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Abstract

This report describes the results of aging, condition monitoring, and accident testing of
crossliniked polyolefin (XLPO) cables. Three sets of cables were aged for up to 9 months
under simultaneous thermal (-100 C) and radiation (-0.10 kGy/hr) conditions. A
sequential accident consisting of high dose rate irradiation (-6 kGy/hr) and high
temperature steam followed the aging. The test results indicate that most properly
installed XLPO cables should be able to survive an accident after 60 years for total aging
doses up to 400 kGy and for moderate ambient temperatures on the order of 50.55C

potentially higher or lower, depending on material specific activation energies).
tpechanical measurements (primarily elongation, modulus, and density) were more
effective than electrical measurements for monitoring age-related degradation.
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Unaged chamber

3-month chamber

6-month chamber

9-month chamber

ATO '-

AT3

AT6

AT9

LOCA

IR

PI

DF

Keithley IR

Continuous IRs

XLPO

XLPE

CSPE

AWG

/C

FR-EP

CPE

EPR

Nomenclature

Refers to the test chamber associated with the cables that were not
aged

Refers to the test chamber associated with the cables that were
aged for 3 months

Refers to the test chamber associated with the cables that were
aged for 6 months

Refers to the test chamber associated with the cables that were
aged for 9 months

Refers to the accident (steam) test performed on the unaged
cables

Refers to the accident (steam) test performed on the cables aged
for 3 months

Refers to the accident (steam) test performed on the cables aged
for 6 months

Refers to the accident (steam) test performed on the cables aged
for 9 months

Loss-of-Coolant Accident; a hypothesized design basis event for
nuclear power plants :

Insulation Resistance

Polarization Index; the ratio of IRs at two different times

Dissipation Factor I

IR measured using the Keithley electrometer apparatus

IRs measured at intervals rangingfrom 10 seconds to 5 minutes
during the accident exposures

Crosslinked polyolefin

Crosslinked polyethylene, a specific type of XLPO

Chlorosulfonated polyethylene

American Wire Gauge

number of conductors

Flame retardant ethylene propylene

Chlorinated polyethylene

Ethylene propylene rubber
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EPDM Ethylene propylene diene monomer

TSP Twisted shielded pair

FR Flame retardant

BIW Boston Insulated Wire

EPRI Electric Power Research Institute

NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission

EQ Equipment Qualification

e Absolute elongation, the % elongation at break of test sample(s);
oboe - linifi) / tl * 100%

eo Absolute elongation of unaged samples

e/eo Elongation at break relative to unaged sample; relative elongation

T Tensile strength of test sample(s)

To Tensile strength of unaged samples

T/To Tensile strength relative to unaged sample

H Hardness

Ho Hardness of unaged samples

H/Ho Hardness relative to unaged sample

M Indenter modulus

Mo Indenter modulus of unaged sample

M/MK Indenter modulus relative to unaged sample

D Density, Cable outside diameter

Do Density of unaged samples

D/Do Density relative to unaged sample

LICA Low Intensity Cobalt Array, a facility for performing
thermal/irradiation exposures
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report describes the results of aging, condition monitoring, and accident testing of
crossliniked polyolefin (XLPO) cables. The cable products tested are representative of
typical XLPO cables used inside containments of U.S. light water reactors. Some
manufacturer's specify a cable material of crosslinked polyethylene (XLPE); in this
report, the more generic term XLPO will be used to represent all XLPE and XLPO
cables. The test specimens included multiple samples of XLPO cable products from
Brand Rex, Rockbestos, Raychem, and Samuel Moore. The Raychem product was
purchased and tested in a single conductor unjacketed configuration. The remaining test
samples were multiconductor jacketed cables. This report is the first of three volumes
describing the results of the testing. Volume 2 will discuss ethylene propylene rubber
(EPR) cable products and Volume 3 will discuss miscellaneous cable products.

Many types of cable are used throughout nuclear power plants in a wide variety of
applications. Cable qualification typically includes sequential thermal and radiation
aging intended to put the cable in its end-of-life condition. The radiation dose is
normally applied at fairly high dose rates (1-10 kGy/hr) with Arrhenius methods used to
establish accelerated aging times and temperatures. Generally, the radiation and
thermal aging are a to the specimens sequentially. These qualification efforts
assume that sequenti application o aging stressors approximates simultaneous thermal
and radiation aging condition. Because of the high dose rates and high temperatures
that are typically employed, cable materials can experience oxygen diffusion effects that
result in non-uniform aging. Consequently, it is of interest to determine the extent to
which these factors might have affected previous testing. Na pical qualification programs
also provide very little information that is useful for establishing effective condition
monitoring programs that can assess a cable's ability to survive an accident environment.
The experimental program described in this report utilized considerably less accelerated,
simultaneous thermal and radiation aging conditon and employed condition monitoring
measurements during aging. In addition, similar accident tests were performed on cables
aged to three different nominal lifetimes to compare their accident performance.

The primar objectives of the testing were to determine the long term aging degradation
behavior of popular cable products used in nuclear power plants and to determine the
potential for using condition monitoring (CM) for residual life assessment. More
specific objectives were to assess the accident performance of cables aged more slowly
(e.g., at lower temperatures and radiation dose rates) than in typical industry tests and
under simultaneous conditions; to assess the conservatism associated with the
IEEE 383-1974 post-accident mandrel bend and high potential testing; and to assess
what additional qualification requirements might be needed as cables age beyond their
current qualified life.

The experimental program consisted of two phases, both using the same XIO test
specimens. Phase I was a simultaneous thernal (.1000°C) and radiation aging
(¶0.10 kGy/hr) exposure, and Phase II was a sequential accident exposure consisting of
1100 kGy of high dose rate irradiation (-6 kGy/hr) followed by a simulated loss-of-
coolant accident (LOCA) steam exposure. The test program generally followed the
guidance of IEEE 323-1974 and IEEE 383-1974.

XLPO cable products (total of 18 cables comprising 40 individual conductors) were
included in thiree different test chambers, with the cables in each chamber aged to a



different extent prior to accident testing. Cables were aged for 3 months in the first
chamber, 6 months in the second chamber, and 9 months in the third chamber. The
accelerated aging temperature was determined by equating the 6-month exposure to a
40-year life and assuming an activation energy of 1.15 eV and a plant ambient
temperature of 550 C. Consistent with past Sandia testing, the accelerated radiation
aging dose rate was determined by assuming a 40-year radiation dose of 400 kGy and the
total accident radiation dose was 1100 kGy.

During the aging exposure, various electrical and mechanical condition monitoring
measurements were performed on the cables. The electrical measurements were
performed on long lengths of cable, while the mechanical measurements were performed
on small samples removed from the test chambers during aging. The parameters
measured included insulation resistance and polarization index at three different
voltages, capacitance and dissipation factor over a wide range of frequencies, tensile
strength and elongation at failure, modulus profiles, cable indenter modulus tests (using
a cable indenter developed at Franklin Research Center under Electric Power Research
Institute (EPRI) funding), hardness, and bulk density. During the accident exposure, the
insulation resistance of the cables was monitored on essentially a continuous basis.

The conclusions of this experimental effort with regard to both the broad and specific
objectives of the program are addressed below:

Objective:

Conclusion:

Objective:

Conclusion:

Objective:

Conclusion:

To determine the long term aging degradation behavior of popular cable
products used in nuclear power plants.

The test results indicate that most properly installed XLPO cables should
be able to survive an accident after 60 years for total aging doses up to
400 kGy and for moderate ambient temperatures on the order of 50-550C
(potentially higher or lower, depending on material specific activation
energies).

To determine the potential of condition monitoring (CM) for residual life
assessment.

Of the measurements tested, elongation is the best condition monitoring
method. Although a quantitative generic acceptance criterion is difficult
to establish based on these tests, a reasonable range (that is likely to be
fairly conservative) would be about 50-100% absolute elongation
remaining. Compressive modulus and density could also be somewhat
effective or monitoring residual life, although acceptance criteria would
be much more difficult to establish for these measurements because
extensive testing has not been performed to demonstrate that modulus
and density respond consistently for varied test conditions. The electrical
measurements were not effective for monitoring residual life.

To assess the accident performance of cables aged more slowly (e.g., at
lower temperatures and radiation dose rates) than in typical industry tests
and under simultaneous conditions.

The accident performance (in terms of electrical properties) of the XLPO
cables did not differ substantially from the accident performance of
cables aged at more highly accelerated (both sequential and
simultaneous) conditions in past Sandia tests, as weln as in industry tests.
However, it must be noted that this conclusion only applies up to the
limits of the aging conditions simulated in this test program since the
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testing does not prove or disprove whether highly accelerated tests to
much higher total exposure conditions would produce the same results if
the acceleration were greatly reduced.

Objective: To assess the conservatism associated with the IEEE 383-1974 post-
accident mandrel bend and high potential testing.

Conclusion: The IEEE 383-1974 post-LOCA mandrel bend test on the cables that had
been aged for 9 months induced cracking of three conductors of one
cable type. The high potential test did not induce any cable failures
(assuming the cable did not crack during the mandrel bend), even after
bends significantly more severe than the IEEE requirement. Thus, for
XLPO cables, the most severe part of the post-accident exposure appears
to be the bend test.

Objective:

: Conclusion:

To assess what additional qualification requirements might be needed as
cables age beyond their current nominal 4(Gyear qualified life.

The accident performance of cables aged to the three different lifetimes
was not significantly different. Thus, for XLPO cables; exposed to
environments less severe than those simulated in this test program, these
tests do not indicate the need for additional qualification requirements as
cables age beyond their current qualified life. This conclusion is based on
the technical finding that the cables tested did not fail (with only one
exception) when exposed to the environments defined in this test
program. It does not prove or disprove the adequacy of current
qualification practices and requirements.
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1.0 E+4TRODUCI'ION

1.1 Background

Many types of cable are used throughout nuclear power plants in a wide variety of
applications. Cable qualification to IEEE 323-1974 1I and IEEE 383-1974 [21 typically
incudes sequential thermal and radiation aging intended to put the cable in its end-of-
life condition. The radiation dose is typically applied at fairly high dose rates (1-10
kGy/hr) with Arrhenius methods used to establish artificial aging times and
temperatures. Generally, the radiation and thermal aging are applied to the specimens
sequentially. These qualification efforts assume that sequential application of aging
stressors approximates simultaneous thermal and radiation aging conditions. Some
(primarily research) programs have applied the environments simultaneously 13-6].
However, because of the high dose rates and high temperatures that are typically
employed, cable materials can still experience oxygen diffusion effects that result In non-
uniform aging. Consequently, it is of interest to determine the extent to which these
factors might have affected previous testing. Tpical qualification programs also provide
very little information that is useful for establishing effective condition monitoring
programs that can assess a cable's ability to survive an accident environment. The
current experimental program went beyond previous efforts [3-6] by employing
considerably less accelerated, simultaneous thermal and radiation aging conditions; by
employing many more condition monitoring measurements during a in&; and by
performing similar accident tests on cables aged to three different nominal gfetimes.

This report describes the results of aging, condition monitoring, and accident testing of
crossliniked polyolefin (XLPO) cables. The cable products tested are representative of
typical XLPO cables used inside containments of U.S. light water reactors. Some
manufacturer's specify a cable material of crosslinked polyethylene (XLPE); in this
report, the more generic term XLPO will be used to represent all XLPE and XLPO
cables. This report is the first of three volumes describing the results of the testing.
Volume 2 will discuss ethylene propylene rubber (EPR) cable products and Volume 3
will discuss miscellaneous cable products.

1.2 Qbjectives

The broad objectives of this experimental program were twofold:

a. to determine the long term aging degradation behavior of popular cable
products used in nuclear power plants and

b. to determine the potential for using condition monitoring (CM) for residual life
assessment.

More specific objectives were as follows:

a. to assess the accident performance of cables aged more slowly (e.g., at lower
temperatures and radiation dose rates) than in typical industry tests and under
simultaneous conditions;

b. to assess the conservatism associated with the IEEE 383-1974 [2] post-accident
mandrel bend and high potential testing; and

c. to assess what additional qualification requirements might be needed as cables
age beyond their current nominal 40-year qualified life.
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13 Approach

To accomplish these objectives, an experimental program consisting of two phases was
undertaken, both using the same test specimens. Phase I was a simultaneous thermal
(.4000C) and radiation aging (.0.10 kGy/hr) exposure. Phase II was a sequential
accident exposure consisting of 1100 kGy of high dose rate irradiation (-6 kGy/hr)
followed by a simulated loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA) steam exposure. The test
program generally followed the guidance of IEEE 323-1974 (1] and IEEE 383-1974 [2].

Four separate test chambers were included in the program. Cables were aged for
3 months in the first chamber, 6 months in the second chamber, and 9 months in the
third chamber. A fourth chamber contained unaged cables. Accident testing utilized the
same test chambers as the aging. The accelerated aging temperature was determined by
equating the 6-month exposure to a 40-year life and assuming an activation energy of
1.15 eV and a plant ambient temperature of 550C The accelerated radiation aging dose
rate was determined by assuming a 40-year radiation dose of 400 kGy and the total
accident radiation dose was 1100 Gy. St should be noted that typical generic industry
qualification testing uses an aging dose of 500 kGy and an accident dose of 1500 kGy.

A complete list of the cables included in this program is given in Table 1. ThIis report
only describes the results for the XLPO cables, which are the first four entries in Table 1.
Results for the other cables, which were concurrently tested in the same chambers as the
XLPO cables, are in separate volumes of this report Because of the generally good
performance of the aged XLPO cables, no XLPO cables were included in the unaged
cable test (although baseline electrical and mechanical properties tests of unaged cables
were performed). Therefore, the testing of unaged cables will not be discussed-further in
this volume of this report.
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Table 1 Cable Products Included in the Test Program
Note: Cables discussed in this volume are shown in boldface.

.1

2

3

4

5

5.

6

7

,uolier Description

* Brand Rex 30 mil XLPE Insulation, 60 mil CSPE Jacket, 12 AWG, 3/C, 600 V

* Rockbestos Firewall M, 30 mil Irradiation XLPE, 45 mil Neoprene Jacket, 12
AWG, 3/C, 600 V

, Raychem Flamtrol, 30 mil XLPE Insulation, 12 AWG, 1/C, 600 V

* Samuel Moore Dekoron Polyset, 30 mil XLPO Insulation, 45 mil CSPE Jacket, 12
AWG, 3/C and Drain, 600 V

i Anaconda Anaconda Y Flame-Guard FR-EP, 30 mil EPR Insulation, 45 mil
CPE Jacket, 12 AWG, 3/C, 600 V

a. Anaconda* Anaconda Flame-Guard EP, 30 mil EPR Insulation, 15 mil
Individual CSPE Jackets, 45 nil Overall CSPE Jacket, 12 AWG,
3/C, 1000 V

i Okonite Okonite Okolon, 30 mil EPR Insulation, 15 mil CSPE Jacket, 12
AWG, 1/C, 600 V

' Samuel Moore Dekoron Dekorad Type 1952, 20 mil EPDM Insulation, 10 mil
Individual CSPE Jackets, 45 mil Overall CSPE Jacket, 16 AWG,
2/C TSP, 600 V

* Kerite Kerite 1977, 70 mil FR Insulation, 40 mil FR Jacket, 12 AWG, 1/C,
600 V

a. Kerite Kerite 1977, 50 mil FR Insulation, 60 FR Jacket, 12 AWG, 1/C,
600V

I Rockbestos RSS-6-104/LE Coaxial Cable, 22 AWG, 1/C Shielded

0. Rockbestos 30 mil Firewall Silicone Rubber Insulation, Fiberglass Braided
Jacket, 16 AWG, 1/C, 600 V

1. Champlain 5 mil Polyimide (Kapton) Insulation, Unjacketed, 12 AWG, 1/C

2. BIW Bostrad 7E, 30 mil EPR Insulation, 15 mil Individual CSPE Jackets,
60 mil Overall CSPE Jacket, 16 AWG, 2/C TSP, 600 V

8

8

9

1'

1

1

* This cable was only used for the multiconductor samples in the 3-month chamber.

Note: See nomenclature section for abbreviations.
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2.0 EXPERIMENTAL ARRANGEMENT

2.1 ~ =Strateg

2.1.1 Phase I-Simultaneous Aging Exposure

Phase I consisted of simultaneous thermal and radiation aing of the cables. The a g
was performed In Sandia's Low Intensity Cobalt Array (LCA) facility. A photographo
one of the test fixtures used in the LICA facility with a test chamber placed in itis shown
in Figure 1. When located at the bottom of the UCA water pool, cobalt pencils were

Figure 1 Test Chamber in Fixture Used for Aging
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flaced into the test fixture. Test chambers could then be lowered into the fixture and
ocated as shown in Figure 1. Three different sets of specimens were included in this

phase, one aged to a nominal lifetime of 20 years, a second to 40 years, and a third to
60 years. Actual simulated lifetimes vary greatly because of different activation energies
of the specimens, because of the assumed service temperature, and because of test
temperature gradients. A single value of activation energy had to be chosen to keep
aging times and temperatures constant for different cables, which were all located in
common test chambers for each exposure. A value of 1.15 eV was chosen since it is in
the range of typical values for many of the polymer material that were being tested.
Based on meeting a realistic schedule together with the desire to accelerate the aging of
the cables as little as possible, periods of three, six, and nine months were chosen as the
accelerated aging times. The aging conditions assumed a plant ambient temperature of
550C with no conductor heat rise. Conductor heat rise during normal plant operations is
rarely significant for qualified cables in containments of nuclear power plants because
most qualified power circuits are not energized during normal operation and other
circuits (control and instrumentation with low curre have mimal heat rise. The
well-known Arrhenius equation was used to calculate the aging temperature:

[1 k 2 ; 1(

where t1 and t2 are two aging times (one normally being the life to be simulated), Ea is
the activation energy of the material, kb is Boltzmann's constant, and T, and T2 are the
absolute aging temperatures corresponding to ti and t2, respectively. With the desired
aging times, the assumed activation energy, and the assumed ambient conditions, the
desired aging temperature was calculated to be 950C. The total aging dose used in
previous Sandia tests was typically 400 kGy for 40-year samples [3,5,61. To provide a
basis for comparison to this study, the 20-year cables were aged to a nominal total dose
of 200 kGy, the 40year cables to a nominal 400 kGy, and the 60-year cables to a nominal
600 kcGy. Each of these total aging doses required a dose rate of about 0.09 kGy/hr.
During the aging exposure, cable lead wires and penetrations were shielded to reduce
their radiation and thermal exposures and reduce artificial failures that might occur at
these locations.

2.12 Phase 11-Accident Exposure

Phase II consisted of exposing the cables to a simulated LOCA environment in Sandia's
Area I facility. The cables were first exposed to an accident radiation dose of
approximately >1100 kGy at a dose rate of about 6 kGy/hr. This radiation exposure was
performed in Sandia's LICA facility by reconfiguring the cobalt-60 pencils for higher
dose rate conditions. During the radiation exposure, the cable leads and penetrations
remained shielded from the radiation environment as much as possible. The samples
were then exposed to a high temperature and pressure steam environment. The test
profile was similar to the one given in IEEE 323-1974 [11 for "generic' qualification. The
cables were energized at 110 Vdc during the accident simulation. Insulation resistance
measurements (IRs) were performendon-line throughout the test. IRs were also
measured periodically with an independent measurement technique that is more
accurate than the on-line measurement system for IRs above 108 0. No chemical spray
was used during the steam exposure, but a post-LOCA submergence test was performed
on the cables aged to a nominal equivalent of 40 years L71.
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22 2t Simens

2.2.1 Sample Selection

Samples were selected on the basis of cable availability, application in safety systems,
abundance of cable in use, and cable materials. Information gained from the NRC
Equipment Qualification Inspection Pogram was a major input for assessing current
plant usage of cables. Also considered in specimen selection was the current
EPRI/University of Connecticut aging study [8J.

22.2 Sample Preparation

For each cable type, 23-m (76-ft) lengths of cable were wrapped around a mandrel. The
effective cable length inside the test chamber was typically 4.6-6.1 m (15-20 ft), with the
remainder of the cable used for external connections. A tpical mandrel hanging from a
test chamber head is shown in Figure 2. Where both singe and multiconductor samples
of the same cable were tested, the single conductors were obtained by stripping the
jacket from the multiconductor and removing all filler materials.

Additional test samples included in the aging exsure consisted of insulation and jacket
specimens that were 15 cm. (6 in.) long and singe and multiconductor cable samples that
were 36 cm. (14 in.) long. The insulation an jacket samples (hereafter referred to as
tensile specimens) were used for tensile strength and elongation testing. The copper
conductors were removed from these cable samples prior to the beginning of aging. ohe
36-cm cable samples (hereafter referred to as complete cable specimens) were used
hardness and modulus testing. They were prepared by simply cutting the cables to the
desired length and strpping thef insulation from the ends of the cable. Figure 3 shows a
typical sample basket that these samples were placed in during aging. This basket was
then located inside the mandrel shown in Figure 2.

2.3 Tet Description

Table 2 gives a list of the 23-m cables tested in each chamber and the associated
conductor numbers that will be used in the remainder of this report. The notation used
to describe the samples removed from the baskets inside the test chambers is shown in
Table 3. The sample identifications ending in 1, 2, and 3L from the 6-month chamber
were generated by replacing the 5-, 4-, and 3F-month samples, respectively, when they
were removed from the 6-month chamber. Similarly, the sample identifications ending
in 1, 2, and 3 from the 9-month chamber were generated by replacing the 8-, 7-, and
6-month samples when they were removed from the 9-monthchamber. Sample
identifications that include an R designator were included in the accident radiation.
Table 4 lists the number of 15-cm. insulation and jacket specimens that were removed
from each chamber, along with the months of aging that the specimens received. Table 5
gives similar information for the 36-cm. single and multiconductor samples.

23.1 Radiation and Thermal Aging

Irradiation and thermal aging were performed in Sandia's LICA facility. Dose rates in
the chambers were determined using thermoluminescent dosimeters (TLDs). The cables
were installed in one of three test chambers, which were lowered into the UCA facility.
The test chamber temperature was maintained using electric wall beaters and electric
inlet air heaters. Temperature uniformity was controlled to the extent possible by
insulating the chamber and by providing air circulation. Approximately 4.7 ls
(10 ft/mi) of outside air (about 40 air changes per hour) was introduced into the
chamber to maintain circulation and ambient oxygen concentration. Some of the piping
used for air circulation can be seen in Figure 2.
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Figure 2 Typical Test Mandrel Figure 3 Typical Sample Basket
Hanging from a Test Chamber Head

2.3.2 Loss-of-Coolant Accident Simulation

The accident simulation consisted of an exposure to a nominal radiation dose of 1100
kGy at 6 kGy/hr and ambient temperature, followed by a simulated LOCA steam
exposure. The intended LOCA temperature and pressure profiles are given in Table 6
and were a lied following the accident radiation exposure. Also given in Table 6 is the
IEEE 323-E974 [1] suggested profile for a combined BWR/PWR generic test. The only
significant difference m the profiles is that the final portion of our tests was at a higher
temperature and for a shorter duration than IEEE 323 suggests. Four separate LOCA
tests were performed, one for each test chamber. However, this volume only discusses
the three LOCA tests that included XLPO cables.

2.3.2.1 Saturated Versus Superheated Steam

The LOCA profile used in these tests consisted of superheated steam conditions during
the initial ramp and until 6 hours after the start of the second transient. It then
continued as saturated steam. Whether saturated or superheated steam is more severe is
not known: superheated conditions may tend to dry out the insulations and cause them to
crack, while saturated conditions provide moisture to penetrate connections or
insulations and cause shorts. However, it is generally believed that saturated conditions
tend to be more severe. The LOCA profile used in this test program was chosen because
it is representative of profiles used by the industry during actual qualification tests (i.e.,
IEEE 383-1974 (2] qualification tests).

-10-



Table 2 Cables Tested in Each Chamber and Conductor Identification

Cables Aged ja a Months

Cable Type Conductor Tested Location on Mandrel *
(see Tabie 1) Number Length (below chamber flange)

Brand Rex-1 1 (Red) 5.2 m (17 ft) 28 cm (11 in)
2 t
3 Black

Firewall III-2 12 5ite 53 m (18 ft) 48 cm (19 in)
13 (Black
14 (Red)

Polyset-4 19 (#1) 5.8 m (19 ft) 64 cm (25 in)
20(2
21 #3)

Raychem-3 27 4.5 m (15 ft 38 cm 15 in)
Raychem--3 28 4.5 m (15 ft 41 cm 16 in)

Shield or cond. 19-21 41

Cables Agd 6 Months

Brand Rex-i 1 (Red) 4.6 m (15 ft) 28 cm (11 in)
2 White)

3 (Black)
Firewall m-2 13(Blac 5.m(6ft) 46 cm (18 in)

14 (Red)
Polyset-4 19 (#1 5.9 m (19 ft) 61 cm (24 in)

20 (2
21 (#3

Raychem-3 27 4.7 m 15 ft) 36 cm (14 in)
Raychem-3 28 4.9 m 16 ft) 38 cm (15 in)

Shield for cond. 19-21 41

Ca1bes AE " Qr 2 Montbs

Brand Rex--1 1 (Red) 5.3 m (17 ft) 18 cm (7 in)
2 it
3 (Black?

Firewall 111-2 14 White) 6.0 m (20 ft) 43 cm (17 in)
15 (Black)
16 (Red)
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Table 2 Cables Tested in Each Chamber and Conductor Identification (cont.)

Cables Agt. fQI 2 Months (cont.)

Cable Type Conductor Tested Location on Mandrel *
(see Table 1) Number Length (below chamber flange)

Firewall E--2

Polyset-4

Polyset--4

Raychem-3
Raychem-3
Raychem-3

Shield for cond. 24-26
Shield for cond. 27-29

17 (White)
18 (Black)
19 (Red)
24 (#1)
25(#2)
26 (#3)
27 #1
28(#2
29 (3

36
37
55
56

6.8 m(22ft)

6.7 m (22 ft)

6.9 m (23 ft)

4.9 m (16 ft)
4.4 m (14 it)
4.4m (14 it)

48 cm (19 in)

66 cm (26 in)

71 cm (28 in)

28 cm (I in)
30 cm 12!in}
33 cm 13 in)

8 For the 3- and 6-month chambers, conductors 1-21 were wrapped on the outside of the
mandrel and conductors 22-39 were wrapped on the inside of the mandreL For the 9-
month chamber, conductors 1-29 were wrapped on the outside of the mandrel and
conductors 30-50 were wrapped on the inside of the mandrel.

2.4 Monitoring During Testing

2.4.1 Cable Condition Monitoring During Aging

This section describes the condition monitoring measurements that were performed on
the cables during the aging exposure.

2.4.1.1 Electrical Techniques

a. Insulation resistance (IR) and polarization index (PL the ratio of IR at two different
times) between each conductor and all other conductors connected together. We
performed the measurements at nominal voltages of 50 100, and 250 Vdc. IR/PI
measurements for single conductors are much more dificult to interpret than those
for shielded and/or multiconductor cables because the single conductor cables have
a much less precisely defined ground plane. Our measurements were always
performed relative to the same ground plane in the same configuration. Thus, the
single conductor measurements will at least indicate trends in IR that result from
global degradation. Local degradation of a single conductor cable may be outside
the effective ground plane and may therefore not be detected. Such undetectable
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local degradation is not limited to single conductors, however, since the ground
plane for unshielded multiconductors is, at least in part, based on insulated
conductors. Appendix A gives a discussion of IR and PI measurements and the
circuitry used to measure them.

Table 3 Identification of Samples in Baskets

Sample ID # Chamber Months aging

xx-3-3 * 3 Entire 3 month exposure
xx-3-3R 3 Entire 3 month exposure and accident radiation

xx-6-3F 6 First 3 months of exposure
xx-6-4 6 First 4 months of exposure
xx-6-5 6 First 5 months of exposure
xx-6-6 6 Entire 6 month exposure
xx-6-6R 6 Entire 6 month exposure and accident radiation
xx-6-R 6 Accident radiation exposure only
xx-6-3L 6 Last 3 months of exposure
xx-6-2 6 Last 2 months of exposure
xx-6-1 6 Last 1 month of exposure

xx-9-6 9 First 6 months of exposure
xx-9-7 9 First 7 months of exposure
xx-9-8 9 First 8 months of exposure
xx-9-9 9 Entire 9 month exposure
xx-9-9R 9 Entire 9 month exposure and accident radiation
xx-9-3 9 Last 3 months of exposure
xx-9-2 9 Last 2 months of exposure
xx-9-1 9 Last 1 month of exposure

xx denotes the cable number as given by Table 1.

b. Capacitance and dissipation factor between each conductor and all other conductors
connected togethtr. Capacitance measurements give an indication of the dielectric
charge/voltage characteristics and dissipation factor gives a measure of the AC
resistive leakage current in the cables. These measurements, like IR/PI, are more
difficult to apply and interpret when single conductor cables are tested. Note that
once capacitance and dissipation factor are known, many other cable parameters
can be calculated, such as complex transfer function magmtude and phase, effective
cable resistance, power factor, real and imaginary (loss) components of complex
capacitance, and loss angle.

2.4.12 Mechanical Techniques

a. Elongation at failure of the tensile specimens. This measurement determines the
amount that the cable will stretch prior to failure. We performed these
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measurements with an Instron Model 1000 load tester and an incremental
extensometer that has a resolution of 10%6 elongation. The samples were stretched
at a rate of 127 mm/min (5 in/min). The measurements were performed on the
small test specimens discussed in Section 2.2. This is, of course, a destructive test.

The force output from the load tester was fed into a data logger that was interfaced
with a Hewlett Packard Model 216 computer. The incremental extensometer
triggered the data logger to make a force reading each time the specimen stretched
an additional 10%. EI this way, a complete force-elongation (or stress-strain) curve
was obtained with data at every 10% elongation.

b. Ultimate tensile strength of the tensile specimens. This measurement was made
together with elongation measurements and is defined as the force at break divided
by the initial cross sectional area of the material.

Table 4 Number of 15-cm Specimens Removed at Each Test Condition

Insulation

Cham# 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 9 9 9 9 9
Months 3 3R 3F/3L 4/2 5/1 6 6R R 6/3 7/2 8/1 9 9R

Cable
BrandRex 12 9 7 9 11 14 4 10 7 9 11 14 4
Rockbestos 13 9 7 9 11 13 4 10 7 9 11 13 4
Raychem 10 6 5 6 7 10 4 9 5 6 7 10 4
Dekoron 13 9 7 9 11 14 4 10 7 9 11 14 4

Jacket

Cham 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 9 9 9 9 9
MonthI 3 3R 3F/3L 4/2 5/1 6 6R R 6/3 7/2 8/1 9 9R

Cable Le
BrandRex 13 10 3 5 6 9 3 6 3 5 6 9 3
Rockbestos 13 10 3 5 6 9 3 6 3 5 6 9 3
Raychem 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dekoron 13 10 3 5 6 9 3 6 3 5 6 9 3

* When the 3-, 4-, and 5-month specimens were removed from the 6-month chamber and
when the 6-, 7-, and 8-month specimens were removed from the 9-month chamber, they
were replaced with an equal number of unaged specimens. Thus, the values shown for
these cases represent two different sets of specimens.
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Table 5 Number of 36-cm Specimens Removed at Each Test Condition

Single Conductor

Chait. 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 9 9 9 9 9
Month # 3 3R 3F/3L 4/2 5/1 6 6R R 6/3 7/2 8/1 9 9R

Cable
Brand ex 8 6 4 5 7 10 3 7 4 5 7 10 3
Rockbestos 8 6 4 6 7 11 3 10 4 6 7 11 3
Raychem 8 6 4 6 7 10 3 7 4 6 7 10 3
Dekoron 8 6 3 5 6 8 3 10 3 5 6 8 3

Multiconductor

Cha 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 9 9 9 9 9
Monthm 3 3R 3F/3L 4/2 5/1 6 6R R 6/3 7/2 8/1 9 9R

Cable Ip
BrandRex 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1
Rockbestos 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 11 1 1
Raychem 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dekoron 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1

'See footnote to table 4.

c. Modulus profiling of selected complete cable specimens. Modulus profiles were
acquired using an apparatus developed at Sandia [9,10]. The modulus is the slope
of the stress versus strain curve in the initial linear portion of the curve. The
modulus profile gives information on the modulus of the sample across its cross
section. ft also gives an indication of the uniformity of the agng process [9,10]. The
primary purpose for using modulus profiling was to establish the uniformity of the
aging -process, and therefore, this technique was used only on a few selected
samples.

To perform the modulus profiles, 1.25-cm samples were cut from the 36-cm cable
specimens. For cable products that were tested in both single and multiconductor
configurations, samples were only removed from the multiconductor 36-cm
specimens because oxygen diffusion effects will be most severe in the
multiconductors. In some cases, the 1.25-cm samples were surrounded with heat
shrinkable tubing to hold them in place. Thne samples were then encapsulated in
epoxy, allowed to cure, and polished pror to the modulus measurements. Figure 4
shows a diagram of a typical multcnductor cable prepared for testing. For cable
products supplied as single conductors, modulus profile samples were prepared in a
similar fashion, but four single conductor samples were typically grouped in a
diamond pattern for potting in epoxy. For the multiconductors, modulus testing
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would typically proceed across the centerline of two specimens from the point
labelled -start measurement" to the point labelled 'end measurement." The
measurements would be performed on the first cables insulation, wrap (if used),
and jacket, and then measurements would be performed on the second cable's
jacket, wrap (if used), and insulation. For single conductors, a similar path through
two cable samples was followed.

Table 6 Intended LOCA Profile and IEEE 323-1974 [1]
PWR/BWR Combined Temperature Profile

Intended Profile IEEE 323 Profile

Absolute
Time Temperature Pressure Temperature

(C) (kPa) (C)

0- 10s Ambient-138 101-339 57-138
10 s-5 min 138-171 339-584 138-171
5min-3hr 171 584 171

3-5 hr 171-60 584-101 171-60
Reset time to 0 for the next portion of the tests

0 - 10 s 60-138 101-339 60-138
10 s - 5 min 138-171 339-584 138-171
5 min -3 hr 171 584 171
3 hr-6hr 160 584 160
6hr- 10hr 149 462 149
10 hr - 91 hr 121 206 121
91 hr- end * 121 206 93

* IEEE 323-1974 implies that the test should be continued for 100 days for a combined
PWR/BWR simulation. Our intended test profile was at a higher temperature and
lasted until 240 hr (10 days) after the beginning of the second transient.

d. Modulus tests usin Franklin Research Centeres cable indenter developed under
E!RlI funding I12,131. This test measures penetration force of a blunt conical
probe as a function of penetration depth. The compressive modulus is defined as
tF/tx, where tx is the change in depth of penetration for a given change in force
AR. In all of our tests, AF was defined as 6.7 N (15 lb), beginning at 2.2 N (05 lb)
and ending at 8.9 N (2.0 lb). A key advantage of this indenter modulus
measurement is that it is a nondestructive test an therefore may be realistic for
use in the field.

The outputs of the cable indenter were fed into a data logger that was interfaced to
a Hewlett Packard Model 216 computer. Thus, the entire force-displacement
curve was obtained. A sample curve is shown in Figure 5. As the indenter
penetrates the material, the force increases as shown on the left part of the figure.
The force during retraction of the indenter, as shown on the right part of the figure,
is substantially lower at the same displacement because of hysteresis in the
material.
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e. Hardness testing of cable insulation and jacket materials. Hardness is a measure of
the material's resistance to local penetration. In this program, a Shore Durometer
Type A2 was used for the measurements. The previously discussed techniques of
modulus profiling and indenter modulus testing give more quantitative information,
but the hardness tests were included since they represent a very simple,
nondestructive field measurement technique.

f. Bulk density of small samples. Samples for density measurement were on the order
of 5 mm3 and were removed from 15-cm insulation and jacket specimens that were
not used for tensile testing. Density profiling has demonstrated that density tends to
increase with aging [10, 11], but similar to modulus, density may be subject to
gradients resulting from oxygen diffusion effects. In this program, bulk density was
measured and the modulus profiling was used to give an indication of the gradients
resulting from oxygen diffusion. Density profiling was not performed because it is
considerably more tedious than modulus profiling and tends to yield complementary
information. The density measurements were performed in density gradient
columns covering a range from 1.20 to 1.55 g/cm3.

2.4.2 Monitoring of Test Environment

Nominally 18 type K thermocouples were positioned near the cables in each test
chamber. Additional thermocouples were positioned near the baskets of tensile and
complete cable specimens. Two of the thermocouples in each chamber were connected
to a strip chart recorder durin ag and other thermocouples were used for control of
the aging temperature as neede AVl of the thermocouples were connected to a data
logger, which recorded the thermal agin temperature histories The data logger was
interfaced to a computer for storage of ata. A pressure transducer monitored chamber
pressure during aging and a flow meter monitored the air flow delivered to the chamber
during aging A similar configuration of temperature and pressure monitoring was used
during the accident exposure.

Automated measurements of temperature and pressure during the accident exposure
were made at intervals varying from 10 seconds during transient ramps in the profile to
5 minutes during long steady portions of the profile. Measurements during aging were
typically made at 1-hour intervals.

2.43 Cable Monitoring During Accident Simulations

Throughout the accident simulations, the cables were normally powered at a nominal
voltage of 110 Vdc with no current. Because many instrumentation circuits operate at
voltages below 110 Vdc, during the second steam exposure at 171'C (340'F) of AT3, the
voltage was reduced to 45 Vdc for 1 hour as shown in Figure 6. Similarly, during AT6,
the voltage was reduced to 45 Vdc for 20 hours as shown in Figure 7. During all other
LOCA testing, the voltage was at the nominal 110 Vdc. Insulation resistance (IR) was
monitored using the circuits and apparatus shown in Figures 8-9. The conductor
numbers used in the figures are based on the conductor numbers in Table 2. As shown
in the figures, some individual conductors of some multiconductors were connected to
ground to help provide a ground plane. The IRs were measured at intervals ranging
from 10 seconds to 5 minutes. These IRs will subsequently be referred to as continuous
IRs, even though they were not truly continuous. ERs were also measured at discrete
intervals using the Keithley electrometer apparatus that is discussed in Appendix A.
These will subsequently be referred to as the Keithley IRs. The Keithley IRs were
performed at nominal voltages of 50 V, 100 V, and 250 V. The actual applied voltage

a en measurement can be approximated from Table A-I in Appendix A. In
general, a tal applied voltage was not more than 10% below the nominal except for
cables with IRs below 18 ko at 50 V, 18 kn at 100 V, or 556 ka at 250 V.
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While the continuous IRs are quite accurate down as low as about 100 a, a number of
factors limit the upper IR that can be measured with reasonable accuracy The data
loger resolution and accuracy are important factors. Under the conditions during
testing, the Hewlett Packard 3497A data loggers have an accuracy of about ±4 AV with a
resolution of 1 pV. This would give an apparent upper limit of about 25 Ma (for the
tested length) to maintain 10% accuracy in the measurement (or about 1 Mn-100 in).
Because the method of measurement relies on measuring a small voltage change on top
of a floating voltage of 110 V, further inaccuracy can result in the IR measurements as a
result of capacitive charging effects in the data loger circuitry, which are greatest when
the scan rate is fastest. In spite of these effects, the Keithley measurements show that in
most cases (particularly when the scan rate was slow), the continuous system effectively
measured IRs that were somewhat higher than 1 Ma-100 m.

2.5 Environmental DM

2.5.1 Thermal Exposure Data

The temperatures and air flow rates to each chamber are given in Appendix B. The
pressure in each chamber was maintained slightly above ambient to prevent water
leakage into the chamber. The pressure was not continuously recorded nor controlled.
With Albuquerque's altitude reducing ambient pressure by about 20% from sea level
conditions, the positive gage pressure in the test chamber resulted in an actual absolute
pressure close to ambient pressure at sea level.

2.52 Radiation Exposure Data

The radiation dose rates that the complete cable samples were exposed to are given in
Table 7. Similar data for the small cable samples and the tensile samples may be found
in Appendix B. As a result of test chamber rotations (the 6- and 9-monfith chambers were
rotated half way through the exposures), the radiation agi data in Append B include
two dose rates for some samples. The radiation exposure data includes shielding effects
caused by the large number of cables in the sample baskets. It should be noted that the
actual total doses were lower than the nominal desired values primarily because of
shielding effects and radiation gradients in the test chambers. The estimated uncertainty
in the radiation aging exposure data is ±20%.

2.53 Accident Radiation Exposure

The accident radiation exposure followed the apging exposure. The dose rates to the
complete cable samples during the accident radiation exposures are given in Table 7,
along with the total integrated dose to the complete cables. Similar data for the small
cable samples and the tensile samples may be found in Appendix B. The estimated
uncertainty in the accident exposure data is ±10%. The accident radiation exposure time
was 209 hours for AT3, 193 hours for AT6, and 192.5 hours for AT9. Different times
were used for each exposure to account for radioactive source decay.

2.5.4 Loss-of-Coolant Accident Simulation Environmental Data

The temperature and pressure profiles during AT3 are shown in Figures 10-11. The
temperature and pressure profiles during AT6 are shown in Figures 12-13. The
temperature and pressure profiles during AT9 are shown in Figures 14-15. As these
figures demonstrate, all of the accident test profiles were very similar. The temperatures
during the transients to 1710C are given in Table B-5 in Appendix B.
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Table 7 Exposure Data for Complete Cables

Conductors Aging Aing Accident Total
Dose Rate Dose Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr (kGy) (Gy/hr) (kGy)
Min AVg Max Avg Avg Min Avg Max

Cables Aged fw: a Months

1-3 28 72 120 160 5000 1110 1190 1300 Brand Rex
12-14 34 78 130 170 5400 1210 1290 1400 Rockbestos
19-21 31 75 120 160 4600 1050 1130 1240 Polyset

27 33 77 130 170 5400 1210 1290 1400 Raychem
28 33 77 130 170 5400 1220 1300 1410 Raychem

Cables Aged fMr . Months

1-3 25 62 110 280 5200 1220 1280 1330 Brand Rex
12-14 27 64 110 290 5700 1330 1390 1430 Rockbestos
19-21 25 62 110 280 5100 1190 1250 1300 Polyset

27 26 64 110 290 5600 1310 1360 1410 Raychem
28 27 64 110 290 5700 1320 1380 1430 Raychem

Cables AgtI fQ-r 2 Montls

1-3 20 68 120 450 4200 1250 1270 1300 Brand Rex
14-16 35 84 140 560 5700 1640 1660 1690 Rockbestos
17-19 35 84 140 560 5600 1630 1650 1670 Rockbestos
24-26 31 80 140 530 4700 1410 1430 1460 Polyset
27-29 29 77 130 520 4200 1310 1330 1360 Polyset

35 30 78 130 520 5200 1500 1520 1550 Raychem
36 31 80 140 530 5400 1550 1560 1590 Raychem
37 32 81 140 540 5500 1580 1600 1630 Raychem
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3.0 CONDITION MONITORING TEST DATA AND RESULTS

Plots of test data from the different condition monitoring measurements are presented in
this section and the referenced appendices. Because different parts of each complete
cable were exposed to different total doses (due to spatial dose rate variations in the test
chambers), there was no unique total dose for the complete cables when the electrical
properties were measured. Thus, electrical property data is plotted against months of
exposure. Mechanical property data, on the other hand, is plotted against total radiation
dose since the small aged samples had unique total doses.. Because of radiation
gradients in the test chambers, equal total dose does not necessarily imply an equal
amount of simultaneous thermal aging, although it does to a first approximation. Plots
of mechanical properties versus aging time are similar to, but not as consistent as the
plots versus radiation dose, tending to indicate that radiation degradation was probably
dominant over thermal aging for most of the materials tested under our simultaneous
aging conditions. In the mechanical property plots, data from the aging portion of the
exposure is coupled with data for the aging plus accident radiation exposures. The data
-below 600 kGy is from the aging exposures. The data above 600 kGy is from the aging
plus accident radiation exposures, including, in many cases, data from unaged samples
that were exposed to accident radiation only. Unaged samples that were exposed to
accident radiation only give a data point at about 800-1000 kGy.

3.1 Insulation Resistance During Aging g Acident Radiation

Insulation resistance measurements were performed prior to the combined thermal and
radiation aging; at one-month intervals during aging; after aging, but before accident
radiation; and after accident radiation. Plots of the JR data during aging at 50 V, 100 V,
and 250 V and of the PI data during aging at 250 V are given in Appendix C The plots
in Appendix C show the averages and one standard deviation range (shown as error bars
about each point) of the cables from the three test chambers. The standard deviation is
the directly calculated standard deviation of the data, not the standard deviation of the
mean. It should be recognized that standard deviations are of somewhat limited value
when only two or three samples exist. However, the standard deviation bands do give
some idea of the range of the measurements for different samples. The IR is calculated
on a 100Im basis, with only the length of the cable inside the test chamber considered in
the calculation. This is a very good assumption for measurements performed at the
aging temperature, since the cable inside the chamber dominates the measurement.
However, for ambient temperature measurements, the length of cable outside the
chamber may have a significant impact on the measurement. The discussion that follows
will focus on the measurements performed at the aging temperature. The IR plots in
Appendix C include the data from the ambient temperature measurements.

In the plots of Appendix C, data from the cables in the three different test chambers are
plotted together. Although the same amount of aging time in the different chambers
does not produce exactly the same conditions, the vanation is not significant for these
plots. The data generally show excellent agreement for cables that were aged in
different test chambers. The PI that was used for the plots in Appendix C is the ratio of
the IR at 5 nin to the ER at 30 s.

The IRs of the Brand Rex cables (Figures C1-3) at the aging temperature were largely
constant throughout aging, but the did decrease slightly urm the first four months of
agng and increase slightly during the last five months of aging. The Rockbestos Firewall
a cables (Figures I4-C6) had JR decreases of 2 orders of magnitude at all voltage levels
during the first 3-4 months of aging. However, after 4 months, the IRs began increasing
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again and recovered almost an order of magnitude over the last 6 months. The
behaviors of the Brand Rex and Rockbestos IRs were somewhat similar, but the change
in IR of the Rockbestos cable was much more significant. The IR of the Polyset cables
(Figures C7-C9) increased by about a factor of two during the entire aging, while the IR
of the Polyset jacket (Figures C1O-C12) was constant until about 7 months of ag.ing,
where it began an order of magnitude decrease. The IR of the Raychem cables
(Figures C13-C15) at the aging temperature was essentially constant throughout aging.

The PI of the Brand Rex cable (Figure C16) dropped from 1.8 to 1.2 during the first
4 months of ain, but then increased back to about 1.5. The PI of the Rockbestos cable
(Figure C17) had a trend very similar to that of the Brand Rex, with the PI decreasing
from 1.6 to 1.0 during the first 3 months of aging, followed by an increase back to 12.
The PI of the Polyset cable (Figure C18) increased slightly from 1.8 to 2.0, but then
decreased slightly back to about 1.9. The Polyset jacket (Figure C19) had a fairly
constant PI of 1.06 during the first 4 months of aging, but then began a consistent
decrease to 1.0 at the end of the 9-month exposure. Because of the high IRs of the
Raychem cables, the PIs (Figure C20) were more difficult to measure and they had much
more variability than the PIs of other cables. Therefore, no clear trends could be
established.

The last part of Appendix C presents the results of some additional IR and PI
measurements that were not included in the figures of Appendix C. These include
measurements of IR and PI that were performed after accident radiation and PI
measurements that were performed at ambient temperature.

3.2 Caacitance n Dissipation Factor Dnng Aging

Capacitance and dissipation factor were measured as described in Appendix A. The
measurements were performed monthly on the cables in the 6- and 9-month test
chambers and covered a frequency range from about 0.3 Hz-500 kHz. In this report, oni
the data from the cables contained in the 9-month chamber Will be presented in detail
However, limited data from the 6-month chamber will be discussed as appropriate.
Figures 16 and 17 show sample capacitance and dissipation factor data plotted agat
frequency, with months of aging as a parameter. Only five selected monthly intervals are
plotted to prevent the plots from becoming unreadable. In Appendix D, plots of
capacitance and dissipation factor are given for each individual conductor versus amount
of aging with frequency as a parameter. The five frequencies selected for the plots were
chosen in the lower frequency range, where the greatest changes were typically observed
with aging (when notabfe changesdid occur). Plots that are shown in this section use the
averages of several tested conductors of the same cable type.

The capacitance of the Brand Rex conductors (Figures D1-D3) had a slight increase
during the first 2 months of aging and was essentially constant beyond that point. The
changes were not highly de endent on frequency over a wide frequency range. The
baseline capacitance of the Brand Rex cables vaned by about 25% over the frequency
range tested. Figure 18 shows the average capacitance of all of the Brand Rex
conductors in the 6-month chamber. The data i Figure 18 compares very well with
Figures D1-D3. The capacitance of the Rockbestos conductors (Figures D4-D9)
increased by about 30% with aging over much of the frequency range tested. The
capacitance was also largely independent of frequency at al aging times. As with the
Brand Rex cable, capacitance data from the cables in the 6-month chamber matched that
in Figures D4-D9 ve r well. The capacitance of the Dekoron Polyset conductors
(Figures DIO-D15) did not change significantly with either aging or frequency. The
capacitance of the Raychem conductors (Figures D16-D18) had no change with aging.
There was a slight dependence on frequency, with the capacitance decreasing at
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increased frequency. Data from the cables in the 6-month chamber gave results that
were vely similar to that from the 9-month chamber for both the Polyset and Raychem
cables.

The dissi ation factor of the Brand Rex conductors (Figures D19-D21) dropped from
about 0.07 to 0.03 at 1.52 Hz, with most of the change during the first 3 months of aging
Dissipation factor data from the 6-month chamber cables did not show as great a change,
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decreasing from 0.06 to 0.05 at 152 Hz during the first 3 months of aging. The 0.24 Hz
data for the Brand Rex cables was quite variable, with no consistent trend. Figure 19
shows the Brand Rex dissipation factor plotted against frequency from the conductors in
the 9-month chamber. Figure 20 gives the same plot from the conductors in the 6-month
chamber. Avery significant dissipation factor increase is noted between the baseline and
3-month measurements at frequencies from 1-100 kHz for the conductors from both the
6- and 9-month chambers. This change is in contrast to the decreases in dissipation
factor that occurred at lower frequencies. As shown in Figures 19 and 20, a significant
part of the increase at frequencies between 1 and 100 kHz occurred during the first
month of aging.

The dissipation factor at 0.24 Hz of the Rockbestos conductors (Figures D22-D27) from
the 9-month chamber tended to show a peak at 3-5 months of aging. This peak occurred
at nearly the same time that the minimum IRs of the Rockbestos conductors occurred
(see Figures C4-C6). At other frequencies, peaks with aging also occurred at about 3-5
months of aging. For comparison, the average dissipation factor at 0.24 Hz for the
Rockbestos conductors in the 6-month test chamber was 0.46 after 3 months of aging,
0.86 after 4 months of aging, and 0.18 after 5 months of aging. These values compare
well with the values from the 9-month chamber shown in Apndix D. The dissipation
factors of the Dekoron conductors (Figures D28-D33) and the Raychem conductors
(Figures D34-D36) did not show any consistent trends with aging.

3.3 Elongation and Tensile Strength During Aging

Plots of T/To, tensile strength normalized to unaged values, and of e/eO, absolute
elongation relative to the unaged values, are shown in Appendix E. In the plots, tensile
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strength is defined as the force at break of the specimen divided by the original cross-
sectional area of the unaged specimen. Although the force at ebrea is also usually the
maximum force applied to the specimen, such is not necessarily the case. Since the
unaged area of a given cable type is nominally a constant, T/To reduces to the ratio of
the force required to break an aged specimen to the force required to break an unaped
specimen. *hus, the recise cross-sectional area is only necessary to provide abso ute
scaling for the pl or reference, the tensile strength of the unaged specimens is noted
on each plot. Similarly, the elongation at break of unaged specimens, eo, is noted on the
e/eo plots.

In Appendix E, all plots are shown versus total radiation dose. Where a tensile strength
is shown on the plots as 0%01, this indicates that the sample broke before reaching 10%
elongation, and therefore, no tensile strength measurement was obtained. It should also
be recalled that the resolution of the elongation measurements was 10% absolute. Thus,
measurements at 0-20% elongation have somewhat more uncertainty than
measurements of higher elongations. Note that unmeasurable elongation, especially of
the jacket material does not imply that a cable is no longer functional. Results from
accident tests of the cables are discussed in Section 4.0.

Figure E-1 shows that the elongation of the Brand Rex insulation decreased to 20% of its
initial value after a total aging dose of 400 kGy. The accident radiation caused a further
decrease to below 10% of initial elongation. Interestingly, three unaged samples that
were exposed only to accident radiation broke at elongations below 10%. Figure .2
shows that tensile strength of the Brand Rex insulation increased by about 30% with a
total aging dose of 400 kGy. The accident radiation exposure resulted in mixed behavior
with a significant decrease in tensile strength after the 6- and 9-month aging exposures,
but very little decrease after the 3-month exposure. Tensile strength of the samples with
accident radiation only could not be obtained because of the low elongation of those
specimens.

Figure E-3 shows that the elongation of the Brand Rex jacket decreased to 0%o of its
initial value after a total aging dose of 200 kGy. Following accident radiation, all
samples except those that had not been aged were down to 0%16 elongation. The samples
that received only accident radiation had their elongations fall to about 30% of their
initial values. Figure E4 shows that the tensile strength of the Brand Rex jacket
decreased to 10% of its initial value after 200 kGy. Beyond that point, tensile strength
could not be measured because the elongation was below 10%. The only tensile strength
that could be measured after the accident radiation exposure was for the unaged cables,
which showed almost no change as a result of the accident radiation exposure.

Figure E-5 shows that the elongation of the Rockbestos insulation first increased by
about 10% of its initial value, then fell to 25% of its initial value after 400 kGy of aging
exposure. In all cases, no elongations were measurable after the accident irradiations.
The initial increase in elongation is probably a result of radiation causing additional
curing (i.e., crosslinking) of the XLPO insulation. Tensile strength of the Rockbestos
insulation, as shown ingigure E-6, remained essentially constant throughout the aging
exposures. After the accident radiations, the tensile strength could not be measured.

Figure E-7 shows that the relative elongation of the Rockbestos neoprene jacket fell to
0%1 within the first 100 kGy of aging exposure. Because thermal aging is expected to
dominate the degradation of neoprene at our conditions [141, the data from Fgure E-7
should not be used to make assessments of the generic radiation damage threshold of
neoprene. The tensile strength of neoprene, as shown in Figure E-8, also decreased with
aging exposure, but only a few valid data points could be obtained because the
e ongation fell below 10% very quickly.
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Figure E-9 shows that the elongation of the Dekoron insulation fell to 40% of its original
value after 400 kGy of exposure. The accident radiation caused further decreases in
elongation, down to about 10% of the initial value when coupled with aging exposures.
The tensile strength of the Dekoron insulation, shown in Figure E-10, had very little
change with aging or accident radiation exposure.

Figure E-11 shows that the elongation of the Dekoron CSPE jacket fell to 3% of its
initial value after 400 kGy of aging exposure. The accident exposure caused a further,
consistent decrease in elongation in each case tested. Figure E-12 shows that the tensile
strength of the Dekoron CSPE jacket decreased to 70% of its initial value by 400 kGy.
The final tensile strength measurement, at about 400 kGy, was somewhat variable, but
notably lower than the previous measurements. The accident radiation exposure caused
mixed results. The unaged jacket and the jacket aged for 3 months had ltle change with
accident radiation. The jacket aged for 6 months had a fairly significant decrease in
tensile strength after the accident radiation exposure, but the results displayed some
scatter. The data points at 400 kGy and at 1100 kGy indicate the possibility of a
threshold effect, above which the tensile strength decreases significantly.

Figure 13-13 shows that elongation of the Raychem insulation decreased to about 3% of
its initial value after 400 kGy of aging exposure. After all accident irradiations, no
elongations were measurable. Tensile strength of the Raychem insulation, as shown in
Figure -14, first decreased to 85% of its initial value by 100 kGy of aging exposure, then
increased to 120% of its initial value by 400 kGy of agmg exposure. After the accident
radiations, the tensile strength could not be measured because the elongation was below
10%.

In summar, elongation consistently decreases with aging (except for the early exposure
of the Rockbestos insulation). Based on the data in Appendix E, Table 8 gives estimates
of the total dose (under our simultaneous aging conditions) to retention of 75%, 50%,
25%, and 10% of initial elongation of each insulation and jacket material, except for the
Rockbestos neoprene jacket. The neoprene is not included because, under the
conditions of our test, thermal aging dominates the degradation. The data in Table 8
and in Appendix E indicate that elongation is generally a fairly sensitive measure of the
amount of aging up to the total dose where very little residual elongation remains. When
using the data in Appendix D or Table 8 to compare different cable materials, it is
important to note baseline elongation differences. For example, Rockbestos XLPE
insulation at e/eo = 0.25 corresponds to an elongation of 60%, while Raychem XLPE
insulation at e/eo = 0.25 corresponds to an elongation of 130%.

Tensile strength showed some change with aging for the Brand Rex and Raychem
XLPOs, but almost no change for the Rockbestos and Dekoron materials. Tensile
strength of the Rockbestos jacket showed a rapid decrease, but only a few points could
be measured because the elongation quickly fell below 10%. The Brand Rex jacket had
a fairly consistent and significant decrease in tensile strength, while the Dekoron jacket
had only a slight decrease in tensile strength.

3A MD ring Agin Using the EPRCable Indenter

Plots of indenter modulus relative to the initial value (M/Mo) are presented in
Appendix F as a function of total radiation dose. For reference, the baseline modulus,
M, is shown on the plots.

The indenter modulus of the Brand Rex insulation (Figure F-i), the Rockbestos
insulation (Figure F-3), the Dekoron insulation (Figure F-5), and the Raychem
insulation (Figure F-7) all had somewhat inconsistent behavior, although an increase of
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perhaps 509o in modulus is possibly indicated. The Dekoron and Raychem insulations
had the more consistent behavior, especially the Raychem insulation after accident
radiations.

Table 8 Estimated Total Doses to Retention of Various Elongations

Material -o Total Dose (kOy) to elg/of '

75% 50% 25% 10%

Brand Rex XLPE 320% 80 140 300
Rockbestos XLPE 240% 200 300 400

Dekoron XLPO 350% 100 230 *

Raychem XLPE 520% 50 80 100 230
Brand Rex CSPE Jacket 330% 20 80 100 140
Dekoron CSPE Jacket 360% 20 70 200 280

Total dose with simultaneous thermal aging at 95-100C.
'* These material never reached the indicated e/eO during ngg.

Figure F-2 shows the indenter modulus of the Brand Rex CSPE jacket, This material
shows a strong upward trend with aging, especially when the total dose exceeds 200 kGy.
It is interesting to note htat 200 kdy is just about the point where the elongation fell to
near 0%o. The accident radiation exposures caused the indenter modulus to increase in
all cases.

Figure F-4 shows the indenter modulus for the Rockbestos neoprene jacket. A strong
upward trend is evident, with the indenter modulus reaching 2000% of its original value
at about 400 kGy. Note that elongation measurements (see Figure E-7) showed no
change on this material beyond a total radiation dose of about 50 kGy (the material was
below 10%b elongation). It should be recalled that at our simultaneous aging conditions,
neoprene degradation is dominated by thermal aging rather than radiation aging. Thus,
the trends during the aging portion of the exposure should be interpreted as applying
more to thermal aging, rather than radiation aging. The accident radiation exposure
caused mixed results, with the modulus increasing for the materials that were unaged or
aged for 6 months and the modulus decreasing for the materials that were aged for 3 or
9 months.

Figure F-6 shows the indenter modulus of the Dekoron CSPE jacket. The initial trend is
upward but inconsistent. At about 400 kGy, a sharp upward trend occurs. Note that the
eongion was essentially at 0% by 400 kGy (see Figure E-11), just where the indenter
modulus began its most significant changes. The accident radiation exposure caused
increases in indenter modulus under all test conditions.

3.5 Hardness During Aging

Plots of hardness relative to the initial value (H/H0 ) are presented in the second part of
Appendix F as a function of total radiation dose. For reference, the baseline hardness,
H; is shown on the plots.
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The hardness of the XLPO insulations are not presented because they were all too hard
(Shore "A2T readings of 88-96) prior to aging to detect any significant changes with the
tester we were using (effective upper limit of our tester was about 92). Hardness of the
Brand Rex jacket (Figure F-8 increased by 75%o during aging, hardness of the
Rockbestos Jacket (Figure F-9) increased by 25% during aging, and hardness of the
Dekoron jacket (Figure F-10) increased by 159% during aging. In each case, the upward
trends were quite consistent. It is important to note that some of the measurements were
close to, or beyond, the effective upper limit of the tester range. Readings above 92 are
not included on the plots. Hence, although the plots in Appendix F do not reflect it, the
hardness may continue to increase beyond what is shown on the plots. An attempt at
using a Shore "D2" durometer that could measure harder materials caused permanent
damage to a sample that was tested, and hence no additional testing was conducted.

3.6 Bulk Density During Aging

Plots of density relative to the initial value (D/Do) are presented in Appendix G as a
function of total radiation dose. For reference, the baseline density, Do, is shown on the
plots. Note that small changes in density are readily detectable, so that a change of only
1-2% can be significant.

The density of Brand Rex insulation (Figure G-1) had a consistent increase to 1.5%
above the initial value. The accident radiation generally increased the density slightly,
but after the 9-month aging exposure, the density decreased slightly as a result of the
accident radiation exposure. The density of Brand Rex CSPE jacket (Figure G-2) first
increased until the total dose reached 100 kGy, then decreased during the remainder of
the aging exposure. The accident radiation exposure did not produce any notable effects
on the density.

The density of Rockbestos insulation (Figure G-3) changed significantly during aging,
increasing to 3.5% above the baseline value. For the conditions tested, accident
radiation also caused increases in density. The density of the Rockbestos neoprene
jacket was too high to be measured with our density gradient columns.

The density of Dekoron insulation (Figure G4) did not change consistently with either
aging or accident radiation exposures. However, the Dekoron CSPE jacket (Figure G-5)
had a very consistent trend with aging, increasing by 3% over the 400 kGY exposure. The
accident radiation exposure did not affect the density of the Dekoron jacket.

The density of Raychem insulation (Figure G-5) appeared to increase with aging, but the
trend was somewhat inconsistent. AThe effects of the accident radiation exposure on
density was mixed.

3.7 MdlsProfiles Durnn Ag n

Plots of modulus profiles are presented in Appendix H. In most cases, only baseline
samples and samples that were aged for 9 months are included. The figures indicate
which data is for the insulations and which data is for the jackets (see Figure 4). Each of
the figures includes data for one pair of cable samples removed from the same 36-cm
cable specimen. The center line of the plot represents the intersection of the two
surfaces that were exposed to air during aging. A flat profile through a material is
generally expected for unaged samples. A flat profile after aging (assuming a reasonable
change in modulus from baseline conditions) generally indicates the absence of
significant oxygen diffusion effects.

Oxygen diffusion effects occur when agn reactions use oxygen in the material more
rapidly than it can be replenished through diffusion. In such cases, material further from
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supply (i.e., the ambient air) participates less fully in reactions involving
oxygeneading to non-uniform aging. Because aging generally increases the modulus of
the materials used in this study, diffusion effects normally result in larger modulus
increases at edges that have been exposed to oxygen. Oxygen diffusion effects generally
increase with higher temperatures and with higher radiation dose rates. Also, when the
modulus increases as the material ages, oxygen permeation through the material
decreases, which can lead to diffusion effects only in the later stages of aging [151.

The more that oxygen diffusion effects can be eliminated in a test, the closer the test
simulates natural aging conditions. Thus, in this section, we are concerned primarily with
a simple evaluation of the shape of the profiles, although we will also consider changes in
the magnitude of the modulus. It should be noted that oxygen diffusion effects may not
be the only dose rate effect that a material exhibits. Thus, absence of diffusion efects
does not necessarily imply the absence of all dose rate effects.

Figures H-1 through HA show modulus profiles for the Brand Rex cable. The baseline
modulus is flat and consistent for both the insulation and jacket materials. After
3 months of aging, the jacket profile is still flat and the jacket modulus has doubled.
After 6 months of aging, an oxygen diffusion profile has begun to appear in the jacket
and after 9 months of aging, the profile has become more significant. Thus, oxygen
diffusion effects have not been completely eliminated for this cable. By the end of aging,
the averge modulus in the jacket increased by a factor of about 100, with a factor of 2-5
gradient in the modulus. The jacket surface exposed to the ambient conditions had
higher modulus in creases than the Jacket material that was next to the insulation, as is
generally expected when oxygen difusion effects are present.

The lack of diffusion effects after 3 months of aging suggests that a significant factor
contributing to the diffusion effects later in aging is the decrease in oxygen permeation
rate as the jacket hardens. The indenter modulus data suggests that significant
hardening of the jacket begins in the range of 200 kGy total dose. Thus, 200 kGy is
where diffusion effects might be expected to begin to appear. Because the total aging
doses used in this study are significantly higher than those currently postulated for most
nuclear power plant locations, diffusion effects that only occur later m aging may be less
significant.

The small changes in modulus of the insulation make conclusions about possible
diffusion effects in the insulation difficult. Once diffusion effects become siiicant in
the jacket, however, they become much more probable in the insulation. Thus, some
oxy¶en depletion effects may have occurred in the Brand Rex insulation, particularly at

teihr aging doses.

Figures H-S and H-6 show modulus profiles for the Rockbestos cable. The baseline
modulus is reasonably flat and consistent for both the insulation and jacket materials.
After 9 months of aging, the insulation modulus has only changed slightly. The jacket
modulus has increased dramatically, but the profile is still essentially flat. Thus, oxygen
diffusion effects appear to have been successfully eliminated for this cable. However,
recent experience with modulus profiles for heat aged neoprene has indicated that
diffusion profiles can appear during the earlier stages of aging, only to disappear when
the jacket becomes extremely hard. The indenter modulus data suggests that significant
hardening of the jacket began in the range of 100 kGy total dose. Thus, 100 kGy is
where di fusion effects could have begun to appear, followed by the diffusion effects
disappearing after the jacket became extremely bard. The scatter in the modulus data
for the jacket can be attributed primarily to the high values that had to be measured.
The average increase in jacket modulus was a factor of 770.
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Because the absolute value of the insulation modulus did not change greatly, the
sensitivity of the modulus to diffusion effects in the insulation is limited. With the high
hardness of the neoprene jacket later in aging, however, the greatly reduced oxygen
permeation rate may have largely prevented oxygen from reaching the insulation. Thus,
at the higher aging doses, some oxygen depletion effects may have occurred in the
Rockbestos insulation. Such effects would not be expected during typical natural aging
conditions.

Figures H-7 and H-8 show modulus profiles for the Raychem cable. The baseline
modulus is flat and consistent for the insulation. After 9 months of aging, the insulation
modulus has only changed slightly, with the profile still being essentially flat. Thus,
within the limits of the sensitivity of this method, no oxygen diffusion effects are evident.
Note that because this cable has no jacket, diffusion effects in the insulation are much
less likely than for jacketed cables.

Figures H-9 through H-12 show modulus profiles for the Dekoron Polyset cable. Figures
H-iO and H-11 show profiles for only jacket materials. The baseline modulus is quite
flat for both the insulation and jacket materials. After 9 months of aging, the insulation
modulus has only changed slightly and is still essentially flat. The jacket modulus
increased by a factor of 15, with greater changes at the inside edge (near the insulation).
This is opposite from the effect that was observed for the Brand Rex cable. Figures H-10
and H-i1 show the modulus of the jacket material after 246 kGy and 406 kGy,
respectively. Both of these profiles are relatively flat, indicating that any nonuniform
aging does not become significant until somewhere after 400 kGy. Note that the
indenter modulus data suggests that the jacket begins hardening significantly at about
400 kGy. The lack of a fat profile through the material may be a result of oxygen
diffusion effects that appear later in aging when the jacket has hardened, reducing the
oxygen permeation rate. Alternativel, may be a result of other effects, such as an
imitially nonuniform antioxidant profile in the jacket, which could cause the antioxidant
to be depleted earlier at the inside edge of the jacket. In any case, the lack of a flat
profile should not be significant for most applications because it occurs at such high total
doses. The small changes in insulation modulus make conclusions about possible
diffusion effects in the insulation difficult.

Defining the upper limits of test parameters (dose rate and temperature) that reasonably
eliminate oxygen diffusion effects was beyond the scope of this test program. However,
the reader is referred to Reference 16 for more detailed studies of this subject.

3.8 CmnWarison oIf Indenter Modulus. Modulus Erfils, And Elongation Data

This section briefly considers correlation of data from the indenter testing, the modulus
profiles, and the elongation testing. Table 9 presents a summary of the changes in
indenter modulus and average modulus from the modulus profiles. Except for the
modulus of the Dekoron insulation as measured by the modulus profiles, the modulus
always increased. In general, XLPO insulation modulus increased about 40% during
aging using either method, although some data variability is evident. The jackets all had
significant modulus increases, with the modulus profiling technique showing greater
increases than the indenter modulus.

Because a complete stress-strain curve was obtained during the elongation
measurements, the results of the modulus profiling measurements can be compared in an
approximate sense with the elongation measurements. If the material behaves in an
elastic fashion for more than about 20% strain, a reasonable estimate of the modulus
may be calculated from the linear part of the stress-strain curve. However, if plastic
behavior begins early, then the modulus is very difficult to calculate from the elongation
data. In general, the insulations experienced early plastic behavior, while the jackets
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tended to be somewhat more elastic. Elastic modulus is riven by the expression
E = col/s, = (AF/A)/Ae, where E is the elastic modulus, ha is the difference in stress at
two different points on the linear portion of force-elongation curve, AC is the
corresponding change in strain, AF is the corresponding change in force, Ae is the
corresponding change in elongation, and A is the cross-sectional area of the material.
Normally, one of the two points used to calculate the differences in the above expression
is a point prior to the application of force (no stress and no strain).

Table 9 Summary of Indenter Modulus and Modulus Profile Data

Cable Average Modulus from Profile Indenter
Baseline 9 Month Change Modulus
(MPa) Aging Change

Brand Rex Insulation 330±22 554±51 1.68 1.4
Brand Rex Jacket 539±036 665±351 123 15

Rockbestos Insulation 425±38 522±41 1.23 1.5
Rockbestos Jacket 9.23±035 7120±1470 771 25

Raychem Insulation 398±52 643±121 1.62 1.4
Dekoron Insulation 88.9±12.1 80.3±9.8 0.90 1.2

Dekoron Jacket 145+0.7 224±42 15.4 6

Figure 21 shows a case where the material behavior was quite linear during the
elongation test. Many materials exhibited plastic deformation by the time the first force
point was taken. Figure 22 shows an example of such behavior. From Figure 21, using
the cross sectional area of 0.097 cm2 (0.015 in2), the modulus calculated using the 0%o
and 100% elongation points is 3.32 MPa. Using the 300%6 and 350% points, the modulus
is 5.85 MPa. These values compare favorably with 539 MPa, the average value from the
modulus profile for this material.

3.9 Visual Examinations During Aging

Visual examinations of the complete cable specimens were performed during aging when
the chamber was opened to remove small test samples. The XLPO cables generally
appeared to be in good condition in all cases, except for the neoprene jacket on the
Rockbestos cable product after six months or more of aging After six months of aging,
circumfrential cracks about 0.5 cm (0.2 in) wide were noted in the neoprene jackets.
Some discoloration was also noted on most of the samples.

3.10 Summarn gf Condition Monitoring Measurements

The following summarizes the condition monitoring data presented in this section and
apply under the conditions of our tests:

a. Of the parameters tested, elongation at break tends to show the most consistent
correlation with aging. This is particularly true at lower radiation doses.
Unfortunately, the test is destructive.

b. Tensile strength generally has only minimal correlation with aging. The major
exceptions were the Brand Rex and Rockbestos jacket materials, which both
had strong decreases in tensile strength.

-38-



c. Hardness increased by 15-75% with aging for the jacket materials. In a number
of cases, the hardness was above the effective measuring range of our
instrument. This was the case for all of the XLPO insulation materials.

d. Modulus, which was measured with the EPRI/Franklin cable indenter, showed
good correlation with aging for the jacket materials discussed in this paper, but
not for the XLPOs. The trend in indenter modulus was most evident at higher
aging doses.

e. The modulus profiles did not indicate any significant oxygen diffusion effects
for the aging conditions used in these tests. The Brand Rex and possibly the
Dekoron product did experience some diffusion effects, but evidence indicated
that the effects would not likely be significant for many applications. For the
jacket materials, the absolute value of the modulus had large changes from the
baseline samples to the samples that were aged for 9 months.

f. For the jacket materials, which had good aging correlations using both
elongation and indenter modulus, elongation was the more sensitive aging
indicator up to the total dose where the elongation approached 0%, with
indenter modulus the more sensitive aging indicator beyond that point.

g. Density is a good indicator of aging for several materials, increasing by up to
3.5%. The density of the Brand Rex CSPE jacket first increased, then
decreased at higher total doses. Density of the Dekoron Polyset insulation did
not change in any significant way during aging.

h. Insulation resistance, polarization index, capacitance, and dissipation factor
changes with aging were observed for some materials, but they were not nearly
as sensitive to aging as the mechanical measurements.
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Figure 21 Force Versus Elongation for Unaged Brand Rex Jacket
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Figure 22 Force Versus Elongation for Unaged Raychem Insulation
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4.0 ACCIDENT EXPOSURE INSULATION RESISTANCE DATA

This section discusses the performance of the cables during exposure to the accident
simulations. In addition to environmental monitoring during the tests, on-line insulation
resistance measurements were made as discussed in Section 2.43. The IR data as a
function of time for each conductor of each cable is shown in Appendix L For clarity in
presentation of the data, figures in this section will generally show the averages of
multiple samples and will usually be limited to the first 20 hours of the tests.

4.1 Cable Failures Dunrng the Accident Eposure

While no conductors failed during the aging or accident radiation exposures, one XLPO
conductor, Rockbestos Firewall III conductor #15 in the 9-month chamber, did
experience failure sufficient to cause the opening of a 1 A fuse during the accident steam
exposures. Conductor #15 was one conductor of a three conductor cable. Figure 23
shows the details of the failure. A sudden IR decrease of almost two orders of
magnitude occurred just before 83 hours into the test. Further IR degradation occurred
over the next hour of the test. At that point, the fuse on the monitoring circuit opened.
One other conductor of the same three conductor cable was continuously monitored
during the accident exposure. This conductor did not experience a failure, but Figure
1-16 tends to indicate the beging of a gradual IR degradation at the end of the test.
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Figure 23 IR of Rockbestos Conductor #15 Prior to Failure

After completion of the post-LOCA dielectric withstand testing (see Section 5.0), the
cables were removed from the mandrel for inspection. Thie failure point of the
Rockbestos conductor was identified using a bucket of water and an ohmmeter. One
lead of the ohmmeter was connected to the metal bucket and the other end was
connected to the defective conductor. By carefully. placing different parts of the cable
into the water, the failure point was readily identified. The failure was a hole about
1.2 cm (0.5 in) along the cable length and about 0.6 cm (0.25 in) around the cable. With
the cable coiled up in the same configuration as when on the aging mandrel, the failure
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point was on the inside of the coil of wire. There was no indication that the failure was
caused by inadvertent damage or any test anomalies. The failure was a local failure,
rather than global degradation leading to failure along significant portions of the cable
(this latter type of degradation will be described in Volume 2 of this report for some
2PR cable products). Because this conductor had been subjected to post-LOCA
dielectric withstand testing, the failure point was somewhat eiarged and additional
failure analysis was not pursued.

4.2 Insulation Resistance Versus Amoun f Aing

Figure 24 shows the average IRs during the LOCA tests for Brand Rex multiconductor
cables aged to the three different lifetimes. Each point on the plots is based on the
conductors that were energized. Similar data for the Rockbestos Firewall mH and the
Dekorad Polyset are shown in Figures 25 and 26, respectively. Data for the Raychem
single conductors are not shown because the IR was very high m all cases. The IR of the
Brand Rex cables improved by up to almost an order of magnitude with aging, while the
IR of the Rockbestos cables decreased by up to an order of magnitude with aging. The
major difference in the IR of the Rockbestos cables occurred between the cables that
were aged for 3 months and the cables that were aged for 6 months; the cables aged for
9 months behaved very much like the cables aged for 6 months. The Dekoron Polyset
cables behaved very much like the Rockbestos cables.
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Figure 24 IR of Brand Rex Cables During Accident Exposures
for Different Aging Treatments

43 IMnlation Resistance Versus Applied otage,

During several of the long steady-state portions of the test, IR measurements using the
Keithley electrometer (see Appendix A were performed at 50, 100, and 250 V. These
measurements show how insulation resistance depends on applied voltage. Table 10
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shows some data that may be used to perform this comparison. The values in the table
are averages of the number of samples shown. When a given conductor had a
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Figure 25 IR of Rockbestos Cables During Accident Exposures
for Different Aging Treatments
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Figure 26 IR of Dekoron Polyset Cables During Accident Exposures
for Different Aging Treatments
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Table 10 Insulation Resistance Versus Applied Voltage During LOCA

Cable Nominal Number
Type Temperature of IR(50V) IR(100V) IR(250V)

(0 C) Samples' (Ma-100 m) (Mn-100 m) (Mo-100 m)

Rock. FWIII 171 (AT3) 3 - 0.10 0.16
121 (AT9) 5 1.4 1.3 1.3

Brand Rex 171 (AT3) 3 - 1.2 0.15
121 (AT9) 3 57 58 59

Polyset 171 (AT3) 3 - 1.5 1.4
121 (AT9) 5 0.58 0.56 0.56

Raychem 171 (AT3) 2 -a 1.6 1.9
121 (AT9) 3 96 99 101

Number of samples averaged, not necessarily total number of samples tested.

significantly different IR than the other conductors, that conductor was not included in
the averages shown in Table 10. Thus, the number of samples averaged does not
necessarily include all samples tested.

As Table 10 clearly shows, the IR is not strongly dependent on applied voltage over the
range of voltages tested. This result implies that the cables behave as linear resistors
over the range of voltages tested. This observation does not necessarily apply if the
cables are close to failure. The only case in Table 10 that shows a significant decrease in
JR with applied voltage was the Brand Rex multiconductor at 171PC in AT3, where the
JR dropped by an order of magnitude between 100 V and 250 V. This decrease was
consistent across all three conductors tested. Only one of the other cases shown had IRs
that deviated by more than 20%. Additional data that can be used to assess IR
dependence on applied voltage is shown in the figures of Appendix I.

4.4 Insulation Resistance Versus Temperat.

Most of the XLPO cables tested behaved in a very consistent inverse temperature
fashion. As examples, Figures 27 and 28 plot cable IRs versus temperature using the
Keithley IR data from AT6. The IR of the Dekoron Polyset cables was much less
consistent in this regard than the other cable products. Appendix I contains additional
cable IR plots that can be compared to the temperature plots in Figures 10, 12, and 14.

4.5 Ca Behavior During Transients

Most of the XLPO cables behaved in a fairly consistent fashion during the transient
portions of the test. In several instances, however, the IR fell below the eventual steady
state value at the peak temperature before recovering to the steady state value. This
section will focus on those conductors that showed such behavior. Although not as
detailed as the plots in this section, the plots in Appendix I show the IR of each cable
throughout each test.
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Figure 27 Average IR Behavior with Temperature for Brand Rex Cables (AT6)
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Figure 28 Average IR Behavior with Temperature for Rockbestos Cables (AT6)

As shown in Figure 29, the Brand Rex cables in AT3 had a slight thermal lag during the
first transient of AT3, followed by an IR dip, somewhat of a recovery, and then a
decrease over a longer term. Similar behavior was noted in AT6 and AT9. During the
second transients, the amount that the IR fell below the eventual steady state value was
generally less, probably because of the higher initial temperature for the second
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transients. A sample IR plot during the first transient of AT3 for one of the Rockbestos
conductors is shown in Figure 30, and a sample IR plot dung the first transient of AT9
for one of the Polyset conductors is shown in Figure 31. TeRaychem single conductor
cable IRs remained above the range that could be effectively measured by our
continuous measurement system.

During the second transient of AT9, the IR of the two monitored conductors of one of
the Rockbestos cables fell below the eventual steady state value, recovered to a value
above the steady state, and then settled to the steady state value. The behavior of one of
these two conductors is shown in Figure 32. One of the conductors of this cable was the
only Rockbestos conductor to fail during any of the accident tests.

The effects of transient IR reductions on nuclear power plant circuitry would be circuit
specific and could range from no adverse effects to a temporary reduction in the
accuracy of some instrument circuits.
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4.6 Discrete Versus Continuous Insulation Resistance Measurements

Current cable qualification is typically based on IR data that is taken at discrete time
periods. The data may include only one measurement on each conductor at each of the
high temperature dwells. In this test program, many measurements were performed
throughout the accident test. In general, periodic measurements would have been
sufficient to indicate cable performance. The major exception was during the initial
transient portions of the steam exposures where some cables experienced transient IRs
that were lower than the subsequent steady state IRs. This phenomenon was discussed
in Section 4.5.

4.7 Comadrson gf IR 12, Lir Cables fLM Different Manufacturers

Table 11 compares the IRs of different XLPO cable products. The values in the table
are approximate minimum values during the 171'C (3400F) exposures, based on
Figures 24-26. The data indicates a large difference between the iRs of the various cable
products during the same LOCA conditions, particularly when the single conductor
Raychem is compared to the multiconductor cables. The data for the different
multiconductors generally fall within an order of magnitude of each other. EPR testin
reported in Volume 2 of this report compares IR data of multiconductors with the IR of
single conductors removed from the multiconductors. Although the single conductors
had up to a factor of six higher IRs for two cable types, a third cable type exhibited
virtually no difference between the single and multiconductor samples. Some differences
between single and multiconductor IRs may be expected because of differences in the
effectiveness of the ground return path. Cables with continuous shields would have the
best ground return path. Much of the return path for single conductors is in the form of
surface conductivity. Unshielded multiconductors might be expected to have a good
ground return through the other conductors, but these other conductors are also
insulated and there may also be an insulated path through the jacket to the grounded test
mandrel. Thus, it is not clear what the net effect of ground return paths should be on the
differences in IRs of single and multiconductors. However, the iAs of the EPR cables
indicate that any effects may be quite small since one type of EPR cable had no
difference between single and multiconductor IRs.

Table 11 Approximate Minimum IRs (Mo-100 m) of XLPO Cables Tested

Condition Brand Rex Rockbestos Polyset Raychem *
Multi Multi Multi Single

AT3-1st 1710C 0.089 0.10 13 150
AT3--2nd 1710C 0.16 0.31 1.1 240

AT6-1st 1710C 0.073 0.034 0.35 66
AT6-2nd 1710C 0.34 0.064 0.14 37

AT9-1st 1710C 0.20 0.041 0.19 30
AT9-2nd 17PC 0.73 0.048 0.11 15

* Data for this cable from the 100 V Keithley measurements
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5.0 POST-ACCIDENT MEASUREMENTS

After completion of the accidents tests, visual examinations of the specimens were
performed, followed by dielectric withstand tests as follows:

a. Cables aged for 3 months were tested after the LOCA exposure. The cables
were not disturbed prior to the dielectric test. These cables were then
exposed to a high temperature steam test. Reference [7] contains details of
the high temperature steam test.

b. Cables aged for 6 months were tested after the LOCA exposure. The cables
were not disturbed prior to the dielectric test. These cables were then
submergence tested in a chemical solution, with IEEE 383-1974 [2] mandrel
bends and additional dielectric tests following the submergence test.
Reference [7] contains details of the submergence test and the additional
dielectric tests.

c. Cables aged for 9 months were tested after. the LOCA test. The cables were
not disturbed prior to the dielectric test. Following these tests, mandrel bends
and additional dielectric tests were performed. These tests included ultimate
breakdown strength of some of the cables.

In this section where the term 'leakage" current is used, it should be taken to mean the
resistive leakage current plus the capacitive charging currents. Note that a very large
portion of the "leakage" current can be a result of the charging current.

5.1 Visual Examinations

All of the cable jackets were discolored to some extent by the accident exposures. The
jackets on the Rockbestos Firewall m cables were moderately to severely damaged after
all three accident tests (A13, AT6, and AT9). The cracking was both longitudinal and
circumfrential in both tests.

All of the XLPO cable jackets, except for one of the two Polyset cables, had evidence of
cracking and damage after AT9. After AT3 and AT6, all of the jackets except the
Rockbestos Firewall III jacket were in relatively good shape with no open cracks.

52 Dielectri Withstand TIs WUit Cables p Ta Mandrels

The dielectric tests discussed in this section were performed with the cables still on the
test mandrels, without disturbing them in any way. The dielectric tester was set for an
automatic voltage rise of 500 Vac/s to the desired peak voltage, a hold at the peak
voltage for 5 minutes, and finally a return to 0 voltage at -500 Vac/s. In cases where the
leakage current was increasing significantly, the applied voltage usually decreased in
response. In the automatic mode of our dielectric tester, there is no provision for
readjusting the voltage back to the desired peak. The discussions below indicate where
the volte varied significantly during the ?-minute hold period. The dielectric testing
described in this section was performed with the cables submerged in tap water after a
soak period of at least 1 hour.

The test voltage for the individual conductors was nominally 80 Vac/mil of insulation
thickness. The jackets (for cables with shields) were tested at 600 Vac. Table 12 is a
summary of the dielectric test results. For purposes of Table 12, a conductor was defined
as failing if the maximum leakage/charging current exceeded 20 mA during any part of
the test. This failure criterion is well above the normal charging currents for all cable
types tested and therefore re presents a level where significant leakage currents are
occurring. The actual applied voltage at steady state is given in parenthesis for those
cables that passed the test. For cables that failed, the number in parenthesis is the
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Table 12 Maximum Leakaie Chargi~n Current (mA) in Dielectric Tests
(I- enotes No Sample)

Cable Desired 3-month 6-month 9-month
Type Voltage Post- Post- Post-

(kV) LOCA LOCA LOCA

Multconductors

Brand Rex 2.4 3.9 (2.4)' 3.4 2. 3.4(2.6)
Brand Rex 2.4 3.9 2.4 3.4 24 2.3 (2.6
Brand Rex 2.4 4.0 2.4 3.4 2.4 2. (2.6)
Rockbestos - 2.4 3.6 (2.5 3.5 33(2.3
Rockbestos 2.4 3.7 2.5 3.4 (25 Fail(15)
Rockbestos 2.4 4.0 6 3.4 (2.5 4.1 6
Rockbestos. 2.4 - 4.22.
Rockbestos 2.4 - 4.327
Rockbestos 2.4 - 4.0 2.7

Polyset 2.4 6.4 (2.6) 5.2(2.4) 5.52.7
Polyset 2.4 63(2.6) 5.2 (2.4) 532.6
Polyset 2.4 6. (2.6) 532.4) 5.2 2.6
Polyset 2.4 -- - 4.8 2.5
Polyset 2.4 - 4.8 25)
Polyset 2.4 - 4.825

Single Conductors

Raychem 2.4 1.6 (2.5) 1.6 (2.4) 15 2.7)
Raychem 2.4 1.6 (2.5) 1.6 (2.4) 1.7(Id
Raychem 2.4 - 1.62.7)

Jackets

Polyset 0.6 8.0 (0.7) 6.0(0.7) Fail (0)
Polyset 0.6 - Fail (0)

* Numbers in parenthesis denote average sustained voltage (kV) for cables that passed
or peak voltage for cables that failed (see additional information m text).
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maizmum voltage that was applied to the cables during the transient voltage rise. The
peak voltages normally lasted 2 seconds or less. The discussion below gives details of
those failures that did not occur immediately. For cables with a peak value of 0, no
readable voltage could be applied to the specimen, using the 0-10 kV scale on the
dielectric tester. In Table 12, the individual conductor numbers are in the same order as
in Table 2. For example, the third Rockbestos conductor listed under multiconductors in
Table 12 corresponds to conductor #14 of the cables aged for 3 or 6 months, and
conductor #16 of the cables aged for 9 months.

Table 12 indicates that all of the Brand Rex conductors and all of the Raychem Flamtrol
conductors passed the post-LOCA dielectric withstand tests. The active conductors of
the Polyset cables also passed the post-LOCA dielectric withstand tests. The shields of
the Po yset cables passed the dielectric withstand tests after A13 and AT6, but failed
after A~ (two samples). The Rockbestos Firewall m conductors passed all of the
dielectric tests following the LOCA tests, with the exception of one conductor failing
(out of six tested) after AT9. This conductor took a peak voltage of about 1500 Vac, but
the test lasted only about 5 seconds.

5.3 Mandrel Bnds an Dielectric TsM f Cables Agtd fQE 2 Months

Following the tests described above, the cables from AT9 were subjected to a series of
mandrel bends and high potential tests. Because conductor #15 had failed during AT9,
conductors #14-16 (all part of the same cable) were not included in these tests. The
results of the mandrel bend and high potential tests are summarized in Table 13. To
verify that no damage had been done during removal of the cables from the a ng
mandrel, all of the conductors were subjected to an 80 Vac/mil high potential for
1 minute after a minimum of 1 hour in the water bath. All of the cables were then
straightened, reverse bent around a nominal 4OxD mandrel (i.e., the mandrel diameter
was 40 times the cable outer diameter) returned to the water, and then subjected to a
5 minute high potential test at 80 Vac/mil in accordance with IEEE 383-1974 [2]. AR
the conductors passed the high potential test after the mandrel bend except the three
conductors (#24-26) of one of the Dekoron Polyset cables. Upon examination, one
crack was found in each of the conductors. All three cracks were within about 5 cm
(2 in) of each other near the location where the cable had begun wrapping on the aging
mandrel, but in an area where the cable had not been wrapped on the aging mandrel It
is very possible -that this local area of the cable was closer to the wall heater than the rest
of the cable, and thus, it may have been exposed to (unknown) higher temperatures (and
more thermal aging). The section with the cracks was removed and the cable passed a
retest with the shorter length.

During the 4OxD and subsequent mandrel bends, extensive damage was done to the
cable jackets. By the completion of the mandrel bends described below, most of the
cable Jackets had fallen completely off. It should be noted that all of the cable
diameters, for purposes of calculating mandrel diameter to cable diameter ratio, were
taken as the outer diameter of the cable with the jacket intact.

The next mandrel bend was nominally 3OxD on all of the multiconductors, followed by
1 minute high potential tests at 80 Vac/mil. This bend was performed by tightening the
4OxD bend, rather than straightening and recoiling the cables. All cables withstoo this
test, including the Polyset cable with the damaged section removed. Next all of the
cables were wrapped around a nominal 2OxD mandrel and another 80 Vac/mil high
potential test was performed. Again all conductors passed the test.

The next mandrel was a lOxD nominal diameter mandrel, followed by an 80 Vac/mil
withstand test. Dekoron Polyset conductor #24 was the only cable to fail during this test.
The failure was located roughly in the middle of the cable, an area that was located on
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Table 13 Mandrel Bends and Dielectric Tests After AT9

Cable Bend mandrel diameter/ Test Maximum Test Test
Type Cable diameter Voltage Current Time Lenrth

(kVy (mA) (min)

Brand Rex-I Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 0.9 1 4.4
39 2.6 1.0 5 4.4
31 2.5 0.9 1 4.4
17 2.5 1.0 1 4.4
9.9 2.5 1.0 1 4.4
52 2.5 1.1 1 4.4

Step breakdown test 13.0 6.2 See text 4.4

Brand Rex-2 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 0.9 1 4.4
39 2.6 0.9 5 4.4
31 2.5 0.9 1 4.4
17 2.5 1.0 1 4.4

9.9 2.6 1.0 1 4.4
5.2 2.5 1.1 1 4.4

Step breakdown test 14.0 6.6 See text 4.4

Brand Rex-3 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 0.9 1 4.4
39 2.5 1.0 5 4.4
31 2.5 0.9 1 4.4
17 2.5 1.0 1 4.4
9.9 2.5 1.0 1 4.4
5.2 2.5 1.1 1 4.4

Step breakdown test 14.0 6.8 See text 4.4

Rockbestos-17 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.5 2.0 1 5.9
40 2.6 2.2 5 5.9
32 2.4 1.9 1 5.9
18 2.6 2.0 1 5.9
11 2.5 2.1 1 5.9
5.4 2.5 2.3 1 5.9

2.6-Cracked - - 5.9

Rockbestos-18 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.4 2.0 1 5.9
40 2.6 2.3 5 5.9
32 2.4 1.9 1 5.9
18 2.6 2.2 1 5.9
11 2.5 2.2 1 5.9

5.4 2.5 2.4 1 5.9
2.6-Cracked - - 5.9
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Table 13 Mandrel Bends and Dielectric Tests After A19 (cont)

Cable Bend mandrel diameter/ Test Maximum Test Test
Tpe Cable diameter Voltage Current Time Length

(kV) (mA) (min) (m)

Rockbestos-19 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.4 1.8 1 5.9
40 2.5 2.1 5 5.9
32 2.5 1.9 1 5.9
18 2.5 2.0 1 5.9
11 2.5 2.1 1 5.9

5.4 2.2 2.3 1 5.9
2.6-Cracked - - 5.9

Polyset-24 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.5 1.7 1 6.0
41-Cracked - Fail 6.0

Damaged section removed
32 2.5 1.5 1 4.9
18 2.6 1.5 1 4.9

10-Cracked - - 4.9

Polyset-25 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 1.7 1 6.0
1--Cracked I- - 6.0

Damaged section removed
32 2.5 1.5 1 4.9
18 2.6 1.5 1 4.9
10 2.5 1.5 1 4.9
5.5 2.5 1.6 1 4.9
5.5 2.5 1.5 2 4.9

2.7-Cracked - - 4.9

Polyset-26 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 1.8 1 6.0
-1-Cracked - Fail 6.0

Damaged section removed
32 2.5 1.5 1 4.9
18 2.6 1.5 1 4.9
10 2.5 1.5 1 4.9
5.5 2.5 1.6 1 4.9
2.7 2.4 1.5 2 4.9

Step breakdown test 21.0 12.5 See text

Polyset-27 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 1.8 1 6.2
41 2.6 1.8 5 6.2
32 2.5 1.8 1 62
18 2.5 1.8 1 6.2
10 2.5 1.5 1 6.2

5.5-Cracked - Fail 6.2
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Table 13 Mandrel Bends and Dielectric Tests After AT9 (cont)

Cable Bend mandrel diameter/ Test Maximum Test Test
Type Cable diameter Voltage Current Time Length

(kV) (mA) (min) (m

Polyset-27 Damaged section removed
(cont) Step breakdown test 20.0 12.8 See text 5.2

Polyset-28 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 1.8 1 6.2
41 2.6 1.8 5 6.2
32 2.6 1.8 1 6.2
18 2.5 1.8 1 6.2
10 2.5 1.8 1 6.2

55-Cracked - Fail 6.2

Polyset-29 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.6 1.8 1 6.2
41 2.6 1.8 5 6.2
32 2.5 1.8 1 62
18 2.6 1.8 1 6.2
10 2.5 1.8 1 6.2

5.5 2.6 2.0 1 6.2
Step breakdown test 19.0 14.5 See text 6.2

Raychem-35 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.5 0.9 1 4.1
41 2.5 0.9 5 4.1
24 2.5 0.8 1 4.1
11 2.5 0.8 1 4.1

5.3 2.5 0.8 1 4.1
2.6 2.5 0.7 1 4.1

1.3-Cracked - - 4.1

Raychem-36 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.5 0.8 1 4.0
41 2.6 0.9 5 4.0
24 2.5 0.8 1 4.0
11 2.5 0.9 1 4.0
5.3 2.5 0.7 1 4.0
2.6 2.5 0.8 1 4.0

Step breakdown test 21.1 7.2 See text 4.0

Raychem-37 Off aging mandrel-no bend 2.5 0.8 1 4.0
41 2.5 0.8 5 4.0
24 2.5 0.8 1 4.0
11 2.5 0.8 1 4.0
5.3 2.4 0.8 1 4.0
2.6 2.4 0.7 1 4.0

1.3--Cracked - - 4.0
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the test mandrel during aging and accident exposures. The failure (crack) was in an area
where a small amount of jacket still remained on the cable. The brittleness of the jacket
may have caused some damage during the llxD bend.

The next mandrel was a 5xD nominal diameter mandrel, followed by an 80 Vac/mil
withstand test. Dekoron Polyset conductors #27 and 28 were the only two conductors to
fail during this test. The insulations on both of these conductors were observed to be
cracked prior to the dielectric test, and both failures were located near where the cable
had begun wrapping around the aging mandrel. These two conductors failed in locations
similar to those of the three conductors (#24-26) of the Dekoron Polyset cable that
failed after the 4OxD mandrel bend. Again, the area of failures may have been closer to
the wall heaters and hence exposed to a higher temperature than the cable on the
mandrel, causing additional thermal aging.

At this point, to provide additional insights on the behavior of both electrical and
mechanical properties of the cables in the post-LOCA state, different tests were
performed on different cables. Thus, each of the remaining cables will be described
individually.

Each conductor of the Brand Rex cable was exposed to a step breakdown test. Voltage
was held for 30 seconds at each voltage, then raised to the next voltage. The test voltage
began at 2400 Vac with 1200 Vac increments until the voltage reached 9600 Vac. Te
test was continued at 11000 Vac and incremented 1000 Vac at a time until breakdown of
each conductor occurred. One conductor broke down at 13000 Vac after 3 seconds, the
second conductor broke down at 14000 Vac after 3 seconds, and the third conductor
broke down at 14000 Vac after 15 seconds.

The Rockbestos cable (conductors #17-19) was subjected to a 2.6xD mandrel bend.
After this bend, cracking through to all conductors was evident. Thus, this cable was not
tested further.

The first Dekoron Polyset cable (conductors #24-26) was subjected to a 2.7xD mandrel
bend and a 1 minute dielectric test at 80 Vac/mil. Conductor #25 cracked during the
bend, but conductor #26 passed the dielectric test after the bend (conductor #24 had
previously failed during the 1OxD test). Conductor #26 was then subjected to a step
breakdown test, with the voltages as defined above for the Brand Rex conductors. The
cable began arcing and the test set tripped at a voltage of 21000 Vac after 17 seconds.
The leakage current before tripping was 12.5 mA. A retest of the cable allowed a
voltage of 20000 Vac to be applied for 5 seconds with a leakage current of 20 mA. After
this last test, the breakdown point was located toward the middle of the cable.

Conductor #29 of the second Dekoron Polyset cable (conductors #27 and 28 had
previously failed during the 5xD test) was subjected to a step breakdown test, with the
voltages as defined above for the Brand Rex conductors. Ile cable broke down at a
voltage of 19000 Vac after 19 seconds. The leakage current just before breakdown was
14.5 mA. Following this breakdown test, a section of the entire cable was removed
where conductors #27-28 had been mechanically damaged. As a result of the handling,
another through-wall crack was noted in the insulation of conductor #28 and this
conductor was not tested further. Conductor #27 (now shorter) was exposed to the step
voltage breakdown test and broke down at 20000 Vac after 8 seconds. The leakage
current just before breakdown was 12.8 mA.

Raychem single conductors #35 and 37 were both exposed to successively tighter bends,
0Vacmil dielectric tests after each bend. Both conductors survived the testing

with a 2.6xD mandrel, but both cracked when subjected to a bend around a 1.3xD
mandrel. Raychem conductor #36 survived a similar 2.6xD mandrel bend and high
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potential test. This conductor was then exposed to a step voltage breakdown test as
described above. The cable broke down at a voltage of 21100 Vac after 20 seconds. The
leakage current just before breakdown was 7.2 mA.

5.4 Post-Accident Elongation Test gf Cables Agd faE 2 Months

Following completion of the mandrel bends and dielectric tests described in Section 5.2,
the insulation of each cable product was subjected to elongation testing. Test samples
were cut from near the middle of the cables and the copper conductors were removed.
The samples were then tested using an Instron Model 1000 tester. Table 14 gives the
results of the elongation testing, along with the baseline tensile strength and elongation
values. The following compares the approximate absolute elongation at the end of the
accident radiation exposure (before AD9) with the approximate absolute elongation of
each insulation matenal after AT9:

Cable Type Before AT9 After AT9

Brand Rex 10% 40%
Rockbestos < 10% 20%

Dekoron Polyset 40% 30%
Raychem < 10% 50%

The above data indicates that elongations of three of the XLPO materials improved with
the exposure to the accident environment. (It should be noted that the After AT9"
elongation measurements were performed a long time after completion of the accident
exposure.) To provide some additional verification of the agng e ongation data, three of
the 36-cm complete cable samples that had been aged for 9 months and exposed to
accident radiation were cut into thirds and the copper conductors were removed for
elongation testing Two Raychem specimens both broke at less than 10% elongation.
One Brand Rex specimen broke at 20% elongation and one broke at less than 10%
elongation. The three Polyset specimens broke at 10, 20, and 30% elongation. The
above data compare very favorably with the data from the 15-cm tensile specimens. The
36-cm Polyset specimens had average elongation of 20% as compared to the 15-cm
specimen elongation of 40%. Tables B-1 and B-3 in A dix B indicate that the 36-cm
specimens received a total radiation dose about 10% higher than the 15-cm specimens,
which probably accounts for the small differences in elongations.

With the likelihood that the accident enviromnent had actually improved the properties
of some of the XLPO materials, we decided to boil several samples in water for
30 minutes to see if that affected the elongations of the materials. We boiled three
samples, one Brand Rex and one Raychem (from the third third of the 36-cm specimen
of each) and one spare Rockbestos 15-cm tensile specimen. After boiling, the Raychem
conductor broke at 10%, the Brand Rex conductor broke at 40%, and the Rockbestos
conductor broke at 50%. Note that these values are each higher than comparable
samples that were not boiled, indicating that the boiling had a positive effect on the
elongation properties of these XLPO materials, consistent with the observed effects of
the accident simulation. The increase in flexibility may result from plasticizer effects of
the moisture and/or the possibility of melting and reforming the crystalline structure of
the material. This data provides several potential insights into the behavior of XLPO
materials:

a. The effects of humidity during ating may be more important than previously
believed, possibly providing a positive benefit for XLP materials.

b. The effects of humidity during aging may account for some differences
between natural and artificial aging experiences. Historically, it has been
argued that artificial aging is more severe than natural aging, with differences
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attributable to "non-Arrhenius" behavior. Since artificial aging is conducted at
high temperatures, the humidity is always lower than duning natural aging
conditions. The lack of 'matched" moisture conditions may account for some
"non-Arrhenius' behavior. The effects of crystalline melting dunn *ng have
also been identified as a mechanism for "non-Arrhenius' behavior L161.

c. If very degraded XLO materials consistently 'improve" their elongation as a
result of LOCA exposures, the risks of operating nuclear plants with XLPO
cables having severely degraded mechanical properties may be somewhat
lower than what would have previously been expected.

Table 14 Tensile Strength and Elongation After AT9

Cable Conductor Elongation Peak Tensile
Type Number at Break Force Strength

(%) (N) (MPa)

Brand Rex 1 30 89.0 9.4
eu =320 2 50 94.3 9.9

To = 11.8 3 40 95.6 10.1

Rockbestos 14 20 94.7 9.5
e= 240 14 20 92.1 9.2
To 12.4 15 30 101A 10.1

15 10 93.4 9.3
16 10 104.1 10.4
16 10 98.7 9.9
16 20 96.1 9.6
16 10 96.1 9.6

Polyset 27 20 92.5 8.8
o= 350 27 30 110.8 10.5

To = 12.9 28 20 106.3 10.1
29 30 120.1 11.4
29 40 125.4 11.9

Raychem 35 60 232.6 14.7
e0 = 520 35 60 230.0 14.6

To = 14.6 35 70 236.2 14.9
35 60 222.0 14.0
36 20 212.2 13.4
36 20 211.3 13.4
36 40 225.5 14.3
36 50 - 226.4 14.3
.36 40 223.3 14.1
36 50 229.5 14.5
36 50 227.7 14.4
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS

This conclusions section is divided into three parts. First, general conclusions regarding
aging and condition monitoring are presented. Next, general conclusions re arding the
accident behavior of aged cables are presented. Finally, a summary of conclusions that
address each of the objectives of this study is presented.

6.1 Aging and Condition Mannitorng

a. Of the condition monitoring parameters tested, elongation at break tends to
show the most correlation with amount of aging for the most cable types.

b. Hardness and indenter modulus both increased with aging of jacket
materials, but they did not change consistently for the XLPO insulation
materials. Indenter modulus measurements were clearly more sensitive than
hardness measurements.

c. Density increased with aging for most of the insulation and jacket materials.
However, no consistent change was noted for one material and the density of
another material initially increased, but later began decreasing.

d. Although there were isolated exceptions, neither tensile strength nor any of
the electrical measurements had any significant, consistent trend with aging.

e. The modulus profiles did not indicate any significant oxygen diffusion effects
for the aging conditions used in these tests. The Brand Rex and possibly the
Dekoron product did experience some diffusion effects, but evidence
indicated that the effects would not likely be significant for many
applications. Defining the upper limits of test parameters (dose rate and
temperature) that reasonably eliminate oxygen diffusion effects was beyond
the scope of this test program.

6.2 Accident Performanc 2f Aged Cables

a. Only one XLPO conductor (out of 40 tested) failed during the accident tests.
This was one of three conductors of a Rockbestos multiconductor cable in
the accident test of cables aged for 9 months (AT9).

b. A statistically significant conclusion regarding the number of failures versus
the amount of aging is not possible. However, the only conductor that failed
during an accident test was one that had been aged for the maximum amount
of time.

c. The maximum difference in the accident IR performance of a given cable
type aged to the three different lifetimes was about an order of magnitude.
In one case, the accident IR was higher for more highly aged cables, and in
three cases, the IR was lower. The significance of this order of magnitude
change would be application dependent, but it is expected to be negligible for
many applications.

d. The accident IR performance of our XLPO cables aged to three different
lifetimes under simultaneous, slow rate aging was comparable to the accident
performance of aged XLPO cables in industrY tests that used high rate
sequential ag to nominally more severe conditions (total dose and thermal
equivalent lifetime).
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e. The three multiconductor cable products tested had accident IRs that were
within an order of magnitude of each other. The single conductor cable
product tested had IRs that were 2-3 orders of magnitude higher than the
multiconductors. Part of the difference between single and multiconductors
-may reflect differences in ground plane effectiveness, but a significant
portion of the diference is expected to be a result of actual differences in the
cable materials.

f. Over the range from 50-250 V, IR was largely independent of test voltage
during both aging and accident testing (as long as the cable was not dose to
failure).

g. During accident testing, the IR of the XLPO cables consistently varied
inversely with temperature, i.e., the JR increased as the temperature
decreased.

h. During the initial steam transients, some cables had lower IRs than their
eventual steady state values. Except for this transient phenomenon, periodic
measurements of JR would have been sufficient to indicate cable
performance. The effects of these transient IR variations would be circuit
specific and could range from no adverse effects to a temporary reduction in
the accuracy of some instrument circuits.

i With the exception of the one conductor that failed during the LOCA test, all
conductors successfully passed high voltage tests at an applied voltage of
80 Vac/mil following the accident tests. Three conductors failed a similar
high voltage test after an IEEE 383-1974 [2] post-accident mandrel bend test.
However, the location of the failures may have received more thermal aging
than the rest of the cable.

j. Following the accident exposure, dielectric withstand voltages of XLPO
cables were on the order of 13-21 kVac. Mechanical damage (Cracking) was
enerall necessary to cause breakdown voltages to occur at voltages below

Vac/ mil of insulation. Such cracking during mandrel bend tests
freq y red mandrel bends much more severe than that specified in
IEEE 383-1974 [2].

k When cracking was observed after mandrel bends, it was usually through to
the conductor and very obvious.

L For three of the four XLPO materials, the elongation was greater after AT9
than before AT9. This may be a result of moisture being absorbed into the
cable and acting as a plasticizer or of the crystalline structure of the XLPO
materials being melted and reformed.

m. Although the IEEE 383-1974 [21 mandrel bend requirement is quite severe,
most of the XLPO materials tested to our conditions survived mandrel bends
significantly more severe than the EEE 383 requirement (using successively
tighter mandrel bends until failure occurred).

6.3 Summary Qf Conclusions

The conclusions of this experimental effort with regard to both the broad and specific
objectives of the program are addressed below:
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Objective:

Conclusion:

Objective:

Conclusion:

Objective:

Conclusion:

Objective:

Conclusion:

Objective:

Conclusion:

To determine the long term aging degradation behavior of popular cable
products used in nuclear power plants.

The test results indicate that most properly installed XLPO cables should
-be able to survive an accident after 60 years for total aging doses up to
400 kGy and for moderate ambient temperatures on the order of 50-55C
(potentially higher or lower, depending on material specific activation
energies).

To determine the potential of condition monitoring (CM) for residual life
assessment.

Of the measurements tested, elongation is the best condition monitoring
method. Although a quantitative generic acceptance criterion is difficult
to establish based on these tests, a reasonable range (that is likely to be
fairly conservative) would be about 50-100% absolute elongation
remaining. Compressive modulus and density could also be somewhat
effective or monitoring residual life, although acceptance criteria would
be much more difficult to establish for these measurements because
extensive testing has not been performed to demonstrate that modulus
and density respond consistently for varied test conditions. The electrical
measurements were not effective for monitoring residual life.

To assess the accident performance of cables aged more slowly (e.g. low
temperature and low radiation dose rate) than in typical industry tests
and under simultaneous conditions.

The accident performance (in terms of electrical properties) of the XLPO
cables did not differ substantially from the accident performance of
cables aged at more highly accelerated (both sequential and
simultaneous) conditions in past Sandia tests, as well as in industry tests.
However, it must be noted that this conclusion only applies up to the
limits of the aging conditions simulated in this test prora since the
testing does not prove or disprove whether highly acceicrated tests to
much higher tota7 exposure conditions would produce the same results if
the acceleration were geatly reduced.

To assess the conservatism associated with the IEEE 383-1974 [2] post-
accident mandrel bend and high potential testing.

The IEEE 383-1974 [21 post-LOCA mandrel bend test on the cables that
had been aged for 9 months induced cracking of three conductors of one
cable type. The high potential test did not induce any cable failures
(assuming the cable did not crack during the mandrel bend), even after
bends significantly more severe than the IEEE requirement. Thus, for
XLPO cables, the most severe part of the post-accident exposure appears
to be the bend test.

To assess what additional qualification requirements might be needed as
cables age beyond their current nominal 40 year qualified life.

The accident performance of cables aged to the three different lifetimes
was not significantly different. Thus, for XLPO cables exposed to
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environments less severe than those simulated in this test program, these
tests do not indicate the need for additional qualification requirements as
cables age beyond their current qualified life. This conclusion is based on
the technical finding that the cables tested did not fail (with only one
exception) when exposed to the environments defined in this test.
program. It does not prove or disprove the adequacy of current
qualification practices and requirements.
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Appendix A Description of Electrical Measurement Equipment



A.1 BACKGROUND

For our tests, insulation resistance (IR) measurements were performed between each
conductor and ground with all other conductors connected to ground. Measurements
were taken at 3 voltages: 50, 100, and 250 V. Leakage current (or IR) data were taken
at discrete times from 2 seconds to 1 minute for 50 and 100 V measurements and from
2 seconds to 5 minutes for 250 V measurements. IR gives a measure of the resistive
component of the dielectric impedance. It is typically used in industry as a go/no-go test
of insulation. However, no technical basis is available to set an acceptance criteria
related to age-related degradation A-li. Rather, the test is usually used to assist
detection of locally damaged cable (e.g. insulation windings that are wet or a gouged
cable that is 'sufficiently closes to the ground plane in the test).

Some common criticisms of TR measurements are that they are subject to uncontrollable
temperature and humidity effects along the cable. Because they are dimensionless
quantities, polarization indices are sometimes used to determine the condition of an
insulation structure. Reference [A-21 indicates that polarization index is independent of
temperature. However, the data presented in Appendix C and discussed in Section 3.0
indicates that the PI was dependent on temperature in our tests.

A polarization index lower than normal suggests excessive surface leakage or
deteriorated insulation (A-3, A4]. IEEE 62-1978 [A41 defines polarization index as the
ratio of the IR at 10 minutes to the IR at 1 minute, which should normally be greater
than 1. It should be noted, however, that other definitions of polarization index may be
used. In this study two definitions were used. At all voltage levels, a polarization index
ratio of 1 minute to 30 seconds was used; at 250 V, a polarization index ratio of
5 minutes to 1 minute was also used.

Transfer function measurement techniques are described in References A-5, A-6, A-7,
A-8, and A-9. The transfer function gives an indication of the variation of dielectric
impedance (principally due to the bulk cable capacitance and conductance) as a function
of frequency. The imageniy component of the transfer function gives an indication of
the dielectric charge/voltage characteristics at the given frequency, and the phase angle
6 between the real and imagary components gives an indication of the dielectric losses
as a function of frequency. Te tangent of the phase angle S is commonly referred to as
the dissipation factor (DF) and is often measured only at a single frequency. Dissipation
factor also gives an indication of the power factor (PF) since the two are related as
PF=DF/(1 +DF2). If 6 is a small angle, then PEP-DF,

References A-5, A-6, and A-7 describe a number of bridge techniques, including the
famous Schering Bridge. Typically in bridge techniques, a sinusoidal voltage is aplied
to a bridge containing the unknown sample as one leg. Other reference legs are adjusted
until bridge balance is obtained. The uniown capacitance and resistance at the discrete
frequency can then be calculated based on the reference values.

We made capacitance and dissipation factor measurements using two different
instruments, covering the range of frequencies from about 03 Hz to 500 UHz. We used a
Hewlett Packard Model 4192A Low Frequency (LF) Analyzer to make these
measurements at the 'higher' frequencies, ranging from about 100 Hz to 500 kHz and a
Hewlett Packard Model 3192A Spectrum Analyzer combined with a low noise
preamplifier to make the measurements at the lower frequencies, from about 0.3-
1000 Hz. The overlapping portion of the ranges provided a check between
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measurements made by two independent techniques. As with IR, the transfer function in
our tests was evaluated between each conductor and ground with all other conductors
connected to ground.

A.2 INSULATION RESISTANCE

The test apparatus for measuring IR is shown in Figure A-1. An HP Model 216
computer was used to control the data acquisition. A Keithley electrometer was used to
measure the voltage across a dropping resistor. The output of the Keithley was then fed,
either directly or via the HP 3497A data logger, to the computer for storage on disc. In
addition to data acquisition and storage, the computer also directed the data logger to
automatically select the proper voltage level using the 0-250 Vdc power supply and to
select the proper dropping resistor using a set of computer-controlled relays.

HPIB Interface
HP 349?R |(IEEE 48B) Hewlett Packard

Datlo e <Model 216 Computer

/ JiJ Keithley Model 619
Electrometer

Note: Relays connected
to datalogger slot 3,
channels 3-6.

2 M L Conductor under
ProramaLe test (all other

Programmable - conductors grounded)

Voltage T

0-250 Vdc 2 K _

Figure A-1 Circuitry to Measure Insulation Resistance

A.2.1 Operational Description

A given measurement involved the following steps, all performed automatically by the
acquisition system:

a. Close the relay connected to the 2 Mb resistor.
b. Raise the power supply voltage to desired level (50, 100, or 250 V).
c. Perform 3 measurements of the voltage across the 2 Mb resistor during the first

7 seconds (to assure stability).
d. Change the range of the instrument if necessary by closing the relay connected to

the desired measuring resistor and then opening the relay connected to the
previous measuring resistor.
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e. Perform 2 measurements of the voltage across the dropping resistor during the
next 7 seconds (to assure stability).

E Repeat step d).-
g. Measure the voltage across the dropping resistor 10 more times during the next

46 seconds.
b. Measure the actual power supply output voltage.

For a 250 V, 5-minute measurement, the above procedure is used except that 28
measurements are performed during 4 minutes and 46 seconds in step g.

The rules used to perform a dropping resistor change were as follows:

a. If the measured voltage across the dropping resistor is greater than 5 V, then select
the next smaller dropping resistor.

b. If the measured voltage across the dropping resistor is less than 0.15 V, then select
the next larger dropping resistor.

For 250 V measurements, the above procedure is used except that the 2 ka resistor is
never used (to prevent excessive currents).

Based on the circuit of Figure A-1, it is evident that if the IR of the cable is not
significantly higher than the dropping resistor, the actual voltage applied to the cable will
be lower than the nominal. Because of the method of choosing he dropping resistors
on-line, the actual voltage is almost always within 10% of nominal except when e cable
IR falls below 18 ka at 50 V, 18 ka at 106 V, or 556 kn at 250 V. Based on simple voltage
divider calculations, Table A-1 shows the approxmate applied voltage on the sample,
given the sample IR in ka and the nominal applied voltage. Because the IRs in this
paper are given on a 100-m basis, the IRs must be converted back to raw data before
usng Table A-i. This conversion is done by multiply the IR in a-100 m by 100 and
dividing by the actual cable length (in meters), which is given in Table 2.

A.2.2 Implementation Problems and Solutions

Probably the major difficulty with implementing tde above system is the high IRs that
had to be measured. Several techniques, which are not obvious from Figure A-1, are
used to overcome the difficulties associated with measuring high impedances. For
illustrative purposes, assume that the IR to be measured is 101 O at 100 V using the
60 MO dropping resistor. This value was exceeded by some cables in our test, even at
elevated temperatures. A typical relay has an isolation resistance of 109 a between open
contacts and between open contacts and the coil.

Based on the above, Figure A-2 is a circuit model that includes the input impedance of
the Keithley (5x10 1 a), the relay IR across open contacts, and the relay isolation from
the coil (which is essentially a ground connection). It should be noted that the relay coils
are somewhat isolated from 'plant ground since they use rectified voltages that may
float relative to 'plant' ground. However, our experience has shown that this additional
isolation is not significantly higher than 10 a. The effect of lack of isolation on the
measurement is severe. We now have a parallel path to ground going in a reverse
direction through the unused dropping resistors. This parallel path amounts to about
3.3x107 a, and the measured IR is then the parallel combination of the specimen and
3.3x107 a, or essentially 3.3x107 a. This is clearly unacceptable.

These problems were solved using specialized relays that are rated at a minimum
isolation of 1014 a and are capable of switching 200 V at 0.5 A and carrying 1.5 A. The
minimum breakdown voltage of the relay is 300 Vac across the contacts and 1000 Vac
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from the contacts to the coil. The manufacturer indicated that 250 Vdc and low currents
should present no problem for the relatively few switching operations required of the
relay in our application. Thus we decided to limit our test voltage to 250 V (initial plans
were to go as high as 1000 V using manual instruments) and use these relays.

Table A-1 Actual Applied Voltage as a Function of Sample IR and
Nominal Applied Voltage

Nominal Applied Voltage (V)
Sample IR (kn) 50 100 250

1000 ?45 ;90 ?.225
500 -45 ?90 223
250 L45 ?90 200
100 ?45 90 155
50 245 Z90 112
25 ;45 k90 72
15 44 88 **
10 42 83 **
5 36 71 88

4 33 67 **
3 30 60 *8
2 25 50 s8

1 17 33 **
0.8 14 29
0.6 12 23 *
0.4 8 17
0.2 5 9 88

0.1 2 5 8*

* At 250 V, no measurement was possible at these conditions.

In addition to the 250 V limitation imposed by the relays, we were also limited to 250 V
by the Keithley electrometer because its inputs must float to the high voltage (see
Figure A-2). To work around this limitation, the Keithley could be connected on the low
(return) side of the circuit. Unfortunately, there is no real access to the return line as is
implied in Figure A-2. The grounded cables and the grounded test chamber form the
ground reference for the measurement. As shown in Figure A-3, the return path via the
cables is accessible and the return current through the cables could be measured.
However, the test chamber is grounded and cannot be isolated. Thus any leakage
current to the chamber (ie., anything except conductor to conductor leakage) would not
be detected if the Keithley were on the low side of the circuit

Many measurement techniques (for both IR and transfer function) discussed in the
literature [A.5, A-8, A-10 and A-11], particularly those developed for use on small
insulation samples, depend on being able to have neither the cable under test nor the
[ground planeT actually grounded, i.e., neither side of the insulation under test is
connected to ound. Tus, field implementation of these techniques may be limited by
the effect demonstrated in Figure A-3. It nay be possible to use highly isolated sources
(e.g., batteries) to circumvent the grounding problem, but this is not discussed in the
references, nor was it used in this work.
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Figure A-3 Effect of Grounds
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An additional problem (already solved in Figure A-1) is imposed by the Keithley itself
Anytime a high impedance measurement is being made, the characteristic impedances of
the measuring device must be considered. The differential input impedance of the
Keithley (5xj013 a) is sufficient for accurate measurements even when the 60 Ma
dropping resistor is used. However, the impedance from the negative terminal of the
Keithley to ground is only specified at 103 n. A model for the "normalr connection of the
Keithley in this circuit is shown in Figure A-4. As can be seen from this figure, the
impedance of 108 a acts in parallel with the cable under test and again would essentially
destroy the measurement. In Figure A-1, the Keithley is connected in reverse of what
would normally be expected, iFe., it measures negative voltages. In the case of reversed
leads, the differential input impedance of 5xIO'n becomes the minimum IR to ground
in parallel with the cable. The 108a resistance simply becomes a shunt across the power
supply and has essentiall no effect on the measurement. When connected m this
configuration, the effect ofthe Kithley input impedance is on the order of 2% or less at
cable IRs of 10 i2 a. This is one of several effects that limit the upper range of our
measurements.

Ix 1 3 to

1 ~R meassc

100 V - I0I

l

Figure A-4 Model for Normal Keithley Connection

A reasonable estimate of the maximum capability of our instrumentation as configured
may be found from baseline open circuit measurements. The typical minimum IR of the
open circuit is 5X1012 a. This IR includes limitations from aspects discussed above,
interconnecting wire contributions, and inherent instrument limitations. Without using
any type of baseline correction, the open circuit IR is expected to cause errors of about
20% when measuring IRs of lX1012 0, or less than 2% when making typical
measurements at lx1011 a or below.

A.3 TRANSFER FUNCIION

The transfer function is measured using the circuit shown schematically in Figure A-5.
Two different instruments are used to make the transfer function measurements, both
being controlled by a Hewlett Packard Model 216 computer. At "higher' frequencies,
over an effective range from about 100 to 500 k1&, the LF Analyzer is used (obviously
we have different perspectives of "low" frequency than Hewlett Packard). This
instrument uses an oscillator to excite the device under test in combination with a vector
voltmeter to detect the complex voltage applied to the specimen and a vector ammeter
to detect the complex current through the specimen. A four terminal network is used to
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make the measurement, which may be displayed in a variety of formats (ie., capacitance,
dissipation factor, conductance, magnitude and angle, etc.). This instrument is capable
of making measurements on a cable even when one side of the insulation under test is at
ground potential. However, it should be noted that different results are obtained when
one side is .rounded as compared to having both sides floating The reason for this
behavior is illustrated in Figure A-6. In Figure A-6(a), neither side of the cable is
grounded and the measurement is just the series combination of the two insulations
between the conductors. In Figure A-6(b), with conductor #2 grounded, an additional
path is introduced in parallel with the conductor #2 insulation to ground. This parallel
path, which includes the jacket of multiconductor cables, consists of any paths to ground
from conductor #1 except the path through the insulation of conductor #2. The
significance of this path is particularly pronounced for single conductor cables which rely
heavily on the parallel path to form a ground plane for the measurements. It should be
note dthat the effects illustrated in Figure A-6 apply to any type of electrical
measurement.

HPID Interface

I HP 3497l (IEEE 48) Hewlett Packard
la ||rModel 216 Computer

HPIB f HPIB
Hewlett Packard
Model 3582R Hewlett Packard
Spectrum Analyzer Model 4192R Low Frequency

Impedence Analyzer

Wh te
Noise Datalogger
Source _ \Slat 3, ch I

\I M) Conductor under
test (allI other
conductors grounded)

Ithaco Model 1281
Low Noise Preamp 1 2 Datalogger
Differential Input OtputInputs Slot 3, ch 0 -

Transfer Functions

Figure A-5 Schematic of Transfer Function Measurement Circuitry

At lower frequencies, over an effective range from about 0.3 to 200 Hz, a Hewlett
Packard Model 3582A spectrum analyzer (SA), driven by a white noise source is used.
The white noise is provided by the spectrum analyzer and is fed to channel A of the
analyzer. The input to channel B of the analyzer is from the signal across the nominal
1 Mn resistor in series with the cable. The spectrum analyzer obtains the Fast Fourier
Transform (FFT) of the transfer function between Vi. and Vt and transmits the
amplitude ratio and phase difference between V1. and Vet to the computer. These data
are then processed by the computer to provide measures of capacitance and dissipation
factor (as a function of frequency) of the cable under test.
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Figure A-6 Comparison of Ungrounded and Grounded Configurations

The preamplifier shown in Figure A-5 is used in the voltage follower mode
(output =input). The preamplifier has an input impedance of greater than 109 a in the
differential mode and a input capacitance of about 8 pF. The input capacitance of the
preamplifier limits the upper frequency for effective measurements using the spectrum
analyzer. For example, at 1000 Hz impedance due to the capacitance is
1/(2 i X r f $ C) = 1/ (2%r' OitO$ 1000 8xlO) = 20x1O6 i. As thisimpedanceisafactor
of 20 above the nominal 1 Ma resistor, it would only be expected to create errors on the
order of 5%. However, in practice the phase shift associated with the capacitance can
cause additional difficulty.

We were able to obtain dissipation factor data from the LF analyzer down as low as
30 Hz (by changing the instrument settings to display conductance rather than dissipation
factor), but the data is somewhat variable and unreliable and the LF analyzer generally
did not make effective dissipation factor measurements below about 100 Hz. To provide
a reasonable overlap region for comparison with the LF measurements, we wanted the
SA system to make measurements up in the range of 1000 Hz. After correcting the data
reduction routines for the amplifier input capacitance, we discovered that a more
significant problem is that the calculation of dissipation factor from the spectrum
analyzer data becomes extremely sensitive at higher frequencies. Thus, the two
independent dissipation factor measurements are each least accurate in the overlap
region. When calculating capacitance, the sensitivity and amplifier input impedance
problems are not very important and good agreement in the overlap region can be
expected.
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Appendix B Thermal and Radiation Data

This appendix gives radiation and thermal aging exposure data for the cables in each test
chamber. The temperature data was normally recorded hourly. On several occasions
over the long-term exposures, data was lost from the mass storage medium of the
computer (see summary of test anomalies in Appendix 3. However, review of daily logs
indicated that temperatures did not deviate significantly from the trends shown m the
figures. The sample ID numbers used in Table B-i correspond to those given in Table 3.
Also included in this appendix is transient temperature data from each accident
simulation.
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Table B-1 Exposure Data for 15-cm. Insulation Specimens

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kGy)

Brand Rex

1-3-3 0 71.8 0 157
1-3-3R 0 74.8 433 1070
1-61 0 64.6 0 47.9
1-6-2 0 58.3 0 83.6

1-6-3L 0 61.8 0 128
1-6-3F 45.9 0 0 110
1-6-4 49.6 59.3 0 157
1-6-5 41.4 65.6 0 186
1-6-6 48.8 58.9 0 239

1-6-6R 44.3 62.5 4.58 1120
1-6-R 0 0 4.56 876
1-9-1 0 34.9 0 26.7
1-9-2 0 38.7 0 555
1-9-3 0 .36 0 81.6
1-9-6 85.5 36.9 0 319
1-9-7 82.5 39.8 0 346
1-9-8 87.1 35.8 0 377
1-9-9 77.7 44.5 0 405

1-9-9R 82 40.2 4.56 1280

Rockbestos

2-3-3 0 74.5 0 163
2-3-3R 0 79.5 4.35 1080
2-6-1 0 67.4 0 s0
2-6-2 0 71 0 102

2-63L 0 69.9 0 145
2-6-3F 35.6 0 0 85.2
2-6-4 34.2 72.2 0 128
2-6-5 37.7 68.5 0 182
2-6-6 43.7 63.2 0 236

2-6-6R 40.4 65.6 4.59 1110
2-6-R 0 0 4.57 878
2-9-1 0 35.6 0 27.2
2-9-2 0 37.6 0 53.9
2-9-3 0 36.7 0 83.2
2-9-6 88.8 37.7 0 331
2-9-7 893 38.6 0 366
2-9-8 88.1 36.5 0 382
2-9-9 78.3 45.4 0 410

2-9-9R 82.4 41.7 4.56 1290
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Table B-1 Exposure Data for 15-cm. Insulation Specimens (cont)

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kGy)

Raychem

3-3-3 0 65 0 142
3-3-3R 0 68.1 4.38 1060
3-61 0 77.2 0 57.2
3-6-2 0 75.2 0 108

3-6-3L 0 78 0 162
3-6-3F 57.2 0 0 137
3-6-4 60.6 76.4 0 194
3-6-5 53.7 78.4 0 233
3-66 56 69 0 277

3-6-6R 56.9 72.7 4.71 1190
3-6-R 0 0 4.66 896
3-9-1 0 73.3 0 56
3-9-2 0 77.8 0 112
3-9-3 0 77 0 175
3-9-6 52.7 79.1 0 267
3-9-7 48.8 79.9 0 322
3-9-8 57 75.2 0 389
3-9-9 55.6 70.4 0 425

3-9-9R 53.7 73.7 4.57 1310

Polyset

4-3-3 0 77.8 0 170
4-3-3R 0 82.2 437 1090
4-6-1 0 74.1 0 54.9
4-6-2 0 72.4 0 104
4-6-3L 0 74.3 0 154
4-6-3F 31.8 0 0 76.1
4-64 32.7 73.6 0 126
4-6-5 32.2 75.2 0 177
4-6-6 40.9 66.2 0 235

4-6-6R 36.1 69.8 4.62 1120
4-6-R 0 0 4.59 881
4-9-1 0 45.6 0 34.9
4-9-2 0 39.6 0 56.7
4-9-3 0 42.5 0 96.3
4-9-6 88.6 43.6 0 338
4-9-7 89.1 40.6 0 369
4-9-8 86.4 46.8 0 405
4-9-9 78.2 48.1 0 419

4-9-9R 83.5 44.7 4.57 1300
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Table B-2 Exposure Data for 15-cm. Jacket Specimens

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kOGy)

Brand Rex

1-3-3 0 66.1 0 144
1-3-3R 0 71.6 435 1070
1-6-1 0 48.6 0 36.1
1-6-2 0 54.1 0 77.5

16-3L 0 52.5 0 109
1-63F 57.5 0 0 138
1-6-4 55 55 0 167
16-5 61.3 49.4 0 213
1-6-6 59.9 49.7 0 247

1-66R 59.3 50.4 4.57 1120
1-6-R 0 0 4.55 875
1-9-1 0 43.8 0 33.5
1-9-2 0 40.9 0 58.7
1-9-3 0 41.2 0 93.5
1-9-6 82.5 42.3 0 317
1-9-7 81.4 42 0 348
1-9-8 81.1 45 0 383
1-9-9 74.1 50.4 0 414

1-9-9R 77.1 47.2 4.6 1300

Rockbestos

2-3-3 0 61.8 0 135
2-3-3R 0 68.3 4.38 1070
2-6-1 0 45 0 33.4
2-6-2 0 41.6 0 59.6
2-6-3L 0 38.2 0 79.3
2-6-3F 73.5 0 0 176
2-6-4 69.5 423 0 194
2-6-5 65.6 45.7 0 218
2-66 66.7 43.8 0 250

2-6"R 68.3 42.7 4.6 1140
2-6-R 0 0 4.56 877
2-9-1 0 45.9 0 35.1
2-9-2 0 48.8 0 69.9
2-9-3 0 52.9 0 120
2-9-6 80.7 54.3 0 326
2-9-7 82 50.1 0 366
2-9-8 81.8 47.2 0 391
2-9-9 72.1 55.9 0 427

2-9-9R 77.1 52.5 4.67 1330
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Table B-2 Exposure Data for 15-cm. Jacket Specimens (cont)

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rte 1 DoseRate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kGy)

Polyset

4-3-3 0 55.9 0 122-
4-3-3R 0 593 4A2 1050
4-6-1 0 362 0 26.9
4-62 0 34.6 0 49.6

4-6-3L 0 32.3 0 66.9
4-63F 802 0 0 192
4-6-4 77.1 35.2 0 207
4-6-5 752 36.8 0 229
4-6-6 70.1 40.6 0 252

4-6-6R 73.4 37.8 4.59 1140
4-6R 0 0 4.56 876
4-9-1 0 55.8 0 42.7
4-9-2 0 59.6 0 85.5
4-9-3 0 63A 0 144
4-9-6 73.5 65.1 0 316
4-9-7 75.1 612 0 367
4-9-8 77.8 57.3 0 406
4-9-9 68.2 61.5 0 434

4-9-9R 72.1 60.5 4.68 1340
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Table B-3 Exposure Data for 36-cm. Single Conductor Specimens

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (Wy)

Brand Rex

1-3-3 0 74.4 0 162
1-3-3R 0 77.1 4.75 1160
1-6-1 0 57.8 0 42.9
1-62 0 54.9 0 78.6
1-63L 0 52.6 0 109
1-63F 71.8 0 0 172
1-6-4 60.7 55.7 0 181
1-6-5 56.5 58.7 0 214
1-6-6 59.5 55.3 0 257

1-6-6R 60 55.2 5.01 1220
1-6-R 0 0 4.99 959
1-9-1 0 46.6 0 35.7
1-9-2 0 48.2 0 69.1
1-9-3 0 80.5 0 183
1-9-6 54.5 82.7 0 277
1-9-7 89.4 49.5 0 388
1-9-8 89.2 47.9 0 417
1-9-9 83 54.4 0 456

1-9-9R 86.1 51.5 5.04 1430

Rockbestos

2-3-3 0 72.6 0 159
2-3-3R 0 74.8 4.77 1160
2-6-1 0 47.9 0 35.5
2-62 0 47.8 0 68.4

2-63L 0 52.2 0 108
2-63F 64.1 0 0 153
2-64 81.2 48.5 0 225
2-65 68A 48.7 0 229
2-6-6 65.5 503 0 261

2-"6R 653 50.9 5.02 1230
2-6R 0 0 5 962
2-9-1 0 52.2 0 40
2-9-2 0 91.5 0 131
2-9-3 0 50.5 0 115
2-9-6 88.9 51.9 0 349
2-9-7 44.1 93.9 0 336
2-9-8 89.2 53.6 0 432
2-9-9 82.6 57.2 0 465

2-9-9R 86.2 53.8 5.07 1440
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Table B-3 Exposure Data for 36-cm. Single Conductor Specimens (cont)

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kGy)

Raychem

3-3-3
3-3-3R
3-6-1
3-6-2

3-6-3L
3-6-3F
3-6-4
3-6-5
3-6-6

3-6-6R
3-6-R
3-9-1
3-9-2 -
3-9-3
3-9-6
3-9-7
3-9-8
3-9-9

3-9-9R

0
0
0
0
0

74.7
85.6
86.7
76
81.2
0
0
0
0

49.4
55.4
60.3
61.1
58.5

51.7
46
33.1
35.7
52.7
0

362
33.6
42.7
38.1
0

86
88.7
84.9
87.2
91.1
88.3
80.3
85.5

0
4.87
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
5.03
5.01
0
0
0
0
0~
0
5.12

113
1120

24.6
51.1

109
179
228
252
270

1240
963

65.8
127
192
266
366
435
477

1470

Polyset

4-3-3
4-3-3R
4-6-1
4-62

4-6-3L
4-6-3F
4-64
4-6-5
4-6-6

4-6-6R
4-6-R
4-9-1
4-9-2
4-9-3
4-9-6
4-9-7
4-9-8
4-9-9

4-9-9R

0
0
0
0
0

73.7
75.1
71.8
68.2
70.2
0
0
0
0

89.3
87.9
87.3
79
832

68.6
71.1
44.7
41.9
43.5
0

42.6
45.4-
47.7
46.3
0

55.9
58
56.3
57.8
59.5-
57A
61.8
59.3

0
4.78
0
0
0
0
0
0 -
0
5.02
4.99
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
5.09

150
1150

33.2
60.1
90.3

177
207
233
262

1230
959

42.7
83.1

128
357
405
437
470

1450
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Table B4 Exposure Data for 36-cm. Multiconductor Specimens

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kGy)

Brand Rex

1-3-3 0 80.1 0 175
1-3-3R 0 86.8 4.77 1190
1-61 0 77 0 57.1
16-2 0 81.9 0 117

1-63L 0 85.9 0 178
1-6-3F 37.3 0 0 89.3
1-6-4 36.1 83.2 0 140
16-5 39.2 78.3 0 198
1-6-6 42.7 73.8 0 255

1-6R 46.6 69.9 5.03 1220
1-6-R 0 0 5.07 975
1-9-1 0 62.4 0 47.7
1-9-2 0 63.1 0 90.5
1-9-3 0 67.8 0 154
1-9-6 85.3 69.6 0 359
1-9-7 87.8 64.8 0 416
1-9-8 85.1 64.1 0 448
1-9-9 82 63.3 0 484

1-9-9R 78.9 63.2 4.96 1430

Rockbestos

2-3-3 0 94.5 0 206
2-3-3R 0 85.9 4.76 1180
2-6-1 0 74.5 0 55.3
2-6-2 0 81.4 0 117

2-63L 0 79.5 0 165
2-6-3F 35.2 0 0 84.3
2-6-4 31.9 82.6 0 129
2-6-5 38.5 75.7 0 193
2-6 34.8 77.3 0 244

2-6-6R 42.3 71.4 5.04 1220
2-6-R 0 0 5.1 980
2-9-1 0 58 0 44.4
2-9-2 0 54.6 0 78.3
2-9-3 0 59.1 0 134
2-9-6 90 60.7 0 363
2-9-7 94.7 56.1 0 419
2-9-8 87 59.6 0 442
2-9-9 91.8 55.1 0 487

2-9-9R 83.8 59 4.98 1430
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Table B-4 Exposure Data for 36-cm. Multiconductor Specimens (cont)

Sample ID Aging Aging Accident Total
Dose Rate 1 Dose Rate 2 Dose Rate Dose

(Gy/hr) (Gy/hr) (kGy/hr) (kGy)

Polyset

4-3-3 0 91.6 0 200
4-3-3R 0 87.3 4.77 1190
4-6-1 0 72.6 0 53.8
4-6-2 0 75A 0 108

4-6-3L 0 79.9 0 166
4-6-3F 31.7 0 0 76
4-6-4 34.9 76.6 0 133
4-6-5 38.4 73.7 0 190
4-6-6 42.5 69.6 0 246

4-6-6R 38.8 72 5.04 1210
4-6-R 0 0 5.02 966
4-9-1 0 53.7 0 41.1
4-9-2 0 49.7 0 71.3
4-9-3 0 50.4 0 114
4-9-6 96.8 51.8 0 374
4-9-7 93.7 51.1 0 406
4-9-8 88.7 55.1 0 435
4-9-9 85.7 54.8 0 466

4-9-9R 90.6 50.4 5 1430
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Table B-S Temperature During Accident Test Transients

AT3 AT6 AT9
Time Temp Time Temp Time Temp
(hr) ('C) (hr) (IC) (hr) ('C)

0.003
0.088
0.09
0.093
0.096
0.098
0.101
0.149
0.192
0.227
0312
0.424
0.483
0.571
0.688
0.774
0.832
0.998

5.013
5.101
5.103
5.106
5.109
5.164
5.170
5.178
5.226
5.239
5.242
5.292
5.375
5.380
5.391
5.494
5.558
5.644
5.755
5.761
5.909
6.000

19.6
20.4

132.8
151.2
152.2
155.4
156.6
161.1
163.3
164.2
166.2
169.2
171.1
172.3
173.1
175.0
174.1
174.3

79.8
78.1

111.7
152.7
159.1
160.1
1603
161.1
163.3
163.8
164.0
165.5
163.5
163.3
162.8
166.5
167.7
169.2
170.9
171.1
171.9
171.1

0.000
0.085
0.087
0.09
0.093
0.117
0.133
0.217
0.257
0.302
0.356
0.671
0.730
0.794
0.825
0.878
0.937
0.998

5.324
5.356
5.409
5.414
5.418
5.422
5.459
5.468
5.476
5.480
5.484
5.526
5.580
5.651
5.655
5.692
5.751
5.821
5.825
5.863
5.921
6.000

19.9
20.1

120.0
149.3
154.4
158.3
160.1
164.5
166.2
168.4
171.1
174.6
170.6
174.3
170.1
166.2
170.1
169.4

56.0
55.5
54.7

139.2
155.4
157.6
159.1
159.6
160.1
1603
161.1
163.8
167.2
169.9
170.4
171.1
170.4
171.6
171.6
171.6
171.9
171.9

0.000
0.084
0.087
0.09
0.095
0.098
0.100
0.106
0.127
0.132
0.170
0.229
0.266
0.272
0347
0.464
0.538
1.000

5.009
5.064
5.085
5.088
5.090
5.093
5.096
5.098
5.104
5.112
5.130
5.154
5.157
5.197
5.219
5.245
5.301
5.386
5A81
5.566
5.571
5.996

21.8
22.1
55.0

138.2
156.6
154.9
152.0
157.6
159.1
159.3
160.3
162.5
164.0
164.0
166.2
167.7
170.6
170.9

61.4
60.4
61.6

133.3
147.3
148.8
151.0
152.7
153.9
155.2
156.9
158.1
158.3
161.3
163.0
163.5
165.0
167.2
168.4
170.4
170.4
173.1
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Appendix C Insulation Resistance During Aging and After Accident Radiation

In this appendix, conductor identification numbers are as given in Table 2. Where
measurements on more than one conductor form the basis for a data point, the error bar
shown around the symbol for that data point represents one sample standard deviation of
the data.
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Table C-1 Insulation Resistance Data After Accident Radiation Exposures

3-month Chamber - 9-month Chamber
After Accident Radiation After Accident Radiation

£ond # 50-Y 100 Cond MY 100V

Brand Rex XLPO

1 1.98E+ 10 1.70E+ 10
2 2.23E+10 1.75E+10
3 3.01E+ 10 1.41E+ 10

1 2.07E+10 1.36E+10
2 1.59E+10 1.31E+10
3 1.60E+10 1.69E+10

1.10E+ 10
1.73E+ 10
1.50E+ 10

Rockbestos Firewall m

12 6.25E+ 10 4.89E+ 10
13 4.77E+10 5.55E+10
14 9.11E+10 5.63E+10

bkoron Polyset

19 1.29E+ 10 1.28E+ 10
20 1.21E+ 10 2.89E+ 10
21 1.62E+10 1A6E+10

41 4.22E+08 3.35E+08

14 2.43E+ 10 1.84E+ 10
15 1.51E+10 2.35E+10
16 2.44E+10 1.90E+ 10
17 1.68E+10 1.84E+10
18 2.10E+ 10 1.95E+ 10
19 - 2.42E+10 2.16E+10

2.17E+ 10
2.70E+ 10
2.95E+ 10
1.83E+ 10
2.31E+ 10
2.26E+ 10

2.59E+09
2.51E+09
2.83E+09
3.34E+09
3.37E+09
3.61E+09
6.51E+7
7.13E+7

24
25
26
27
28
29
55
56

3.83E+09 3.13E+09
3.29E+09 3.34E+09
4.02E+09 3.47E+09
4.63E+09 3.98E+09
4.39E+09 4.11E+09
4.98E+09 4.47E+09
7.32E+7 6.27E+7
8.OOE+7 6.93E+7

Ra em Flamtrol

27 6.95E+ 10
28 4.35E+10 5.27E+10

35
36
37

6.59E+ 10 6.04E+ 10
2.96E+10 4.84E+ 10
7.51E+10 sees

6.53E+ 10
5.76E+ 10
7.33E+ 10

'**' IR too high to measure
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Table C-2 Polarization Index Data at Ambient Temperature

Note: All PIs in this table are the 250 V IR at 5 minutes
divided by the 250 V IR at 30 s.

Cond Chan 3 Charn 3 Cham 6 Cham 6 Cond Cham 9 Cham. 9 Chain 9
MoL Month 0Month 3 Month 0 Month 6 AL Month 4 Month 9 After

Radiation

Brand Rex XLPO

1 3.21 6.49 2.49 3.31 1 2.56 4.93 2.76
2 2.52 4.38 2.33 2.50 2 2.28 2.96 2.20
3 3.42 4.63 2.45 3.85 3 -- 3.63 2.70

Rockbestos Firewall III

12 ** 4.98 2.95 **** 14 5.48 5.70
13 *' '' 2.75 ** 15 4.18 - 6.15
14 *** 4.31 2.92 *$* 16 3.97 6.49

17 3.67 6.30 5.57
18 4.54 6.32 5.08
19 3.15 5.42 4.24

Dekoron PoQyset

19 2.57 2.23 2.08 2.92 24 2.91 2.34 1.95
20 2.11 2.17 1.98 2.26 25 2.46 2.47 1.75
21 2.27 2.07 2.01 3.14 26 2.63 2.08 2.03

27 3.50 2.65 1.98
28 3.35 3.24 1.83
29 4.63 2.72 1.99

41 0 1.43 1.09 2.22 55 -- 1.20 1.05
56 - 1.17 1.04

Raydhem Flamtrol

27 * 3.68 *8* 35 1.64 *8* *8*8
28 3.49 1.81 36 2.77

37 **** 8*8* ***

-a No measurement
**** No PI because IR too high to measure
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Appendix D Capacitance and Dissipation Factor During Aging
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Appendix E Elongation and Tensile Strength Data

I this appendix, relative tensile strength and relative elongation are presented for each
cable type. Error bars around each data point symbol represent one sample standard
deviation of the data. The data point at 0 kGy total dose on each plot is from virgin
cable specimens. The data points between 0 and 600 kGy are from samples exposed to
agin The data points at 800-1000 kGy are from samples that were exposed only to
accident radiation. (These samples were placed in the 6-month chamber after aging, but
prior to the accident radiation exposure.) Finally, the data points beyond 1000 k~y are
from samples exposed to both aging (either 3, 6, or 9 months) and accident radiation.
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Appendix F Data from EPRI/Frankdin Cable Indenter and Hardness Data

In this appendix, relative modulus and hardness are presented for each cable type. Error
bars around each data point symbol represent one sample standard deviation of the data.
The data point at 0 kGy total dose on each plot is from virgin cable specimens. The data
points between 0 and 600 kGy are from samples exposed to aging ofily. The data points
at 800-1000 kGy are from samples that were exposed only to accident radiation. (These
samples were placed in the 6-month chamber after aging, but prior to the accident
radiation exposure.) Finally, the data points beyond 1000 kGy are from samples exposed
to both aging (either 3, 6, or 9 months) and accident radiation.
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Appendix G Density Data

In this appendix, relative density is presented for each cable type. Error bars around
each data point symbol represent one sample standard deviation of the data. The data
point at 0 kGy total dose on each plot is from virgin cable specimens. The data points
between 0 and 600 kGy are from samples exposed to aging only. The data points at
800-1000 kGy are from samples that were exposed only to accident radiation. (1These
samples were placed in the 6-month chamber after aging, but prior to the accident
radiation exposure.) Finally, the data points beyond 1000 kGy are from samples exposed
to both aging (either 3, 6, or 9 months) and accident radiation.
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Appendix H Modulus Profiles
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Appendix I IR of Each Conductor During Accident Testing

In this appendix, conductor identification numbers are given by the chamber number (20,
40, or 60 based on the nominal life simulated during the aging in that chamber), followed
b a conductor number from Table 2. Some of the plots only show the data from the
Veithley because those conductors were connected to ground during the on-line
measurements (see Figures 8-9). In each of the figures, one plot shows the data for the
first 20 hours of the test and a second plot shows data for the entire test. The discrete
measurements shown on the plots are identified as Keithley measurements at 50, 100, or
250 Vdc (see Appendix A). Note that the upper limit for reasonably accurate continuous
measurement is somewhere above 1 Mn-100 m (see Appendix A).
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Appendix J-Significant Test Anomalies

The following list discusses a number of test anomalies that occurred during the test
program. A detailed discussion of minor anomalies, such as power outages, is not
included.

1. Loss of data during aging-As a result of problems with a disk used to store the aging
data, several segments of data were lost for the 6- and 9-month chambers. Backup
printouts and logs kept during aging were used to verify that the temperature in the
chamber did not devate sigificantly from the desired conditions. Thus, there was
no adverse effect from the toss of data.

2. Loss of data loggers during AT6-Between about 1.8 and 23 hours into AT6 (duing
the first dwell at the peak temperature) and again between about 4.0 and 4.5 hours
into AT6 (during the cooldown after the first transient), data logger readings were
lost as a result of a problem with the data logger input boards. The problem was
corrected and the test was continued uninterrupted. The only adverse effect of the
problem was the loss of IR data during the time when the data logger was
nalfunctioning.

3. Moisture out ends of cables during accident tests--During all of the accident tests,
moisture dripped from the ends of some of the cables outside the test chamber.
During AT6 (the first accident test run), a few of the conductors leaked enough to
potentially disrupt the leakage current monitoring system by leakage on a
connection panel. The most leakage occurred from Kapton and silicone rubber
insulated cables and monitoring of these cables was somewhat affected by the
leakage. The redundant IR monitoring stem (using the Keithley electrometer)
was not affected by the water dripping. The IR data during the LOCA that was
potentially affected by the water dripping has been deleted from the continuous IR
data plots. An improved connection panel in the remaining accident tests precluded
any adverse effects of the water dripping.

4. Damage to thermocouples as a result of accident tests-Following AT6 and AT9, the
stainless steel thermocouple sheaths were found damaged. In several cases, the
bare conductors were visible through the mineral insulation. Because of the
consistency of the thermocouple data (and its relation to pressure) during the
accident tests, there was no significant temperature error as a result of the damage.
However, it is possible that the thermocouples acquired false junctions and that the
actual measured temperature was at a different location than the end of the
thermocouple. Since the chamber temperature was very uniform during the
accident tests, this anomaly had no adverse effects on the test results. The most
likely cause of the damaged thermocouples is from chloride attack originating in
cable jacket materials. Inconel thermocouples eliminated this type of damage
during subsequent testing.
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