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EVALUATION OF WESTINGHOUSE TOPICAL REPORT 

"INDIAN POINT UNIT NO. 2 

REACTOR INTERNALS MECHANICAL ANALYSIS FOR BLOWDO1WN EXCITATION" 

WCAP-7332-Ll (NES PROPRIETARY CLASS 2), FEBRUARY6 1970 

1. Provide the basis for the statement on page 14.3-36 of Reference 2 that 

the system mathematical model is conuservative and that further mass-spring 

resolution of the system would lead to further attenuation'of the response 

determined from the present mthematical model.  

2. Provide a description of the method used to separate the dynamic response 

of the columns from the response of the upper core plate.  

3. Provide justification for using a mathematical model where all long or 

short columns have identical dynamic response* In the event the upper core 

plate is considered as rigid, justify the Implied different responses of 

the upper cover plate under the long and short columns.  

4. -Provide justification for omitting possible coupling of vertical motions 

- with the horizontal motions in the model.  

5. -Provide basis for use of an axisymmetrical model to simulate the non

-axisymetrical structure and blowdown loads.  

6. Provide justification for structural partitioning of the internals to the 

barrel, and neglecting the possible loop structure coupling to internals in 

dynamic analysis.



7.The dynamic response of thermal shield under the loss-of-coolant accident 

is not described. Provide a summary of analytical results used to confirm 

the design adequacy under the LOCA transients# including the contribution 

of the discrete supports at the upper end,
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