data-center-campus-is-coming
https://www.datacenterfrontier.com/hyperscale/article/55021675/the-gigawatt-data-center-campus-is-coming
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/industry-perspectives/sounds-data-center-quiet-immersion-cooling-improves-quality-life
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/industry-perspectives/sounds-data-center-quiet-immersion-cooling-improves-quality-life
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/buildconstruction/amazon-tones-down-its-data-center-noise-after-residents-sound-alarm
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/buildconstruction/amazon-tones-down-its-data-center-noise-after-residents-sound-alarm
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/sustainability/what-data-center-pue-defining-power-usage-effectiveness
https://www.datacenterknowledge.com/sustainability/what-data-center-pue-defining-power-usage-effectiveness
https://www.datacentermap.com/
https://dgtlinfra.com/building-data-center-construction/
https://dgtlinfra.com/data-center-infrastructure-management-dcim/
https://dgtlinfra.com/data-center-infrastructure-management-dcim/


 

Page | 59 

37. Dgtl Infra. (2024b, March). Data Center Power: A Comprehensive Overview of Energy. Retrieved 
from Dgtl Infra Web site: https://dgtlinfra.com/data-center-power/ 

38. Dominion Energy. (2016, June). North Anna 3 Combined License Applicaiton - Part 3: Applicant's 
Enviornmental Report - Combined License Stage (R8). Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1621/ML16218A026.pdf 

39. Eash-Gates, P., Klemun, M., Kavlak, G., McNerney, J., Buongiorno, J., & Trancik, J. (2020, 
November). Sources of Cost Overrun in Nuclear Power Plant Construction Call for a New Approach 
to Engineering Design. Retrieved from Joule Web-site : 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2020.10.001 

40. Energy Systems Integration Group. (2022, August). Setting Operating Reserve Requirements on an 
Evolving Power System. Retrieved from ESIG Web site: https://www.esig.energy/setting-
operating-reserve-requirements-on-an-evolving-power-system/ 

41. Environment Agency. (2023, February). U.K. Environment Agency Home. Retrieved from U.K. 
Environment Agency Web iste: https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/environment-
agency 

42. EPRI. (2014, December). Advanced Nuclear Technology: Advanced Light Water Reactor Utility 
Requirements Document, Revision 13. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2014. 3002003129. Retrieved from EPRI 
Web site: https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002003129 

43. EPRI. (2018, November). Cyber Security Technical Assessment Methodology: Risk Informed Exploit 
Sequence Identification and Mitigation, Revision 1. EPRI. Palo Alto, CA: 2018. 3002012752. 
Retrieved from EPRI Web site: https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002012752 

44. EPRI. (2019, June 26). Owner-Operator Requirements Guide (ORG) for Advanced Reactors, Revision 
1. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2019. 3002015751. Retrieved from EPRI Web site: 
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002015751 

45. EPRI. (2022a, December). Advanced Nuclear Technology: Owner-Operator Reactor Technology 
Assessment Guide. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2022. 3002025344. Retrieved from EPRI Web site: 
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002025344 

46. EPRI. (2022b, December). New Build Nuclear Plant Development and Technical Assistance: Guide 
to EPRI Resources. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2022. 3002025692. Retrieved from EPRI Web site: 
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002025692 

47. EPRI. (2022c, November). Site Selection and Evaluation Criteria for New Nuclear Energy Generation 
Facilities (Siting Guide) — 2022 Update. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2022. 3002023910. Retrieved from 
EPRI Web site: https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002023910 

48. EPRI. (2023, October). From Coal to Nuclear: A Practical Guide for Developing Nuclear Energy 
Facilities in Coal Plant Communities. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2023. 3002026517. Retrieved from EPRI 
web site: https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002026517 

49. EPRI. (2024a, March). A Generalized Nuclear Code of Account for Cost Estimation Standardization. 
EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2024. 3002028937. Retrieved from EPRI Web site: 
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002028937 

50. EPRI. (2024b, September). Data Centers Industry Update: Grid Impacts & Opportunities 
(Presentation for Nuclear Energy for Data Centers). Retrieved from (Contact EPRI) 

0

https://dgtlinfra.com/data-center-power/
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1621/ML16218A026.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2020.10.001
https://www.esig.energy/setting-operating-reserve-requirements-on-an-evolving-power-system/
https://www.esig.energy/setting-operating-reserve-requirements-on-an-evolving-power-system/
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/environment-agency
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/environment-agency
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002003129
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002012752
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002015751
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002025344
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002025692
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002023910
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002026517
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002028937


 

Page | 60 

51. EPRI. (2024c, May). Powering Intelligence: Analyzing Artificial Intelligence and Data Center Energy 
Consumption. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2024. 3002028905. Retrieved from EPRI Web site: 
https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002028905 

52. EPRI. (2024d, October). Single Site Evaluation Guide: Preliminary Assessment of a Predefined Site 
for Deployment of a New Nuclear Energy Facility. EPRI, Palo Alto, CA: 2024. 3002030533. Retrieved 
from EPRI Web site: https://www.epri.com/research/programs/065093/results/3002030533 

53. ETI. (2020, September). The Energy Technologies Institute (ETI) Nuclear Cost Drivers Project. 
Retrieved from Catapult Energy Systems web site: https://es.catapult.org.uk/report/nuclear-cost-
drivers/ 

54. Good Energy Collective. (2021, December). Opportunities for Coal Communities Through Nuclear 
Energy: An Early Look. Retrieved from GEC Web site: https://uploads-
ssl.webflow.com/5f05cd440196dc2be1636955/622d09b5a0d195112ac726a1_Full%20Report_Op
portunities%20for%20Coal%20Communities%20Through%20Nuclear%20Energy.pdf 

55. Grid Strategies. (2023, December). The Era of Flat Power Demand is Over. Retrieved from Grid 
Strategies Web site: https://gridstrategiesllc.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/National-Load-
Growth-Report-2023.pdf 

56. IAEA. (2012, March). Electric Grid Reliability and Interface with Nuclear Power Plants. Retrieved 
from IAEA Web site: https://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/Publications/PDF/Pub1542_web.pdf 

57. IAEA. (2020, September). Advanced Large Water Cooled Reactors - A Supplement to: IAEA 
Advanced Reactors Information System (ARIS). Retrieved from IAEA ARIS Web site: 
https://aris.iaea.org/Publications/20-02619E_ALWCR_ARIS_Booklet_WEB.pdf 

58. IAEA. (2022, September). Advances in Small Modular Reactor Technology Developments - A 
Supplement to: IAEA Advanced Reactors Information System (ARIS) 2022 Edition. Retrieved from 
IAEA Web site: https://aris.iaea.org/Publications/SMR_booklet_2022.pdf 

59. IBM. (2023, Decemeber). What is corporate social responsibility (CSR). Retrieved from IBM Web 
site: https://www.ibm.com/topics/corporate-social-responsibility 

60. IBM. (2024a, March). What is a hyperscale data center? Retrieved from IBM Web site: 
https://www.ibm.com/topics/hyperscale-data-center 

61. IBM. (2024b, January). What is environmental, social and governance (ESG)? Retrieved from IBM 
web site: https://www.ibm.com/topics/environmental-social-and-governance 

62. IEA. (2019, December). Data centres and energy – from global headlines to local headaches? 
Retrieved from IEA Web site: https://www.iea.org/commentaries/data-centres-and-energy-from-
global-headlines-to-local-headaches 

63. IEA. (2024, January). International Energy Agency: Electricity 2024: Analysis and Forecast to 2026. 
Retrieved from IEA Web site: https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/6b2fd954-2017-408e-
bf08-952fdd62118a/Electricity2024-Analysisandforecastto2026.pdf 

64. IEEE Spectrum. (2024, August). Amazon Vies for Nuclear-Powered Data Center: The deal has 
become a flash point over energy fairness. Retrieved from IEE Spectrum Web site: 
https://spectrum.ieee.org/amazon-data-center-nuclear-power 

  

0

https://www.epri.com/research/products/000000003002028905
https://www.epri.com/research/programs/065093/results/3002030533
https://es.catapult.org.uk/report/nuclear-cost-drivers/
https://es.catapult.org.uk/report/nuclear-cost-drivers/
https://uploads-ssl.webflow.com/5f05cd440196dc2be1636955/622d09b5a0d195112ac726a1_Full%20Report_Opportunities%20for%20Coal%20Communities%20Through%20Nuclear%20Energy.pdf
https://uploads-ssl.webflow.com/5f05cd440196dc2be1636955/622d09b5a0d195112ac726a1_Full%20Report_Opportunities%20for%20Coal%20Communities%20Through%20Nuclear%20Energy.pdf
https://uploads-ssl.webflow.com/5f05cd440196dc2be1636955/622d09b5a0d195112ac726a1_Full%20Report_Opportunities%20for%20Coal%20Communities%20Through%20Nuclear%20Energy.pdf
https://gridstrategiesllc.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/National-Load-Growth-Report-2023.pdf
https://gridstrategiesllc.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/National-Load-Growth-Report-2023.pdf
https://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/Publications/PDF/Pub1542_web.pdf
https://aris.iaea.org/Publications/20-02619E_ALWCR_ARIS_Booklet_WEB.pdf
https://aris.iaea.org/Publications/SMR_booklet_2022.pdf
https://www.ibm.com/topics/corporate-social-responsibility
https://www.ibm.com/topics/hyperscale-data-center
https://www.ibm.com/topics/environmental-social-and-governance
https://www.iea.org/commentaries/data-centres-and-energy-from-global-headlines-to-local-headaches
https://www.iea.org/commentaries/data-centres-and-energy-from-global-headlines-to-local-headaches
https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/6b2fd954-2017-408e-bf08-952fdd62118a/Electricity2024-Analysisandforecastto2026.pdf
https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/6b2fd954-2017-408e-bf08-952fdd62118a/Electricity2024-Analysisandforecastto2026.pdf
https://spectrum.ieee.org/amazon-data-center-nuclear-power


 

Page | 61 

65. IIR. (2023, September). Nuclear Power Purchase Agreements Take Shape in the U.S. Retrieved 
from Industrial Info Resources Web site: https://www.industrialinfo.com/news/abstract/nuclear-
power-purchase-agreements-take-shape-in-the-us--323802 

66. INL. (2024a, April). Data Center World 2024 Presentation: Integrated Nuclear Energy and Data 
Centers as Virtual Power Plants. Retrieved from (Contact INL via GAIN) 

67. INL. (2024b, April). Idaho National Laboratory: Microreactors. Retrieved from INL Web site: 
https://inl.gov/trending-topics/microreactors/ 

68. INL. (2024c, March). Meta-Analysis of Advanced Nuclear Reactor Cost Estimations (INL/RPT-24-
77048-Revision-0). Retrieved from INL Web site: 
https://inldigitallibrary.inl.gov/sites/sti/sti/Sort_94758.pdf 

69. IPCC. (2015, February). The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change: Climate Change 2014: 
Technology-specific Cost and Performance Parameters: Annex III, Table A.III.2, Emissions of 
selected electricity supply technologies. Retrieved from IPCC Web site: 
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/02/ipcc_wg3_ar5_annex-iii.pdf#page=7 

70. KPMG. (2023, July). The Opportunity for VPPAs in Regulated Markets. Retrieved from KPMG Web 
site: https://kpmg.com/kpmg-us/content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2022/opportunity-regulated-
markets.pdf 

71. LBNL. (2024, April). Queued Up: 2024 Edition - Characteristics of Power Plants Seeking 
Transmission Interconnection As of the End of 2023. Retrieved from Lawrence Berkeley National 
Laboratory Web site: https://emp.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/2024-
04/Queued%20Up%202024%20Edition_1.pdf 

72. Lim, H., & Park, J.-h. (2020, May). Effects of house load operation on PSA based on operational 
experiences in Korea. Retrieved from ScienceDirect Web site: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1738573319308642 

73. McKinsey. (2023, January). Investing in the Rising Data Center Economy. Retrieved from McKinsey 
Web site: 
https://www.mckinsey.com/~/media/mckinsey/industries/technology%20media%20and%20telec
ommunications/high%20tech/our%20insights/investing%20in%20the%20rising%20data%20center
%20economy/investing-in-the-rising-data-center-economy_final.pdf 

74. Microsoft. (2024, May). How can we advance sustainability? 2024 Environmental Sustainability 
Report (for fiscal year 2023). Retrieved from Microsoft Web site: 
https://query.prod.cms.rt.microsoft.com/cms/api/am/binary/RW1lhhu 

75. MIT. (2023, September). AI Models are Devouring Energy: Tools to Reduce Consumption are Here, 
if Data Centers will Adopt. Retrieved from MIT Web site: https://www.ll.mit.edu/news/ai-models-
are-devouring-energy-tools-reduce-consumption-are-here-if-data-centers-will-adopt 

76. NCSL. (2023, September). National Conference of State Legislatures - States Restrictions on New 
Nuclear Power Facility Construction. Retrieved from NCSL Web site: 
https://www.ncsl.org/environment-and-natural-resources/states-restrictions-on-new-nuclear-
power-facility-construction 

77. NEI. (2010, April). Nuclear Energy Institute, Cyber Security Plan for Nuclear Power Reactors (NEI 
08-09, R6). Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1011/ML101180437.pdf 

0

https://www.industrialinfo.com/news/abstract/nuclear-power-purchase-agreements-take-shape-in-the-us--323802
https://www.industrialinfo.com/news/abstract/nuclear-power-purchase-agreements-take-shape-in-the-us--323802
https://inl.gov/trending-topics/microreactors/
https://inldigitallibrary.inl.gov/sites/sti/sti/Sort_94758.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/02/ipcc_wg3_ar5_annex-iii.pdf%23page=7
https://kpmg.com/kpmg-us/content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2022/opportunity-regulated-markets.pdf
https://kpmg.com/kpmg-us/content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2022/opportunity-regulated-markets.pdf
https://emp.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/Queued%20Up%202024%20Edition_1.pdf
https://emp.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/Queued%20Up%202024%20Edition_1.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1738573319308642
https://www.mckinsey.com/%7E/media/mckinsey/industries/technology%20media%20and%20telecommunications/high%20tech/our%20insights/investing%20in%20the%20rising%20data%20center%20economy/investing-in-the-rising-data-center-economy_final.pdf
https://www.mckinsey.com/%7E/media/mckinsey/industries/technology%20media%20and%20telecommunications/high%20tech/our%20insights/investing%20in%20the%20rising%20data%20center%20economy/investing-in-the-rising-data-center-economy_final.pdf
https://www.mckinsey.com/%7E/media/mckinsey/industries/technology%20media%20and%20telecommunications/high%20tech/our%20insights/investing%20in%20the%20rising%20data%20center%20economy/investing-in-the-rising-data-center-economy_final.pdf
https://query.prod.cms.rt.microsoft.com/cms/api/am/binary/RW1lhhu
https://www.ll.mit.edu/news/ai-models-are-devouring-energy-tools-reduce-consumption-are-here-if-data-centers-will-adopt
https://www.ll.mit.edu/news/ai-models-are-devouring-energy-tools-reduce-consumption-are-here-if-data-centers-will-adopt
https://www.ncsl.org/environment-and-natural-resources/states-restrictions-on-new-nuclear-power-facility-construction
https://www.ncsl.org/environment-and-natural-resources/states-restrictions-on-new-nuclear-power-facility-construction
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1011/ML101180437.pdf


 

Page | 62 

78. NEI. (2018, December). Nuclear Energy Institute, Addendum 7 to NEI 08-09, Cyber Security Plan for 
Nuclear Power Reactors, R6. Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1908/ML19080A152.pdf 

79. NEI. (2024, April). Nuclear Energy Institute: Energy Security. Retrieved from NEI Web site: 
https://www.nei.org/advantages/energy-security 

80. NERC. (2024, May). Reliability Standards. Retrieved from NERC Web site: 
https://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Pages/ReliabilityStandards.aspx 

81. NIA. (2023, July). Nuclear Innovation Aliance - Advanced Nuclear Reactror Technology: A Primer. 
Retrieved from NIA Web site: https://nuclearinnovationalliance.org/advanced-nuclear-reactor-
technology-primer 

82. NREL. (2011, August). Operating Reserves and Variable Generation. Retrieved from NREL Web site: 
https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy11osti/51978.pdf 

83. NREL. (2020a, May). National Renewable Energy Laboratory: Inertia and the Power Grid: A Guide 
Without the Spin. Retrieved from NREL Web Site: https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy20osti/73856.pdf 

84. NREL. (2020b, August). The Impact of Behind-the-Meter Heterogeneous Distributed Energy 
Resources on Distribution Grids (NREL/CP-5D00-74736). Retrieved from NREL Web site: 
https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy20osti/74736.pdf 

85. NuScale. (2024, April). NuScale Power. Retrieved from NuScale Web site: 
https://www.nuscalepower.com/ 

86. OEB. (2023, February). Ontario Enegry Board Home. Retrieved from OEB Web site: 
https://www.oeb.ca/ 

87. Ofgem. (2023, February). Office of Gas and Electricty Markets Home . Retrieved from Ofgem Web 
site: https://www.ofgem.gov.uk/ 

88. Oklo. (2024, April). Oklo. Retrieved from Oklo Web site: https://oklo.com 

89. Oxford Sustainable Finance Programme. (2021, April). The Energy Transition and Changing 
Financing Costs. Retrieved from Oxford Web site: https://etrc.smithschool.ox.ac.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2021/05/EnergyReport2021.pdf 

90. PJM. (2024, January). PJM Publishes 2024 Long-Term Load Forecast. Retrieved from PJM Web site: 
https://insidelines.pjm.com/pjm-publishes-2024-long-term-load-forecast/ 

91. PNNL. (2021, March). Pacific Northwest National Laboratory - Integrated Resource Planning in the 
U.S. Overview. Retrieved from eta-publications.lbl.gov: https://eta-
publications.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/sc_commission_day_1_irps_in_us_review_of_requirement
s_final.pdf 

92. Power. (2024, March). NRC Sets Stage for Advanced Nuclear with New Part 53 Rule. Retrieved 
from Power Web site: https://www.powermag.com/nrc-sets-stage-for-advanced-nuclear-with-
new-part-53-rule/ 

93. PressBooks. (2024, May). Understanding Sound (Chapter 43, Decibels). Retrieved from Pressbooks 
Web site: https://pressbooks.pub/sound/chapter/decibels-the-math/ 

94. Quick Electricty. (2024, April). Deregulated Energy States. Retrieved from Quick Electricty Web 
site: https://quickelectricity.com/deregulated-energy-states/ 

0

https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1908/ML19080A152.pdf
https://www.nei.org/advantages/energy-security
https://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Pages/ReliabilityStandards.aspx
https://nuclearinnovationalliance.org/advanced-nuclear-reactor-technology-primer
https://nuclearinnovationalliance.org/advanced-nuclear-reactor-technology-primer
https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy11osti/51978.pdf
https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy20osti/73856.pdf
https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy20osti/74736.pdf
https://www.nuscalepower.com/
https://www.oeb.ca/
https://www.ofgem.gov.uk/
https://etrc.smithschool.ox.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/EnergyReport2021.pdf
https://etrc.smithschool.ox.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/EnergyReport2021.pdf
https://insidelines.pjm.com/pjm-publishes-2024-long-term-load-forecast/
https://eta-publications.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/sc_commission_day_1_irps_in_us_review_of_requirements_final.pdf
https://eta-publications.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/sc_commission_day_1_irps_in_us_review_of_requirements_final.pdf
https://eta-publications.lbl.gov/sites/default/files/sc_commission_day_1_irps_in_us_review_of_requirements_final.pdf
https://www.powermag.com/nrc-sets-stage-for-advanced-nuclear-with-new-part-53-rule/
https://www.powermag.com/nrc-sets-stage-for-advanced-nuclear-with-new-part-53-rule/
https://pressbooks.pub/sound/chapter/decibels-the-math/
https://quickelectricity.com/deregulated-energy-states/


 

Page | 63 

95. RMI. (2019, January). Rocky Mountain Institute: Virtual Power Purchase Agreement. Retrieved 
from RMI Web site: https://rmi.org/insight/virtual-power-purchase-agreement/ 

96. Schneider Electric. (2020, October). Applying Natural Gas Engine Generators to Hyperscale Data 
Centers. Retrieved from Schneider Electric Web site: 
https://www.se.com/ww/en/download/document/SPD_286_EN 

97. ScottMadden. (2021, October). Gone with the Steam: How new nuclear power plants can re-
energize communities when coal plants close. Retrieved from ScottMadden Website: 
https://www.scottmadden.com/content/uploads/2021/10/ScottMadden_Gone_With_The_Steam
_WhitePaper_final4.pdf 

98. Server Lift. (2022, January). Data Centers Continue to See Rack Densities Increase. Retrieved from 
Server Lift web site: https://serverlift.com/blog/data-centers-continue-to-see-rack-densities-
increase/ 

99. Site24x7. (2024a, April). Data center regulations for the US. Retrieved from Site24x7 Web site: 
https://www.site24x7.com/learn/datacenter/data-center-security-and-privacy-for-usa.html 

100. Site24x7. (2024b, April). Data center security and privacy guidelines 101. Retrieved from Site24x7 
Web site: https://www.site24x7.com/learn/datacenter/data-center-security-and-privacy-for-
europe.html 

101. Synergy Reserch Group. (2024, April). Hyperscale Data Centers Hit the Thousand Mark; Total 
Capacity is Doubling Every Four Years. Retrieved from Synergy Reserch Group Web site: 
https://www.srgresearch.com/articles/hyperscale-data-centers-hit-the-thousand-mark-total-
capacity-is-doubling-every-four-years 

102. Talen Energy. (2022, April). Susquehanna Steam Electric Station 2021 Annual Environmental 
Operating Report (Nonradiological) (PLA-7986). Retrieved from Talen Energy Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2211/ML22116A206.pdf 

103. Talen Energy. (2024, March). Talen Energy Announces Sale of Zero-Carbon Data Center Campus. 
Retrieved from Talen Energy Web site: https://talenenergy.investorroom.com/2024-03-04-Talen-
Energy-Announces-Sale-of-Zero-Carbon-Data-Center-Campus 

104. TechRadar. (2023, January). Mini nuclear reactors could soon power data centers. Retrieved from 
TechRadar Web site: https://www.techradar.com/news/mini-nuclear-reactors-could-soon-power-
data-centers 

105. TechRepublic. (2016, September). Why data centers fail to bring new jobs to small towns. 
Retrieved from TechRepublic Web site: https://www.techrepublic.com/article/why-data-centers-
fail-to-bring-new-jobs-to-small-towns/ 

106. TechTarget. (2024, May). Data Center Infrastructure Efficiency (DCiE). Retrieved from TechTarget 
Web site: https://www.techtarget.com/searchdatacenter/definition/data-center-infrastructure-
efficiency-DCIE 

  

0

https://rmi.org/insight/virtual-power-purchase-agreement/
https://www.se.com/ww/en/download/document/SPD_286_EN
https://www.scottmadden.com/content/uploads/2021/10/ScottMadden_Gone_With_The_Steam_WhitePaper_final4.pdf
https://www.scottmadden.com/content/uploads/2021/10/ScottMadden_Gone_With_The_Steam_WhitePaper_final4.pdf
https://serverlift.com/blog/data-centers-continue-to-see-rack-densities-increase/
https://serverlift.com/blog/data-centers-continue-to-see-rack-densities-increase/
https://www.site24x7.com/learn/datacenter/data-center-security-and-privacy-for-usa.html
https://www.site24x7.com/learn/datacenter/data-center-security-and-privacy-for-europe.html
https://www.site24x7.com/learn/datacenter/data-center-security-and-privacy-for-europe.html
https://www.srgresearch.com/articles/hyperscale-data-centers-hit-the-thousand-mark-total-capacity-is-doubling-every-four-years
https://www.srgresearch.com/articles/hyperscale-data-centers-hit-the-thousand-mark-total-capacity-is-doubling-every-four-years
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2211/ML22116A206.pdf
https://talenenergy.investorroom.com/2024-03-04-Talen-Energy-Announces-Sale-of-Zero-Carbon-Data-Center-Campus
https://talenenergy.investorroom.com/2024-03-04-Talen-Energy-Announces-Sale-of-Zero-Carbon-Data-Center-Campus
https://www.techradar.com/news/mini-nuclear-reactors-could-soon-power-data-centers
https://www.techradar.com/news/mini-nuclear-reactors-could-soon-power-data-centers
https://www.techrepublic.com/article/why-data-centers-fail-to-bring-new-jobs-to-small-towns/
https://www.techrepublic.com/article/why-data-centers-fail-to-bring-new-jobs-to-small-towns/
https://www.techtarget.com/searchdatacenter/definition/data-center-infrastructure-efficiency-DCIE
https://www.techtarget.com/searchdatacenter/definition/data-center-infrastructure-efficiency-DCIE


 

Page | 64 

107. Thumann, A., & Woodroof, E. (2021, January). Energy Project Financing: Resources and Strategies 
for Success. Retrieved from Excerpted from Google Books Web site: 
https://books.google.com/books?id=vXQWEAAAQBAJ&pg=PA93&source=gbs_toc_r&cad=2#v=on
epage&q&f=false 

108. U.K. ONR. (2024, March). Assessment of reactors. Retrieved from ONR Web site: 
https://www.onr.org.uk/generic-design-assessment/assessment-of-reactors/ 

109. U.S. ACE/NRC. (2008, September). Memorandum of Understanding Between U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission on Environmental Reviews Related to the 
Issuance of Authorizations to Construct and Operate Nuclear Power Plants. Retrieved from U.S. 
ACE Web site: https://usace.contentdm.oclc.org/utils/getfile/collection/p16021coll11/id/2529 

110. U.S. Administration. (2023, January). Building a Clean Energy Economy: A Guidebook to The 
Inflation Reduction Act’s Investments in Clean Energy and Climate Action (V2). Retrieved from 
whitehouse.gov: https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/Inflation-Reduction-
Act-Guidebook.pdf 

111. U.S. CEQ. (2023a, July). 40 CFR 1500-1508 National Environmental Policy Act Implementing 
Regulations (NEPA). Retrieved from CEQ DOE Website: https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-
regulations/CEQ_Booklet_New_NEPA_6.28.23.pdf 

112. U.S. CEQ. (2023b, January). Federal Agency NEPA Implementing Procedures. Retrieved from 
ceq.doe.gov Web site: https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/Federal-Agency-NEPA-
Implementing-Procedures-2023-01-27.pdf 

113. U.S. CEQ. (2024, May). CEQ NEPA Rulemaking. Retrieved from DOE Web site: 
https://ceq.doe.gov/laws-regulations/regulations.html 

114. U.S. DOE. (2021, March). Nuclear Power is the Most Reliable Energy Source and It's Not Even Close. 
Retrieved from DOE Web site: https://www.energy.gov/ne/articles/nuclear-power-most-reliable-
energy-source-and-its-not-even-close 

115. U.S. DOE. (2022, September). Investigating Benefits and Challenges of Converting Retiring Coal 
Plants into Nuclear Plants (INL/RPT-22-67964 R1). Retrieved from INL Web site: 
https://fuelcycleoptions.inl.gov/SiteAssets/SitePages/Home/C2N2022Report.pdf 

116. U.S. DOE. (2023a, August). How it Works: The Role of a Balancing Authority. Retrieved from DOE 
Web site: https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-
08/Balancing%20Authority%20Backgrounder_2022-Formatted_041723_508.pdf 

117. U.S. DOE. (2023b, October). The Ultimate Fast Facts Guide to Nuclear Energy. Retrieved from DOE 
Web site: https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2024-02/ne-2023fastfactsguide-021424.pdf 

118. U.S. DOE. (2024a, April). Benefits of Small Modular Reactors (SMRs). Retrieved from DOE Web site: 
https://www.energy.gov/ne/benefits-small-modular-reactors-smrs 

119. U.S. DOE. (2024b, April). Coal-to-Nuclear Transitions: An Information Guide. Retrieved from DOE 
Web site: https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/24_DOE-
NE_Coal%20to%20Nuclear%20Report_04.01_digital%20%281%29.pdf 

120. U.S. EIA. (2023, September). Nuclear Reactor Ownership. Retrieved from EIA Web site: 
https://www.eia.gov/nuclear/reactors/ownership.php 

121. U.S. EIA. (2024a, February). Electric Power Monthly (Data for 2014-2023). Retrieved from EIA Web 
site: https://www.eia.gov/electricity/monthly/index.php 

0

https://books.google.com/books?id=vXQWEAAAQBAJ&pg=PA93&source=gbs_toc_r&cad=2%23v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=vXQWEAAAQBAJ&pg=PA93&source=gbs_toc_r&cad=2%23v=onepage&q&f=false
https://www.onr.org.uk/generic-design-assessment/assessment-of-reactors/
https://usace.contentdm.oclc.org/utils/getfile/collection/p16021coll11/id/2529
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/Inflation-Reduction-Act-Guidebook.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/Inflation-Reduction-Act-Guidebook.pdf
https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/CEQ_Booklet_New_NEPA_6.28.23.pdf
https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/CEQ_Booklet_New_NEPA_6.28.23.pdf
https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/Federal-Agency-NEPA-Implementing-Procedures-2023-01-27.pdf
https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/Federal-Agency-NEPA-Implementing-Procedures-2023-01-27.pdf
https://ceq.doe.gov/laws-regulations/regulations.html
https://www.energy.gov/ne/articles/nuclear-power-most-reliable-energy-source-and-its-not-even-close
https://www.energy.gov/ne/articles/nuclear-power-most-reliable-energy-source-and-its-not-even-close
https://fuelcycleoptions.inl.gov/SiteAssets/SitePages/Home/C2N2022Report.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-08/Balancing%20Authority%20Backgrounder_2022-Formatted_041723_508.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-08/Balancing%20Authority%20Backgrounder_2022-Formatted_041723_508.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2024-02/ne-2023fastfactsguide-021424.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/ne/benefits-small-modular-reactors-smrs
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/24_DOE-NE_Coal%20to%20Nuclear%20Report_04.01_digital%20%281%29.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2024-04/24_DOE-NE_Coal%20to%20Nuclear%20Report_04.01_digital%20%281%29.pdf
https://www.eia.gov/nuclear/reactors/ownership.php
https://www.eia.gov/electricity/monthly/index.php


 

Page | 65 

122. U.S. EIA. (2024b, June). Form EIA-860 detailed data with previous form data (EIA-860A/860B). 
Retrieved from EIA Web site: https://www.eia.gov/electricity/data/eia860/ 

123. U.S. EPA. (2023, January). Waters of the United States. Retrieved from EPA Web site: 
https://www.epa.gov/wotus 

124. U.S. EPA. (2024, April). National Environmental Policy Act. Retrieved from EPA Web site: 
https://www.epa.gov/nepa 

125. U.S. FERC. (2024a, May). Fact Sheet: Building for the Future Through Electric Regional Transmission 
Planning and Cost Allocation. Retrieved from FERC Web site: https://www.ferc.gov/news-
events/news/fact-sheet-building-future-through-electric-regional-transmission-planning-and 

126. U.S. FERC. (2024b, April). Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Retrieved from FERC Web site: 
https://www.ferc.gov/ 

127. U.S. FERC. (2024c, January). RTOs and ISOs. Retrieved from FERC Web site: 
https://www.ferc.gov/power-sales-and-markets/rtos-and-isos 

128. U.S. News. (2024, April). US Electric Utilities Brace for Surge in Power Demand From Data Centers. 
Retrieved from U.S. News and World Report Web site: 
https://www.usnews.com/news/technology/articles/2024-04-10/us-electric-utilities-brace-for-
surge-in-power-demand-from-data-centers 

129. U.S. NRC. (1998, January). 10 CFR 50 Domestic Licening of Production and Utilization Facilities. 
Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/cfr/part050/full-text.html 

130. U.S. NRC. (1999, October). NUREG-1555, Revison 0, Standard Review Plans for Environmental 
Reviews for Nuclear Power Plants: Environmental Standard Review Plan. Retrieved from U.S. NRC 
Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/nuregs/staff/sr1555/index.html 

131. U.S. NRC. (2007a, August). 10 CFR 52 Licenses, Certifications and Approvals for Nuclear Power 
Plants. Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/cfr/part052/full-text.html 

132. U.S. NRC. (2007b, August). 10 CFR 52 Subpart A - Early Site Permits. Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web 
site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part052/full-text.html#part052-0012 

133. U.S. NRC. (2007c, July). NUREG-1555, Draft Revision 1, Standard Review Plans for Environmental 
Reviews for Nuclear Power Plants: Environmental Standard Review Plan. Retrieved from U.S. NRC 
Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/nuregs/staff/sr1555/updates.html 

134. U.S. NRC. (2013, June). 10 CFR 100.21 Reactor Site Criteria: Non-Seismic Siting Criteria. Retrieved 
from U.S. NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part100/part100-
0021.html 

135. U.S. NRC. (2014a, August). COL/ESP-ISG-026, Interim Staff Guidance on Environmental Issues 
Associated with New Reactors. Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1334/ML13347A915.html 

136. U.S. NRC. (2014b). COL/ESP-ISG-027, Specific Environmental Guidance for Light Water Small 
Modular Reactor Reviews. Retrieved from https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1410/ML14100A648.pdf 

0

https://www.eia.gov/electricity/data/eia860/
https://www.epa.gov/wotus
https://www.epa.gov/nepa
https://www.ferc.gov/news-events/news/fact-sheet-building-future-through-electric-regional-transmission-planning-and
https://www.ferc.gov/news-events/news/fact-sheet-building-future-through-electric-regional-transmission-planning-and
https://www.ferc.gov/
https://www.ferc.gov/power-sales-and-markets/rtos-and-isos
https://www.usnews.com/news/technology/articles/2024-04-10/us-electric-utilities-brace-for-surge-in-power-demand-from-data-centers
https://www.usnews.com/news/technology/articles/2024-04-10/us-electric-utilities-brace-for-surge-in-power-demand-from-data-centers
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/full-text.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/full-text.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/nuregs/staff/sr1555/index.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part052/full-text.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part052/full-text.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part052/full-text.html%23part052-0012
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/nuregs/staff/sr1555/updates.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part100/part100-0021.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part100/part100-0021.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1334/ML13347A915.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1410/ML14100A648.pdf


 

Page | 66 

137. U.S. NRC. (2015, Nov). 10 CFR 73.54 Protection of Digital Computer and Communication Systems 
and Networks. Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/cfr/part073/part073-0054.html 

138. U.S. NRC. (2016, December). 10 CFR 50.23 Construction Permits. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/part050-0023.html 

139. U.S. NRC. (2017, August). 10 CFR 100.11 Determination of exclusion area, low population zone, 
and population center distance. Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-
rm/doc-collections/cfr/part100/part100-0011.html 

140. U.S. NRC. (2018, September). Regulatory Guide 4.2, Revision 3, Preparation of Environmental 
Reports. Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1807/ML18071A400.pdf 

141. U.S. NRC. (2019a, November). 10 CFR 50.10 License required; limited work authorization. 
Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-
collections/cfr/part050/part050-0010.html 

142. U.S. NRC. (2019b, April). NUREG–2226, Environmental Impact Statement for an Early Site Permit 
(ESP) at the Clinch River Nuclear Site. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1907/ML19073A099.pdf 

143. U.S. NRC. (2020a, November). Emergency Planning Zones. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/about-nrc/emerg-preparedness/about-emerg-preparedness/planning-
zones.html 

144. U.S. NRC. (2020b, August). NuScale DC Final Safety Evaluation Report. Retrieved from NRC Web 
site: https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2002/ML20023A318.html 

145. U.S. NRC. (2021a, November). 10 CFR 51 Environmnetal Protection Regulations for Domestic 
Licensing and Related Regulatory Functions. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part051 

146. U.S. NRC. (2021b, December). 10 CFR 53 Risk Informed, Technology-Inclusive Regulatory 
Framework for Advanced Reactors (DRAFT). Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/rulemaking-and-guidance/part-53.html 

147. U.S. NRC. (2021c, October). Nuclear Security and Safeguards. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/security.html 

148. U.S. NRC. (2021d, December). NUREG-2249 - Generic Environmental Impact Statement for 
Advanced Nuclear Reactors (DRAFT ML21222A055). Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2122/ML21222A044.html 

149. U.S. NRC. (2021e, December). RG 1.78 R2 Habitability of a Nuclear Power Plant Control Room 
During a Postulated Hazardous Chemical Release. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2125/ML21253A071.pdf 

150. U.S. NRC. (2022a, January). DG-4032 (RG 4.2 Rev 4) Preparation of Environmental Reports for 
Nuclear Power Stations. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2120/ML21208A111.html 

151. U.S. NRC. (2022b, June). New Reactors. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors.html 

0

https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part073/part073-0054.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part073/part073-0054.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/part050-0023.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part100/part100-0011.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part100/part100-0011.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1807/ML18071A400.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/part050-0010.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/part050-0010.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1907/ML19073A099.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/about-nrc/emerg-preparedness/about-emerg-preparedness/planning-zones.html
https://www.nrc.gov/about-nrc/emerg-preparedness/about-emerg-preparedness/planning-zones.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2002/ML20023A318.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part051
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/rulemaking-and-guidance/part-53.html
https://www.nrc.gov/security.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2122/ML21222A044.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2125/ML21253A071.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2120/ML21208A111.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors.html


 

Page | 67 

152. U.S. NRC. (2022c, October). Safety Evaluation for NuScale Topical Report, Tr-0915-17772, 
“Methodology for Establishing the Technical Basis for Plume Exposure Emergency Planning Zones 
at NuScale Small Modular Reactor Plant Sites,” Revision 3. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2228/ML22287A155.pdf 

153. U.S. NRC. (2023a, November). 10 CFR 50.47 Emergency Plans. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/full-text.html#part050-0047 

154. U.S. NRC. (2023b, February). RG 5.71 Cybersecurity Programs for Nuclear Power Reactors (R1). 
Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2225/ML22258A204.pdf 

155. U.S. NRC. (2023c, February). Foreign Ownership, Control, or Domination (FOCD) of Commercial 
Nuclear Power Plants. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/power/focd.html 

156. U.S. NRC. (2023d, December). Hermes – Kairos Application. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/non-power/new-facility-licensing/hermes-kairos.html 

157. U.S. NRC. (2023e, January). NRC NuScale Small Modular Reactor Design Certification (Federal 
Register Vol. 88, No. 12). Retrieved from U.S. Federal Register Web site: 
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2023-01-19/pdf/2023-00729.pdf 

158. U.S. NRC. (2023f, December). Pre-Application Activities for Advanced Reactors. Retrieved from 
NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/who-were-working-
with/pre-application-activities.html 

159. U.S. NRC. (2023g, November). RG 1.242 Performance-Based Emergency Preparedness for Small 
Modular Reactors, Non-Light-Water Reactors, and Non-Power Production or Utilization Facilities. 
Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2322/ML23226A036.pdf 

160. U.S. NRC. (2024a, September). Abilene Christian University Molten Salt Reserch Reactor 
Construction Permit. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2424/ML24243A040.pdf 

161. U.S. NRC. (2024b, April). Draft Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact for 
the Construction Permits for the Kairos Hermes 2 Test Reactors. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2410/ML24103A002.pdf 

162. U.S. NRC. (2024c, April). Hermes 2 – Kairos Application. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/non-power/new-facility-licensing/hermes2-kairos.html 

163. U.S. NRC. (2024d, August). Hermes 2; Environmental Assessment, Finding of No Significant Impact, 
and Exemptions. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2415/ML24158A234.pdf 

164. U.S. NRC. (2024e, March). Loss Of Offsite Power. Retrieved from NRC Web site: 
https://nrcoe.inl.gov/LOSP/ 

165. U.S. NRC. (2024f, July). NRC Glossary. Retrieved from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reading-
rm/basic-ref/glossary.html 

166. U.S. NRC. (2024g, February). Regulatory Guide 4.7, Revision 4, General Site Suitability Criteria for 
Nuclear Power Stations. Retrieved from U.S. NRC Web site: 
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2334/ML23348A082.pdf 

0

https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2228/ML22287A155.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/part050/full-text.html%23part050-0047
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2225/ML22258A204.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/power/focd.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/non-power/new-facility-licensing/hermes-kairos.html
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2023-01-19/pdf/2023-00729.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/who-were-working-with/pre-application-activities.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/who-were-working-with/pre-application-activities.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2322/ML23226A036.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2424/ML24243A040.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2410/ML24103A002.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/non-power/new-facility-licensing/hermes2-kairos.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2415/ML24158A234.pdf
https://nrcoe.inl.gov/LOSP/
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/basic-ref/glossary.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/basic-ref/glossary.html
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2334/ML23348A082.pdf


 

Page | 68 

167. U.S. NRC. (2024h, April). TerraPower, LLC -- Kemmerer Power Station Unit 1 Application. Retrieved 
from NRC Web site: https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/who-were-working-
with/applicant-projects/terrapower.html 

168. U.S. NRC/FERC. (2015, September). Memorandum of Agreement Between the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Retrieved from FERC Web 
site: https://www.ferc.gov/sites/default/files/2021-04/NRC.pdf 

169. U.S. SEC. (2024, March). The Enhancement and Standardization of Climate-Related Disclosures for 
Investors. Retrieved from SEC Web site: https://www.sec.gov/rules/2022/03/enhancement-and-
standardization-climate-related-disclosures-investors 

170. Uptime Institute. (2014, June). Fuel System Design and Reliability. Retrieved from Uptime Institute 
Web site: https://journal.uptimeinstitute.com/fuel-system-design-reliability/ 

171. Westinghouse. (2020, July). Westinghouse Technology Systems Manual. Retrieved from NRC Web 
site: https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2116/ML21166A218.pdf 

172. Wikipedia. (2024a, April). Yangjiang Nuclear Power Station. Retrieved from Wikipedia Web site: 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Yangjiang_Nuclear_Power_Station 

173. Wikipedia. (2024b, April). Vogtle Electric Generating Plant. Retrieved from Wikipedia Web site: 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vogtle_Electric_Generating_Plant 

174. Wikipedia. (2024c, April). Barakah Nuclear Power Plant. Retrieved from Wikipedia: 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Barakah_nuclear_power_plant 

175. WNA. (2021, May). Molten Salt Reactors. Retrieved from WNA Web Site: https://www.world-
nuclear.org/information-library/current-and-future-generation/molten-salt-reactors.aspx 

176. WNA. (2022a, August). World Nuclear Association: Nuclear Power in the USA. Retrieved from WNA 
Web site: https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-t-z/usa-
nuclear-power.aspx 

177. WNA. (2022b, August). World Nuclear Association: Economics of Nuclear Power. Retrieved from 
WNA Web site: https://world-nuclear.org/information-library/economic-aspects/economics-of-
nuclear-power.aspx 

178. Woodhead Publishing. (2023, March). Handbook of Generation IV Nuclear Reactors (2nd Edition). 
Retrieved from ScienceDirect Web site: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/book/9780128205884/handbook-of-generation-iv-nuclear-
reactors 

179. World Nuclear News. (2023, October). Nuclear to be part of US clean hydrogen hubs. Retrieved 
from WNN Web site: https://www.world-nuclear-news.org/Articles/Nuclear-to-be-part-of-US-
clean-hydrogen-hubs 

180. WRI. (2008, November). World Recources Institute: Bottom Line on Renewable Energy Certificates. 
Retrieved from WRI Web site: https://www.wri.org/research/bottom-line-renewable-energy-
certificates 

 

0

https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/who-were-working-with/applicant-projects/terrapower.html
https://www.nrc.gov/reactors/new-reactors/advanced/who-were-working-with/applicant-projects/terrapower.html
https://www.ferc.gov/sites/default/files/2021-04/NRC.pdf
https://www.sec.gov/rules/2022/03/enhancement-and-standardization-climate-related-disclosures-investors
https://www.sec.gov/rules/2022/03/enhancement-and-standardization-climate-related-disclosures-investors
https://journal.uptimeinstitute.com/fuel-system-design-reliability/
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2116/ML21166A218.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Yangjiang_Nuclear_Power_Station
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vogtle_Electric_Generating_Plant
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Barakah_nuclear_power_plant
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/current-and-future-generation/molten-salt-reactors.aspx
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/current-and-future-generation/molten-salt-reactors.aspx
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-t-z/usa-nuclear-power.aspx
https://www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-t-z/usa-nuclear-power.aspx
https://world-nuclear.org/information-library/economic-aspects/economics-of-nuclear-power.aspx
https://world-nuclear.org/information-library/economic-aspects/economics-of-nuclear-power.aspx
https://www.sciencedirect.com/book/9780128205884/handbook-of-generation-iv-nuclear-reactors
https://www.sciencedirect.com/book/9780128205884/handbook-of-generation-iv-nuclear-reactors
https://www.world-nuclear-news.org/Articles/Nuclear-to-be-part-of-US-clean-hydrogen-hubs
https://www.world-nuclear-news.org/Articles/Nuclear-to-be-part-of-US-clean-hydrogen-hubs
https://www.wri.org/research/bottom-line-renewable-energy-certificates
https://www.wri.org/research/bottom-line-renewable-energy-certificates


About EPRI

Founded in 1972, EPRI is the world’s preeminent independent, non-
profit energy research and development organization, with offices 
around the world. EPRI’s trusted experts collaborate with more than  
450 companies in 45 countries, driving innovation to ensure the public 
has clean, safe, reliable, affordable, and equitable access to electricity 
across the globe. Together…Shaping the future of energy.®

THE TECHNICAL CONTENTS OF THIS PRODUCT WERE NOT PRE-
PARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE EPRI QUALITY PROGRAM 
MANUAL THAT FULFILLS THE REQUIREMENTS OF 10 CFR 50, AP-
PENDIX B.THIS PRODUCT IS NOT SUBJECT TO THE REQUIREMENTS 
OF 10CFR PART 21.

EPRI
3420 Hillview Avenue, Palo Alto, California 94304-1338 USA  •  650.855.2121  •  www.epri.com

© 2025 Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI), Inc. All rights reserved. Electric Power Research Institute, EPRI, and TOGETHER…SHAPING THE FUTURE OF ENERGY are 
registered marks of the Electric Power Research Institute, Inc. in the U.S. and worldwide.

3002030534	 April 2025

EPRI Customer Assistance Center 
800.313.3774  •  askepri@epri.comFor more information, contact:

PROGRAM 
Advanced Nuclear Technology, P41.08.01

Use the Object Styles to change the color header according to the layout being used. 

0

http://www.epri.com
mailto:askepri%40epri.com?subject=

	Advanced Nuclear Technology: A Guide forCo-locating Data Centers with Nuclear Power
	1 Introduction
	1.1 Purpose of This Report
	1.2 Data Center Electricity Needs
	1.3 Getting Started
	1.4 Energy Facilities, Plant, Sites, and Units
	1.5 Reactor Size and Type Designations
	1.6 Plant Parameter Envelope and Site Parameter Envelope
	1.7 Owners, Operators, Data Centers, and Organizations
	1.8 End User Applicability

	2 Data Centers and Nuclear Power
	2.1 Benefits of Nuclear for Powering Data Centers
	2.2 Defining the Mission and Business Objectives
	2.3 Choosing the Best Option
	2.3.1 Concepts
	2.3.1.1 Connecting to the Grid
	2.3.1.2 Power Purchase Agreements
	2.3.1.3 Behind-the-Meter Connections
	2.3.1.4 Direct Connections
	2.3.1.5 Constructing New Nuclear Plants
	2.3.1.5.1 Utility Addition to the Grid
	2.3.1.5.2 Utility Addition with a Behind-the-Meter Connection
	2.3.1.5.3 Direct Connection


	2.3.2 For Existing Data Centers
	2.3.3 For New Data Centers

	2.4 Developing New Nuclear for Powering Data Centers
	2.4.1 Technology and Design Selection
	2.4.1.1 Data Center Load and Growth over Time
	2.4.1.2 Technology Needed to Support Goals
	2.4.1.3 Land Size Needed to Support Reactor Siting
	2.4.1.4 Cooling Water Availability
	2.4.1.5 Nuclear Safety and Security
	2.4.1.5.1 Exclusion Area Boundary, Low Population Zone, and Population
	2.4.1.5.2 Emergency Planning Zones
	2.4.1.5.3 Nearby Hazardous Land Use
	2.4.1.5.4 Security


	2.4.2 Siting
	2.4.2.1 Site Identification
	2.4.2.2 Land Area
	2.4.2.3 Initial Site Characterization
	2.4.2.4 Final Site Characterization
	2.4.2.5 Quicker Evaluation for Potential of Nuclear Deployment
	2.4.2.6 Other Siting Considerations
	2.4.2.6.1 Noise
	2.4.2.6.2 Visual Impacts
	2.4.2.6.3 Phased Construction


	2.4.3 Regulatory Engagement
	2.4.3.1 Nuclear
	2.4.3.2 Utility Commission Engagement
	2.4.3.3 Environmental Protection

	2.4.4 Cost and Other Economic Evaluations
	2.4.5 Public Perception and Acceptance


	3 References


