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U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

STANDARD REVIEW PLAN

6.3 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEM

REVIEW RESPONSIBILITIES

Primary - Organizations responsible for the review of the BWR and PWR emergency core
cooling system.

Secondary - Organizations responsible for the review of other systems and technical areas
related to the BWR and PWR emergency core cooling system.

I. AREAS OF REVIEW

The reviewer reviews the information presented in the applicant's safety analysis report (SAR)
regarding the emergency core cooling system (ECCS).  The major elements of the review are: 

The specific areas of review are as follows:

1. The design bases for the ECCS are reviewed to assure that they satisfy applicable
regulations, including the general design criteria and the requirements of 10 CFR 50.46
regarding ECCS acceptance criteria.

2. The design basis for the automatic depressurization systems (ADS) are also reviewed
for compliance with TMI Action Plan Items and associated guidance.  This applies to
BWRs and the advanced passive reactors (both PWRs and BWRs). 

3. For advanced passive reactors which rely on gravitational head to provide ECCS
injection to the RCS, the RCS must be designed with an ADS such that the available
gravitational head is sufficient to provide adequate core cooling when depressurized.

4. For advanced reactors which rely on passive safety-related systems and equipment to
automatically establish and maintain safe-shutdown conditions for the plant, these
passive safety systems must be designed with sufficient capability to maintain safe-
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shutdown conditions for 72 hours, without operator actions and without non-safety-
related onsite or offsite power.

5. The design of the ECCS is reviewed to determine that it is capable of performing all of
the functions required by the design bases. 

6. The preoperational and initial startup test programs for the ECCS are reviewed to
determine if they are sufficient to confirm the performance capability of the ECCS.  The
need for special design features to permit the performance of adequate test programs
should also be reviewed.

7. The proposed technical specifications (TSs) are reviewed to assure that they are
adequate in regard to limiting conditions of operation and periodic surveillance testing. 

8. Inspections, Tests, Analyses, and Acceptance Criteria (ITAAC).  For design certification
(DC) and combined license (COL) reviews, the staff reviews the applicant's proposed
ITAAC associated with the structures, systems, and components (SSCs) related to this
SRP section in accordance with SRP Section 14.3, "Inspections, Tests, Analyses, and
Acceptance Criteria."  The staff recognizes that the review of ITAAC cannot be
completed until after the rest of this portion of the application has been reviewed against
acceptance criteria contained in this SRP section.  Furthermore, the staff reviews the
ITAAC to ensure that all SSCs in this area of review are identified and addressed as
appropriate in accordance with SRP Section 14.3.

9. COL Action Items and Certification Requirements and Restrictions.  For a DC
application, the review will also address COL action items and requirements and
restrictions (e.g., interface requirements and site parameters).

For a COL application referencing a DC, a COL applicant must address COL action
items (referred to as COL license information in certain DCs) included in the referenced
DC.  Additionally, a COL applicant must address requirements and restrictions (e.g.,
interface requirements and site parameters) included in the referenced DC.

Review Interfaces

Other SRP sections interface with this section as follows: 

1. Evaluation of the capability of the low-pressure portions of the ECCS that interface with
the RCS to withstand full RCS pressure is performed under SRP Section 3.12.

2. Evaluation of the ability of the ECCS to mitigate the consequences of a spectrum of
loss-of-coolant accidents is performed under SRP Section 15.6.5.

3. Evaluation of the capability of the new applicant's ADS systems and the PWR core melt
stabilization system to support mitigation of severe accidents is performed under SRP
Section 19.0.

4. Review of the effects of pipe breaks outside containment on ECCS is performed under
SRP Section 3.6.1.  This review includes the evaluation of the effect of pipe whip, jet
impingement forces, and environmental conditions. 

5. Review of the acceptability of, and environmental qualification test program for, ECCS
equipment is performed under SRP Section 3.11.  This review includes consideration of
the post-accident environmental design and source term considerations described in
TMI action plan item II.B.2 and II.K.3.24 of NUREG-0737. 

6. Review of the capability of those auxiliary systems essential for ECCS operation (service
water system, component cooling system, ultimate heat sink, and condensate storage
facility) is performed under SRP Sections 9.2.1, 9.2.2, 9.2.5, and 9.2.6.  The evaluations
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include portions of the power conversion systems (e.g., steam supply lines, steam
generators, feedwater systems) which interface with the reactor coolant system in such
a way as to influence the course of a loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA) for a particular
plant. 

7. Review of the capability and design of the pneumatic supply system for those applicants 
which use a pneumatic supply for the ADS function is performed under SRP
Section 9.3.1.

8. Review of the adequacy of ECCS-associated controls and instrumentation with regard to
the features of automatic actuation, remote sensing and indication, and remote control
is performed under SRP Section 7.3.  This review includes consideration of the
instrumentation described in TMI action plan items II.D.3 (positive indication in the
control room of flow in the discharge pipe of RCS relief and safety valves) and II.F.2
(instrumentation which provides an unambiguous, easy-to-interpret indication of
inadequate core cooling) of NUREG-0737.

9. Review of the inlet design of the containment sump ECCS suction screen is performed
under SRP Section 6.2.2.  The review is to assure that containment sumps provide a
reliable, long-term recirculation cooling capability and that ECCS pump performance will
not be adversely affected by post-LOCA conditions impacting the sumps and that the
system operation and performance is consistent with the intent of Regulatory Guide 1.82.

10. Review of the adequacy of the containment isolation is performed under SRP Section
6.2.4.  This review is, in part, to assure that portions of the ECCS penetrating the
containment barrier are designed with acceptable isolation features to maintain
containment integrity for all operating conditions, including accidents.

11. Review of the adequacy of the power supply for the ECCS is performed under SRP
Sections 8.1, 8.2, 8.3.1, and 8.3.2.  In addition, reviews of the plant’s overall capabilities
to withstand or cope with, and recover from a Station Blackout (SBO) is performed
under SRP Section 8.4.  The review should coordinate with the review of the ECCS if
the system is required to ensure adequate core cooling as required by 10 CFR 50.63
and the guidance of Regulatory Guide 1.155.

12. Review of the seismic and quality group classifications for the ECCS is performed under
SRP Section 3.2.1 and 3.2.2. 

13. Review of the criteria used for postulating the effects of pipe breaks both inside and
outside containment on ECCS is performed under SRP Section 3.6.2.  This review
includes criteria used for postulating the effects of pipe whip, jet impingement forces,
and any related environmental conditions. 

14. Review of the loading combinations (operational, LOCA, seismic, and thermal
stratification loads) and the associated stress limits is performed under SRP
Section 3.9.3. 

15. Review of the adequacy of the inservice testing program for pumps and valves is
performed under SRP Section 3.9.6.  This review is to assure that the ECCS piping and
component configurations allow for full flow testing of safety related pumps and check
valves and provisions are made to allow for the use of advanced techniques to detect
degradation and to monitor system performance.

16. Review of the structures housing the ECCS for the proper seismic classification is
performed under SRP Sections 3.8.1, 3.8.2, and 3.8.3. 

17. Review of the applicable inservice inspection requirements is performed under SRP
Section 6.6.
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18. Review of the thermal shock effect of water injected into the primary coolant system
from the ECCS is performed, on a generic basis, under SRP Sections 5.3.2 and 5.3.3.

19. Review of compliance of the NUREG-0737 item II.K.2.15 requirements is performed
under SRP Section 5.4.2.1.  This review assures that B&W once-through steam
generator tubes are designed with sufficient margin to assure that if the tubes are
stressed under slug flow conditions, mechanical integrity will be maintained.

20. Review of the proposed preoperational and initial startup test programs is performed
under SRP Section 14.2 to assure that they are consistent with the intent of Regulatory
Guides 1.68.

21. Review of compliance of Task Action Plan items I.C.2 and I.C.6 of the NUREG-0737
requirements regarding procedures to assure that system operability status is known is
performed under SRP Section 13.5.1. 

22. Review of quality assurance is performed under SRP Sections 17.5. 

23. Review of compliance with Task Action Plan items II.B.2 of NUREG-0737 and
NUREG-0718 requirements regarding radiation and shielding design review is
performed under SRP Sections 12.1 through 12.5 to assure adequate access to vital
areas and protection of safety equipment.

24. Review of technical specifications is performed under SRP Section 16.0. 

The specific acceptance criteria and review procedures are contained in the referenced SRP
sections.

II. ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA

Requirements

Acceptance criteria are based on meeting the relevant requirements of the following
Commission regulations: 

1. General Design Criterion (GDC) 2 as it relates to the seismic design of structures,
systems, and components (SSCs) whose failure could cause an unacceptable reduction
in the capability of the ECCS to perform its safety function. 

2. GDC 4 as it relates to dynamic effects associated with flow instabilities and loads (e.g.,
water hammer). 

3. GDC 5 as it relates to SSCs important to safety shall not be shared among nuclear
power units unless it can be demonstrated that sharing will not impair their ability to
perform their safety function. 

4. GDC 17 as it relates to the design of the ECCS having sufficient capacity and capability
to assure that specified acceptable fuel design limits and the design conditions of the
reactor coolant pressure boundary are not exceeded during anticipated operational
occurrences and that the core is cooled during accident conditions. 

5. GDC 27 as it relates to the system design having the capability to assure that under
postulated accident conditions and with appropriate margin for stuck rods, the capability
to cool the core is maintained. 

6. GDCs 35, 36, and 37 as they relate to the ECCS being designed to provide an
abundance of core cooling to transfer heat from the core at a rate so that fuel and clad
damage will not interfere with continued effective core cooling, to permit appropriate
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periodic inspection of important components, and to permit appropriate periodic
pressure and functional testing. 

7. 10 CFR 50.46, in regard to the ECCS being designed so that its cooling performance is
in accordance with acceptable evaluation models, which identifies and accounts for
uncertainties in the analysis method and inputs; alternatively, an ECCS evaluation
model may be developed in conformance with Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 50.

8. TMI Action Plan item II.K.3.18 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(vii) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to eliminating the need for manual
actuation of the BWR ADS to assure adequate core cooling.

9. TMI Action Plan item II.K.3.21 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(viii) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to studying the design of BWR core
spray and low pressure coolant injection systems to ensure that the systems will
automatically restart on loss of water level, after having been manually stopped, if an
initiation signal is still present.

10. TMI Action Plan item II.K.3.28 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(x) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to BWR ADS-associated equipment
and instrumentation being capable of performing their intended functions during and
following an accident, while taking no credit for non-safety related equipment or
instrumentation, and accounting for normal expected air (or nitrogen) leakage through
valves.

11. TMI Action Plan item II.K.3.45 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(xi) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with regard to providing an evaluation of
depressurization methods, other than full actuation of the ADS, that would reduce the
possibility of exceeding vessel integrity limits during rapid cooldown for BWRs.

12. TMI Action Plan item III.D.1.1 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xxvi)
for applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the provisions for a leakage
detection and control program to minimize the leakage from those portions of the ECCS
outside of the containment that contain or may contain radioactive material following an
accident.

13. TMI Action Plan item II.K.3.16 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(vi) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with regard to providing an evaluation of methods
to reduce challenges and failures of reactor coolant system relief valves for BWRs.

14. TMI Action Plan item II.K.3.24 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(ix) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the adequacy of space cooling for
long-term operation of HPCI and RCIC systems for BWRs to maintain the operating
environment within allowable limits.

15. TMI Action Plan item II.D.3 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xi) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the requirements that reactor
coolant system relief and safety valves be provided with a positive indication in the
control room of flow in the discharge pipe. 

16. TMI Action Plan item II.F.2 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xviii) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the requirement that
instrumentation or controls provide an unambiguous, easy-to-interpret indication of
inadequate core cooling.

17. 10 CFR 52.47(b)(1), which requires that a DC application contain the proposed
inspections, tests, analyses, and acceptance criteria (ITAAC) that are necessary and
sufficient to provide reasonable assurance that, if the inspections, tests, and analyses
are performed and the acceptance criteria met, a plant that incorporates the design
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certification is built and will operate in accordance with the design certification, the
provisions of the Atomic Energy Act, and the NRC's regulations. 

18. 10 CFR 52.80(a), which requires that a COL application contain the proposed
inspections, tests, and analyses, including those applicable to emergency planning, that
the licensee shall perform, and the acceptance criteria that are necessary and sufficient
to provide reasonable assurance that, if the inspections, tests, and analyses are
performed and the acceptance criteria met, the facility has been constructed and will
operate in conformity with the combined license, the provisions of the Atomic Energy
Act, and the NRC's regulations.

SRP Acceptance Criteria

Specific SRP acceptance criteria acceptable to meet the relevant requirements of the NRC’s
regulations identified above are as follows for the review described in this SRP section.  The
SRP is not a substitute for the NRC’s regulations, and compliance with it is not required. 
However, an applicant is required to identify differences between the design features, analytical
techniques, and procedural measures proposed for its facility and the SRP acceptance criteria
and evaluate how the proposed alternatives to the SRP acceptance criteria provide acceptable
methods of compliance with the NRC regulations.  

1.  In regard to the ECCS acceptance criteria of 10 CFR 50.46, the five major performance
criteria deal with:

A. Peak cladding temperature.

B. Maximum calculated cladding oxidation.

C. Maximum hydrogen generation.

D. Coolable core geometry

E. Long-term cooling.

Guidance, procedures and methods that are acceptable for meeting the requirements
for a realistic or best-estimate evaluation model for ECCS performance can be found in
Regulatory Guide 1.157.  This method must identify and account for uncertainties in the
analysis method and inputs such that there is a high level of probability that the
acceptance criteria is not exceeded (addresses Generic Issue C-4).  Alternatively,
Appendix K to 10 CFR Part 50 contains guidance for conservative ECCS evaluation
models.  These areas are reviewed as a part of the effort associated with the LOCA
analysis (SRP Section 15.6.5).  However, the impact of various postulated single failures
on the operability of the ECCS, ECCS response times, break locations (including ECCS
break locations), and break sizes impacting ECCS capabilities are evaluated under this
SRP section.

2. The ECCS must meet the requirements of GDC 35.  The system must have alternate
sources of electric power, as required by GDC 17, and must be able to withstand a
single failure.  The ECCS should retain its capability to cool the core in the event of a
failure of any single active component during the short term immediately following an
accident, or a single active or passive failure during the long-term recirculation cooling
phase following an accident. 

A passive failure in a fluid system is a breach in the fluid pressure boundary or
mechanical failure that adversely affects a flowpath. SECY-94-084 states the approved
position that passive advanced light-water reactor designs need not assume passive
component failures in addition to the initiating failure in the application of single-failure
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criterion to assure safety of the plant.  In addition, the staff considers, on a long-term
basis, passive component failures in fluid as potential accident initiators, in addition to
initiating events.  Check valves in the passive safety systems (except those for which
proper function can be demonstrated and documented) are considered components
subject to single-failure consideration.

3. The ECCS must be designed to permit periodic inservice inspection of important
components, such as spray rings in the reactor pressure vessel, water injection nozzles,
piping, pumps, and valves in accordance with the requirements of GDC 36.  The ECCS
must be designed to permit testing of the operability of the system throughout the life of
the plant, including the full operational sequence that brings the system into operation,
as required by GDC 37. 

4. The combined reactivity control system capability associated with ECCS must meet the
requirements of GDC 27 and should conform to the recommendation of Regulatory
Guide 1.47.  The primary mode of actuation for the ECCS must be automatic, and
actuation must be initiated by signals of suitable diversity and redundance.  Provisions
should also be made for manual actuation, monitoring, and control of the ECCS from
the reactor control room. 

5. The design of the ECCS should conform to the recommendations of Regulatory
Guide 1.1. 

6. Design features and operating procedures, designed to prevent damaging water
hammer due to such mechanisms as voided discharge lines and water entrainment in
steam lines shall be provided, in order to meet the requirements of GDC 4. 

7. The design of those portions of the system which are not safety related, whose failures
could have an adverse effect on the ECCS system, must be in accordance with GDC 2,
and acceptance is based on meeting Position C2 of Regulatory Guide 1.29.  Also see
SECY-94-084 for policy and technical issues associated with the regulatory treatment of
non-safety systems in passive plant designs.

 
8. Interfaces between the ECCS and component or service water systems must be such

that operation of one does not interfere with, and provides proper support (where
required) for, the other.  In relation to these and other shared systems, e.g., residual
heat removal (RHR) and containment heat removal systems, the ECCS must conform to
GDC 5. 

9. The requirements of Task Action Plan Item II.K.3(15) of NUREG-0737 and
NUREG-0718, which involves isolation of HPCI and RCIC for BWR plants, should also
be satisfied.

10. The requirements and guidance regarding ECCS outage times and reports on ECCS
unavailability, contained in Task Action Plan Item II.K.3.17, and Generic issue B-61,
must also be satisfied.

In addition to the above criteria, the acceptability of the ECCS may be based on the degree of
design similarity with previously approved plants.

Technical Rationale

The technical rationale for application of these acceptance criteria to the areas of review
addressed by this SRP section is discussed in the following paragraphs:  

1. Compliance with GDC 2 requires that SSCs important to safety be designed to
withstand the effects of natural phenomena without the loss of capability to perform their
safety functions. 
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GDC 2 is applicable because the ECCS is relied upon to provide sufficient emergency
core cooling flow to protect the integrity of the reactor core during postulated accidents,
including the loss-of-coolant accident.  Regulatory Guide 1.29 provides guidance for
determining which SSCs should be designed to withstand the safe shutdown earthquake
(SSE).  Position C.2 recommends that SSCs whose continued function is not required
but whose failure could reduce the functioning of the ECCS to an unacceptable safety
level should be designed and constructed to withstand the SSE. 

Meeting the requirements of GDC 2, and positions of Regulatory Guide 1.29, provides
assurance that plant safety is enhanced by ensuring the integrity of Seismic Category I
portions of the ECCS and thus the capability to provide core cooling following a seismic
event. 

2. Compliance with GDC 4 requires that SSCs important to safety be designed to
accommodate the effects of and be compatible with the environmental conditions
associated with normal operation, maintenance, testing and postulated accident
conditions.  These conditions include consideration of the dynamic effects of flow
instabilities and the loadings caused by water hammer events.  

GDC 4 is applicable because the ECCS provides emergency core cooling in the event
that normal cooling methods are not available or are insufficient. 

Meeting the requirements of GDC 4 provides assurance that dynamic effects of events
such as flow instabilities and water hammer will not adversely affect the fundamental
integrity and capability of the ECCS systems to provide core cooling in the event of
accidents. 

3. Compliance with GDC 5 prohibits the sharing of SSCs among nuclear power units
unless it can be shown that such sharing will not significantly impair the ability of the
SSCs to perform their safety functions, including, in the event of an accident in one unit,
and orderly shutdown and cooldown of the remaining units. 

GDC 5 is applicable because the ECCS provides an important safety function in its
ability to provide emergency core cooling and shutdown capability following postulated
accidents.  The ECCS system must be designed such that the ability to perform this and
other designated safety-related functions are not compromised for each unit regardless
of equipment failures or other events that may occur in another unit.

Meeting the requirements of GDC 5 provides assurance that unacceptable effects of
equipment failures or other events occurring in one unit of a multi-unit site will not
propagate to the unaffected unit(s). 

4. Compliance with GDC 17 requires that an on-site and off-site electric power supply
system be provided to permit functioning of SSCs important to safety. 

GDC 17 is applicable, as it relates to the ECCS systems, because it requires that each
power supply system have sufficient capacity and capability to ensure that the core can
be cooled in the event of an accident, and that the fuel design limits and the design
conditions of the reactor coolant pressure boundary are not exceeded during anticipated
operational occurrences (AOOs).  The ECCS is dependent upon the availability of
electrical power supplied from the Class IE emergency electrical busses.  The power
supplies for the ECCS must maintain voltages at electrical equipment within the design
limits.  With voltages below design limits, electric equipment may not have sufficient
capacity or capability to reliably perform their intended safety function during a design
basis event. 

Meeting the requirements of GDC 17 enhances plant safety by ensuring that the ECCS
capacity and capabilities will be sufficient to ensure that the fuel design limits and
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reactor coolant pressure boundary integrity are maintained during AOOs and that the
core is cooled during accidents. 

5. Compliance with GDC 27 establishes requirements regarding the combined reactivity
control system capability. 

GDC 27 is applicable because upon actuation the ECCS in PWRs provides rapid
injection of borated water to ensure reactor shutdown and adequate core cooling with
appropriate margins for stuck control rods.  Injection of borated water provides negative
reactivity to reduce reactor power to residual levels and ensures sufficient cooling flow to
the core. 

Meeting the requirements of GDC 27 for the ECCS augments the protection for the
primary fission product barrier by providing a means to ensure that the core, under
postulated accident conditions, can be safely shutdown and will be maintained in a
coolable geometry. 

6. Compliance with GDC 35 requires that an emergency core cooling system be provided
that is capable of transferring heat from the reactor core, following a loss of reactor
coolant, at a rate sufficient to ensure that the core remains in a coolable geometry and
that the clad metal-water reaction is limited to negligible amounts. 

GDC 35 is applicable because following a breach in the reactor coolant pressure
boundary, reactor coolant is lost at a rate determined by several factors, including break
size and RCS pressure.  The emergency core cooling systems are relied upon to inject
adequate cooling water into the RCS during a LOCA and to circulate the water through
the core to provide for core cooling.  The ECCS systems must inject cooling water at a
rate sufficient to ensure that the calculated changes in core geometry will be such that
the core remains amenable to cooling, and that the calculated cladding oxidation and
hydrogen generation meet the specified performance criteria.

 
Meeting the requirements of GDC 35 ensures that the ECCS, assuming a single failure,
can provide core cooling under accident conditions sufficient to maintain the core in a
coolable geometry and to minimize the production of hydrogen due to reaction of water
with the fuel cladding. 

7. Compliance with GDC 36 requires that the emergency core cooling systems be
designed to allow for periodic inspections of important components to ensure the
integrity and capability of the system. 

GDC 36 is applicable because the ECCS system arrangements must be designed such
that adequate clearances are available to conduct periodic inspections of important
components.  Conduct of periodic inspections is necessary to show that important
components of the ECCS systems are being maintained within their design basis
specifications and that no significant deterioration is occurring in the systems.  Meeting
the requirements of GDC 36 enhances plant safety by ensuring that important ECCS
components can be inspected and will be capable of operating as designed to cool the
core under accident conditions. 

8. Compliance with GDC 37 requires that the emergency core cooling systems be
designed to allow for comprehensive periodic pressure and functional testing. 
GDC 37 is applicable because the ECCS is required to undergo periodic pressure
testing to verify the structural and leak-tight integrity of important components. Periodic
functional testing of the ECCS verifies that the systems will operate as designed
including the full operational sequence necessary to initiate ECCS operation.  Periodic
functional test programs, such as the ECCS pump and valve testing, are premised upon
the establishment of a reference set of parameters (based upon design specifications)
and a consistent test method to allow for the detection of significant system degradation. 
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Meeting the requirements of GDC 37 enhances plant safety by ensuring that important
ECCS components can be tested and will remain capable of operating as designed to
provide core cooling under postulated accident conditions. 

9. Compliance with 10 CFR 50.46, requires that the ECCS be designed so that the
calculated cooling performance is in accordance with an acceptable evaluation model or
alternately a model in conformance with the features of Appendix K. 

10 CFR 50.46 is applicable because the primary function of the ECCS is to provide
emergency core cooling and negative reactivity addition in the event of a LOCA resulting
from a break in the primary reactor coolant system.  The primary ECCS safety functions
are comprehensively modeled and evaluated for breaks up to and including the double-
ended severance of a reactor coolant pipe to show that the ECCS will limit the peak clad
temperature to below 1204°C (2200°F) and ensure that the core will remain in place and
substantially intact with its essential heat transfer geometry preserved. 

Meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50.46, enhances plant safety by ensuring that the
ECCS is designed and evaluated in such a way that the calculated core cooling
performance after a LOCA conforms to critical criteria necessary to show that the core
geometry will remain amenable to cooling and that long-term decay heat removal will be
provided. 

III. REVIEW PROCEDURES

The reviewer will select material from the procedures described below, as may be appropriate
for a particular case.

These review procedures are based on the identified SRP acceptance criteria.  For deviations
from these acceptance criteria, the staff should review the applicant’s evaluation of how the
proposed alternatives provide an acceptable method of complying with the relevant NRC
requirements identified in Subsection II.

For combined license (COL) reviews, the procedures are utilized to verify that the initial design
criteria and bases have been appropriately implemented in the final design as set forth in the
final safety analysis report or design certification document (DCD).  The COL review also
includes the proposed technical specifications to assure that they are adequate in regard to
limiting conditions of operation and periodic surveillance testing. 

Much of the review described below is generic in nature and is not performed for each plant.
That is, the reviewer compares the ECCS design and parameters to those of previously
reviewed plants and then devotes the major portion of the review effort to those areas where
the application is not identical to previously reviewed plants.  The following steps are taken by
the reviewer to determine that the acceptance criteria of subsection II have been met.  These
steps should be adapted to COL or design certification reviews as appropriate.

1. The relationship of the system under review to other previously approved plants is
established.  Systems or design features claimed to be identical or equivalent to those
of previously approved plants are confirmed to be identical or equivalent. 

2. Piping diagrams are reviewed to evaluate the functional reliability of the system in the
event of single failures.  That is, by referring to piping and instrumentation diagrams, the
existence of the redundancy required by the criteria is confirmed. 

3. The significant design parameters (e.g., pump net positive suction head, pump head vs.
flow, accumulator volume and pressure, water storage volume, system flow rate and
pressure, etc.) are examined for each component to confirm that these parameters
satisfy operating requirements and the recommendations of Regulatory Guide 1.1.
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4. The piping and instrumentation diagrams are checked to see that essential ECCS
components are designated seismic Category I and Safety Class II (the cooling water
side of heat exchangers can be Safety Class III). 

5. The ECCS design is reviewed to confirm that the system can function in post-accident
environments, considering possible mechanical effects, missiles, and the pressure,
temperature, moisture, radioactivity, and chemical conditions resulting from LOCA.
Protection against valve motor flooding should be confirmed by the reviewer.  Regarding
the effects of pressure, temperature, etc., the reviewer should confirm that accident
conditions are specified which provide the basis for proof tests for environmental
qualification of ECCS components. 

6. The criteria, supporting analyses, plant design provisions, and operator actions that will
be taken are reviewed to ensure that there will not be unacceptably high concentrations
of boric acid in the core region (resulting in precipitation of a solid phase) during the
long-term cooling phase following a postulated LOCA. 

7. The ECCS design is reviewed to confirm that there are provisions for maintenance of
the long-term coolant recirculation and decay heat removal systems, e.g., pump or valve
overhaul, in the post-LOCA environment (including consideration of radioactivity).  The
ECCS design is reviewed to confirm that switching suction to the containment sump
does not occur prematurely (not enough inventory to provide pump suction) and
adversely affect the accident (addresses GI-24).

8. The availability of an adequate source of water for the ECCS is confirmed, and the
source volume, location, and susceptibility to failure (e.g., freezing) are evaluated.  In
PWRs, the piping from the water source to the ECCS safety injection pumps is
evaluated for conformance with Branch Technical Position 6-5.

9. The ECCS flow paths are reviewed to determine the extent to which flow from the ECCS
pumps is diverted as a backup feature to other safeguards equipment (e.g., RHR,
containment spray).  The reviewer should confirm that the remaining portion of the flow
provides abundant core cooling, despite the most severe single failure that affects
ECCS flow. 

10. For a BWR or the advanced passive safety plants (both BWR and PWR), the reactor
coolant ADS systems are reviewed utilizing the following additional procedures to verify
compliance with the Acceptance Criteria: 

A. The ADS systems, including electrical power supplies, are reviewed to verify they
have sufficient independence, redundancy, and capability to allow the ADS to
function properly assuming a single failure.

B. The ADS design is reviewed to verify that actuation of the system can be
completed automatically and that manual actuation is not required to assure
adequate core cooling.

C. Design features and system analysis to verify performance of the ADS under all
accident conditions are reviewed.  The reviewer should verify the ADS can
satisfy performance requirements without taking credit for non-safety-related
equipment or instrumentation, and accounting for normal air (or nitrogen)
leakage through the valves.  For those BWR applicants which use a pneumatic
supply for the ADS function, the capability and design of the pneumatic supply
system is reviewed under SRP Section 9.3.1.
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D. The applicant’s evaluation of the ADS with respect to reactor vessel integrity
limits is reviewed.  If integrity limits could be exceeded during rapid cooldown,
the applicant should evaluate alternate depressurization methods, other than full
actuation of the ADS system, such as early depressurization with one or two
relief valves.

E. The ADS design is reviewed to verify that the depressurization/safety valves be
provided with a positive indication in the control room of flow in the discharge
pipe.

11. The design of ECCS injection lines is reviewed to confirm that the isolation provisions at
the interface with the reactor coolant system are adequate.  The number and type of
valves used to form the interface between low pressure portions of the ECCS and the
reactor coolant system must provide adequate assurance that the ECCS will not be
subjected to a pressure greater than its design pressure.  This may be accomplished by
any of the following provisions: 

A. One or more check valves in series with a normally closed motor-operated valve.
The motor-operated valve is to be opened upon receipt of a safety injection
signal once the reactor coolant pressure has decreased below the ECCS design
pressure. 

B. Three check valves in series. 

C. Two check valves in series, provided that there are design provisions to permit
periodic testing of the check valves for leaktightness and the testing is performed
at least annually. 

12. The reviewer should identify those portions of nonsafety-related systems which could
have an adverse effect on ECCS and should ensure that design provisions are in place
to prevent these situations. 

13. Motor-operated isolation valves in ECCS lines connecting the accumulators to the
reactor coolant system in a pressurized water reactor (PWR) are reviewed to ensure
that adequate provisions are made against inadvertent isolation.  Safety-related MOVs
are subject to qualification testing to demonstrate the capability of the valve to open,
close, and seat against the maximum differential pressure and flow (addresses GI-87).

14. The capacity and settings of relief valves provided for the ECCS to satisfy system
overpressure protection requirements are reviewed.  In particular, for PWRs, the
reviewer confirms that the accumulator relief valves have adequate capacity so that
leakage from the reactor coolant system will not jeopardize the integrity of the
accumulators. 

15. The ECCS is reviewed to evaluate the adequacy of design features that have been
provided to prevent damaging water (steam) hammer due to such mechanisms as
voided discharge lines, water entrainment in steam lines and steam bubble collapse. 
For systems with a water supply above the discharge lines, voided lines are prevented
by proper vent location and filling and venting procedures.  However, for the core spray
and low pressure coolant injection systems of BWRs, the low elevation of the
suppression pool will result in line voidage because of back leakage through pump
discharge check valves and leaking valves in the full flow test line.  Proper vent location
and filling and venting procedure are still needed.  In addition, a special keep-full system
with appropriate alarms is needed to supply water to the discharge lines for any system
which has a water source below the level of the highest pump discharge lines and at
sufficiently high pressure to prevent voiding. 
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For the High Pressure Coolant Injection (HPCI) system of BWRs which use a 
steam-driven turbine, typical design features for the steam supply line include:  (a) drain
pots with testable drain pot level switches, (b) sloped lines, and (c) limitations on
opening and closing sequences and seal-ins for manual operation of the isolation valves
to prevent introducing water slugs into the line.  The turbine exhaust line features
include sloped lines and vacuum breakers.  HPCI steam isolation valves should be
subject to qualification testing to demonstrate the capability of the valve to open, close,
and seat against maximum differential pressure and flow (addresses GI 87).

Guidance for water hammer prevention and mitigation is found in NUREG-0927. 

16. The reviewer confirms that no component or feature of the ECCS in one reactor facility
on a multiple plant site is shared with the ECCS in another facility, or that shared
features clearly meet the requirements of GDC 5. 

17. The reviewer confirms that within an individual reactor facility, any components shared
between the ECCS and other systems (e.g., coolant makeup systems, residual heat
removal systems, containment cooling systems) satisfy engineered safeguard feature
design requirements and that the ECCS function of the shared component is not
diminished by the sharing. 

18. The reviewer confirms that ECCS components located exterior to the reactor
containment are housed in a structure which, in the event of leakage from the ECCS,
permits venting of releases through iodine filters designed in accordance with
Regulatory Guide 1.52. 

19. The complete sequence of ECCS operation from accident occurrence through long-term
core cooling is examined to see that a minimum of manual action is required and, where
manual action is used, a sufficient time (greater than 20 minutes) is available for the
operator to respond. 

20. The reviewer confirms that long-term cooling capacity is adequate in the event of failure
of any single active or passive component of the ECCS.  If an intermediate heat
transport system, such as the component cooling water system, is used to provide long-
term cooling capability, the system must be designed and constructed to an appropriate
group classification, must be seismic Category I, and must be capable of sustaining a
single active or passive failure without loss of function. 

21. With respect to ECCS power requirements, instrumentation and controls, and valve
controls, the reviewer: 

A. Confirms that the power requirements of the ECCS, including the timing of
electrical loads, are compatible with the design of onsite emergency power
systems, both a-c and d-c. 

B. Confirms that there are sufficient instrumentation and controls available to the
reactor operator to provide adequate information in the control room to assist in
assessing post-LOCA conditions, including the more significant parameters such
as coolant flow, coolant temperature, and containment pressure.  If ECCS flow is
diverted as a backup to other safeguards systems, the reviewer confirms that
instrumentation and controls are available to provide sufficient information in the
control room to determine that adequate core cooling is being provided. 

C. Confirms that automatic actuation and remote-manual valve controls are capable
of performing the functions required, that suitable interlocks are provided, which
do not impair separation of power trains or inhibit the required valve motions, and
that instrumentation and controls have sufficient redundancy to satisfy the single
failure criterion.
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22. Analyses are provided by the applicant in Chapter 15 of the SAR or DCD to assess the
capability of the ECCS to meet functional requirements.  These analyses are reviewed,
as described in SRP Section 15.6.5, to determine conformance of the ECCS to the
acceptance criteria.  However, the following portions of the review of ECCS response in
loss-of-coolant accidents are performed by the reviewer under this SRP section: 

A. The lower limit of break size for which ECCS operation is required is established;
i.e., the maximum break size for which normal reactor coolant makeup systems
can maintain reactor pressure and coolant level is determined.  The capability of
the ECCS to actuate and perform at this lower limit of break size is confirmed. 

B. The reviewer confirms that the analyses take into account a variety of potential
locations for postulated pipe breaks, including ECCS injection lines. 

C. The reviewer confirms that the analyses take into account a variety of single
active failures.  The reviewer should keep in mind that different single failures
may be limiting, depending on the particular break location and break size
postulated. 

D. The ECCS component response times (e.g., for valves, pumps, power supply)
are reviewed to confirm that they are within the delay times used in the accident
analyses. 

E. The ECCS design adequacy for all modes of reactor operation (e.g., full power,
low power, hot standby, cold shutdown, partial loop isolation) is confirmed. 

23. The proposed plant technical specifications are reviewed to: 

A. Confirm the suitability of the limiting conditions of operation, including the
proposed time limits and reactor operating restrictions for periods when ECCS
equipment is inoperable due to repairs and maintenance.  The means of
indicating that safety systems have been bypassed or are inoperable should be
in accordance with Regulatory Guide 1.47. 

B. Confirm that the limiting conditions for operation ensure that the specified
operating parameters (minimum poison concentrations, minimum coolant
reserve in storage, etc.) are within the bounds of the analyzed conditions. 

C. Verify that the frequency and scope of periodic surveillance testing is adequate. 

24. The reviewer verifies that the emergency core cooling systems are designed to allow for
comprehensive periodic inservice inspection, pressure and functional testing as
indicated below:

A. The reviewer confirms that the design provides the capability for periodically
demonstrating that the system will operate properly when an accident signal is
received.  That is, it should be demonstrated by an applicant that pumps and
valves operate on normal and emergency power and that water pressure and
flow are as designed when the plant is operating (periodic system surveillance).
When the plant is shut down for refueling, the system should be tested for
delivery of coolant to the vessel.  The ECCS design should have provisions to
permit appropriate periodic inspection of important components and pressure
testing.

B. For new applications, the reviewer verifies that the ECCS piping design
incorporates provisions to allow for full flow testing (maximum design flow) of
pumps and check valves.  For those designs where it is not practical to conduct
the inservice pump testing at design flow and pressure, full flow testing at
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maximum design flow with analysis to extrapolate to design pressure is
sufficient.

C. For new applications, the reviewer verifies that the ECCS design incorporates
provisions to allow for testing of ECCS system motor-operated valves under
design-basis differential pressure. 

D. For new applications, when it is not practicable to achieve design basis
differential pressure during ECCS valve testing, a qualification test (under
design-basis differential pressure) prior to installation and inservice valve tests
conducted under the maximum practicable differential pressure is sufficient.

25. The reviewer determines any special test requirements and confirms that the proposed
preoperational test program for the ECCS is in conformance with the intent of
Regulatory Guide 1.68.

26. The reviewer evaluates the applicant responses to the following Task Action Plan items:

A. III.D.1.1 of NUREG-0737; the reviewer verifies that those portions of the ECCS
located outside of containment that contain or may contain radioactive material
following an accident are included in a leakage control program.  The leakage
control program should include periodic leak testing and measures to minimize
leakage from the ECCS. 

B. II.K.3(15) of NUREG-0660; the reviewer should verify that BWR applicants'
designs for pipe-break detection circuitry will not cause inadvertent system
isolation during pressure spikes resulting from HPCI and RCIC system initiation.
For those plants utilizing a time delay relay, the minimum expected response
time will be plant specific, the maximum response time should be no greater than
seven seconds unless the applicant provides proper justification for using a
longer response time.

C. II.K.3.21 of NUREG-0737; the reviewer should verify that BWR applicants have
studied the design of BWR core spray and low pressure coolant injection
systems to ensure that the systems will automatically restart on loss of water
level, after having been manually stopped, if an initiation signal is still present.

D. II.K.3.16 of NUREG-0737, the reviewer should verify that applicants have
evaluated methods to reduce challenges and failures of reactor coolant system
relief valves.

27. The reviewer verifies that the applicant has administrative procedures in place that
establish limitations on the ECCS cumulative outage times (GI B-61).  The reviewer
verifies that the applicant will prepare and submit annual reports on ECCS unavailability
(II.K.3.17) that also include information on: outage dates, lengths, and causes; ECCS
components involved; and any corrective action taken.

28. The reviewer verifies that the applicant has considered the following guidance regarding
the design of the ECCS miniflow systems necessary to insure safety related ECCS
pump protection: 

A. Assure that the minimum cooling flow provided for the ECCS pumps is adequate
under all conditions, including verification that the system configuration precludes
pump-to-pump interaction during miniflow operation that could result in dead-
heading one or more of the pumps.  The miniflow must be sufficient to prevent
damage to the pump(s) under all conditions.
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B. The miniflow system shall be designed such that the miniflow function can be
performed assuming a single failure.  A single failure should not result in
conditions causing no flow through the ECCS pumps.

C. In cases where only the miniflow return line is available for pump testing, flow
instrumentation must be installed on the miniflow return line.  This
instrumentation is necessary to provide flow rate measurements during pump
testing so that this data can be evaluated with the measured pump differential
pressure to monitor for pump hydraulic degradation.  

29. The reviewer evaluates the ECCS capability to provide reactor coolant system inventory
additions during reduced inventory operations as follows:

A. PWR designs and related operating procedures should have a means of
providing at least two available or operable means of adding inventory to the
RCS that are in addition to pumps that are a part of the normal decay heat
removal systems.  These means should include at least one high pressure
injection pump from the ECCS. 

B. The water addition rate provided by each of the means should be at least
sufficient to keep the core covered. 

C. Procedures should be provided for use of these systems during loss of decay
heat removal events.  The path of water addition must be specified to assure the
flow does not bypass the reactor vessel before exiting any opening in the RCS.

30. The reviewer verifies that the applicant has reviewed their ECCS design configurations
to identify any unisolable piping connected to the RCS that could be subjected to
temperature distributions which would result in unacceptable thermal stresses.  This
review should consider the potential for thermal stratification, thermal cycling and
thermal fatigue given the ECCS piping configurations.  The reviewer verifies that
appropriate action has been taken, where such piping is identified, to ensure that the
piping will not be subjected to unacceptable thermal stresses.  The review focuses on
ECCS configurations; reviewing the stress analysis and ensuring the stresses are in
compliance with the ASME code is performed under SRP Section 3.9.3.

31. For review of a DC application, the reviewer should follow the above procedures to verify
that the design, including requirements and restrictions (e.g., interface requirements and
site parameters), set forth in the final safety analysis report (FSAR) meets the
acceptance criteria.  DCs have referred to the FSAR as the design control document
(DCD).  The reviewer should also consider the appropriateness of identified COL action
items.  The reviewer may identify additional COL action items; however, to ensure these
COL action items are addressed during a COL application, they should be added to the
DC FSAR.

For review of a COL application, the scope of the review is dependent on whether the
COL applicant references a DC, an early site permit (ESP) or other NRC approvals
(e.g., manufacturing license, site suitability report or topical report).

32. For review of both DC and COL applications, SRP Section 14.3 should be followed for
the review of ITAAC.  The review of ITAAC cannot be completed until after the
completion of this section. 
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IV. EVALUATION FINDINGS

The reviewer verifies that the applicant has provided sufficient information and that the review
and calculations (if applicable) support conclusions of the following type to be included in the
staff's safety evaluation report.  The reviewer also states the bases for those conclusions.
(For completeness, this evaluation finding includes the review effort described in SRP
Section 15.6.5.) 

The emergency core cooling system (ECCS) includes the piping, valves, pumps, heat
exchangers, instrumentation, and controls used to transfer heat from the core following a 
loss-of-coolant accident.  The scope of review of the ECCS for the __________ plant included
piping and instrumentation diagrams, equipment layout drawings, failure modes and effects
analyses, and design specifications for essential components.  The review has included the
applicant's proposed design criteria and design bases for the ECCS and the manner in which
the design conforms to these criteria and bases. 

The staff concludes that the design of the Emergency Core Cooling System is acceptable and
meets the requirements of General Design Criteria 2, 4, 5, 17, 27, 35, 36, and 37;
10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(vi), (vii), (viii), (ix), (x), and (xi); 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xi), (xviii), and (xxvi) and
10 CFR 50.46. This conclusion is based on the following: 

1. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 2 with regard to the seismic design of
nonsafety systems or portions thereof which could have an adverse effect on ECCS by
meeting position C.2 of Regulatory Guide 1.29. 

2. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 4 as related to dynamic effects
associated with flow instabilities and loads (e.g., water hammer). 

3. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 5 with respect to sharing of structures,
systems, and components (SSCs) by demonstrating that such sharing does not
significantly impair the ability of the ECCS to perform its safety function including, in the
event of an accident to one unit, an orderly shutdown and cooldown of the remaining
units. 

4. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 17 with regard to providing sufficient
capacity and capability to assure that (a) specified acceptable fuel design limits and
design conditions of the reactor coolant pressure boundary are not exceeded as a result
of anticipated operational occurrences and (b) the core is cooled and vital functions are
maintained in the event of postulated accidents. 

5. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 27 with regard to providing combined
reactivity control system capability to assure that under postulated accident conditions
and with appropriate margin for stuck rods the capability to cool the core is maintained
and the applicant's design meets the guidelines of Regulatory Guide 1.47. 

6. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 35 to provide abundant cooling for
ECCS by providing redundant safety-grade systems that meet the recommendations of
Regulatory Guide 1.1. 

7. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 36 with respect to the design of ECCS
to permit appropriate periodic inspection of important components of the system. 

8. The applicant has met the requirements of GDC 37 with respect to designing the ECCS
to permit testing of the operability of the system throughout the life of the plant, including
the full operational sequence that brings the system into operation.

9. The applicant has provided an analysis of the proposed ECCS relative to the
acceptance criteria of 10 CFR 50.46, and with regard to the evaluation models the
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guidance of Regulatory Guide 1.157 or alternatively Appendix K of 10 CFR 50.  The
applicant has demonstrated that their ECCS designs satisfy the criteria for peak
cladding temperature, maximum calculated cladding oxidation, maximum hydrogen
generation, coolable core geometry, and long-term cooling in accordance with an
acceptable evaluation model.

10. The applicant has met II.K.3.18 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(vii)
for applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to eliminating the need for
manual actuation of the BWR ADS to assure adequate core cooling.

11. The applicant has met II.K.3.21 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(viii)
for applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to reviewing the design of BWR
core spray and low pressure coolant injection systems to ensure that the systems will
automatically restart on loss of water level, after having been manually stopped, if an
initiation signal is still present.

12. The applicant has met II.K.3.28 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(x) for
applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the BWR ADS-associated
equipment and instrumentation being capable of performing their intended functions
during and following an accident, while taking no credit for non-safety related equipment
or instrumentation, and accounting for normal expected air (or nitrogen) leakage through
valves.

13. The applicant has met II.K.3.45 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(xi)
for applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), in regard to an evaluation of depressurization
methods, other than full actuation of the ADS, that would reduce the possibility of
exceeding vessel integrity limits during rapid cooldown for BWRs.

14. The applicant has met III.D.1.1 of NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xxvi)
for applicants subject to 10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect leakage detection and control in
the design of ECCS outside containment that contain (or may contain) radioactive
material following an accident.

15. The applicant has met Task Action Plan item II.K.3.15 of NUREG-0660 which involves
isolation of HPCI and RCIC for BWR plants.

16. The applicant has met the requirements of Task Action Plan item II.K.3.16 of 
NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(vi) for applicants subject to
10 CFR 50.34(f), with regard to providing an evaluation of methods to reduce challenges
and failures of reactor coolant system relief valves.

17. The applicant has met the requirements of Task Action Plan item II.K.3.24 of 
NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(1)(ix) for applicants subject to
10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the adequacy of space cooling for long-term operation
of HPCI and RCIC systems for BWRs to maintain the operating environment within
allowable limits.

18. The applicant has met the requirements of Task Action Plan item II.D.3 of 
NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xi) for applicants subject to
10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the requirements that reactor coolant system relief and
safety valves be provided with a positive indication in the control room of flow in the
discharge pipe.

19. The applicant has met the requirements of Task Action Plan item II.F.2 of 
NUREG-0737, equivalent to 10 CFR 50.34(f)(2)(xviii) for applicants subject to
10 CFR 50.34(f), with respect to the requirement that instrumentation or controls provide
an unambiguous, easy-to-interpret indication of inadequate core cooling.
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For DC and COL reviews, the findings will also summarize the staff’s evaluation of
requirements and restrictions (e.g., interface requirements and site parameters) and COL
action items relevant to this SRP section.

In addition, to the extent that the review is not discussed in other SER sections, the findings will
summarize the staff's evaluation of the ITAAC, including design acceptance criteria, as
applicable.

V. IMPLEMENTATION

The following is intended to provide guidance to applicants and licensees regarding the NRC
staff's plans for using this SRP section. 

The staff will use this SRP section in performing safety evaluations of DC applications and
license applications submitted by applicants pursuant to 10 CFR Part 50 or 10 CFR Part 52. 
Except when the applicant proposes an acceptable alternative method for complying with
specified portions of the Commission’s regulations, the staff will use the method described
herein to evaluate conformance with Commission regulations.

The provisions of this SRP section apply to reviews of applications submitted six months or
more after the date of issuance of this SRP section, unless superseded by a later revision. 
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42. SECY-94-084, “Policy and Technical Issues Associated with the Regulatory Treatment
of Non-safety Systems in Passive Plant Designs.”

43. SECY-77-439, “Single Failure Criterion.”

44. 10 CFR 52.47, “Contents of Applications.”

45. 10 CFR 52.80, “Contents of Applications; additional technical information.”

                                                                                                                                                                                      

PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT STATEMENT 

The information collections contained in the Standard Review Plan are covered by the requirements of 10 CFR Part 50 and
10 CFR Part 52, and were approved by the Office of Management and Budget, approval number 3150-0011 and 3150-0151.  

PUBLIC PROTECTION NOTIFICATION

The NRC may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a request for information or an information
collection requirement unless the requesting document displays a currently valid OMB control number.   

                                                                                                                                                                                      



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages false
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


