
Nuclear Operating Company

South Texas Project Electric Generating Station 4000 Avenue F - Suite A Bay City, Texas 77414 -- NAA-

February 4, 2010
U7-C-STP-NRC-100035

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
One White Flint North
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville MD 20852-2738

South Texas Project
Units 3 and 4

Docket Nos. 52-012 and 52-013
Response to Request for Additional Information

Attached are the responses to the NRC staff questions included in Request for Additional
Information (RAI) letter numbers 299 and 302 related to Combined License Application (COLA)
Part 2, Tier 2, Sections 3.7.1, 3.7.2 and 3.8.4.

Attachments 1 through 15 address the responses to the RAI questions listed below:

RAI 03.07.01-15
RAI 03.07.01-16
RAI 03.07.01-17
RAI 03.07.01-18
RAI 03.07.01-19
RAI 03.07.01-21
RAI 03.07.01-22
RAI 03.07.01-23

RAI 03.07.02-17
RAI 03.07.02-19
RAI 03.07.02-20
RAI 03.08.04-20
RAI 03.08.04-21
RAI 03.08.04-24
RAI 03.08.04-26

There are no commitments in this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (361) 972-7136, or Bill Mookhoek at
(361) 972-7274.

STI 32607768
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on Z Ifto

Scott Head
Manager, Regulatory Affairs
South Texas Project Units 3 & 4
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5. Ri
6. Ri
7. Ri
8. Ri

I 03.07.01-15
1I 03.07.01-16
1I03.07.01-17
1I03.07.01-18

1I 03.07.01-19
I 03.07.01-21
1I03.07.01-22
1I03.07.01-23

9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

RAI 03.07.02-17
RAI 03.07.02-19
RAI 03.07.02-20
RAI 03.08.04-20
RAI 03.08.04-21
RAI 03.08.04-24
RAI 03.08.04-26
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cc: w/o attachment except*
(paper copy)

Director, Office of New Reactors
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
One White Flint'North
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852-2738

Regional Administrator, Region IV
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 400
Arlington, Texas 76011-8064

Kathy C. Perkins, RN, MBA
Assistant Commissioner
Division for Regulatory Services
Texas Department of State Health Services
P. 0. Box 149347
Austin, Texas 78714-9347

Alice Hamilton Rogers, P.E.
Inspections Unit Manager
Texas Department of State Health Services
P.O. Box 149347
Austin, TX 87814-9347

C. M. Canady
City of Austin
Electric Utility Department
721 Barton Springs Road
Austin, TX 78704

* Steven P. Frantz, Esquire

A. H. Gutterman, Esquire
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP
1111 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington D.C. 20004

*George F. Wunder
*Tom Tai

Two White Flint North
11545 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852

(electronic copy)

*George F. Wunder
*Tom Tai

Loren R. Plisco
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Steve Winn
Joseph Kiwak
Eli Smith
Nuclear Innovation North America

Jon C. Wood, Esquire
Cox Smith Matthews

J. J. Nesrsta
Kevin Pollo
L. D. Blaylock
CPS Energy
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RAI 03.07.01-15

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-2)

1. In the response to item I of RAI 03.07.01-2, STP made reference to Enclosure I to this RAI
response and also to revised Appendix 3H enclosed to response to RAI 03.07.01-13. In
Enclosure 1, STP included the "input spectrum" only for 5% damping for horizontal and
vertical direction. "Input Spectra" for other damping ratios were not provided. Enclosure 1
also included the response spectra for SSE design synthetic time histories for 2, 3, 4, 5, and
7% damping levels for horizontal and vertical directions. Marked-up Appendix 3H submitted
in response to RAI 03.07.01-13 provided a comparison of GMRS with the "Input Spectrum"
in the vertical direction only. The comparison of GMRS with the "Input Spectrum" in the
horizontal direction is not included in the Marked-up Appendix 3H (Enclosure to RAI 03.07.
01-13). In addition, Figure 3H.6-2 included in the marked-up Appendix 3H (Enclosure to
RAI 03.07.01-13) does not agree with the same figure shown in the revised Section
3H.6.5.1.1 of FSAR Rev 3. As such, the applicant is requested to review Figures 3H.6-1 and
3H.6-2 in the response to RAI 03.07.01-13 as well as in Section 3H.6.5.1.1 of the FSAR to
reconcile the discrepancies in the figures.

The applicant is further requested to provide in the FSAR the target "Input Spectra" for
horizontal and vertical directions for 2, 3, 4, and 7% damping ratios developed as per
guidance of Appendix C to SRP Section 3.7.1.

2. In the response to RAI 03.07.01-2, the time histories shown in Figs. 3A-251 through 3A-259
indicates that the selected duration of the synthetic time histories (using the 1952 Taft
Earthquake as the seed) does not provide sufficient time for these time histories to attenuate
to low residual ground motion values (zero acceleration and velocity levels) at the end of the
earthquake duration. The applicant is requested to provide further justification for selecting
duration of the synthetic time history which does not reflect real earthquake characteristics.
In addition, the applicant is requested to provide in the FSAR the following information:

(a) Comparisons between the target design spectra and response spectra of design time
histories for both horizontal and vertical directions for damping values of 2, 3, 4, and 7%
in accordance with the enveloping guidelines of SRP Section 3.7.1;

(b) The time increment of the synthetic time history records;

(c) The range of frequencies at which spectral accelerations were compared; and

(d) Confirmation that 5% damped response spectrum of the synthetic time history does not
fall more than 10% below the target response spectrum at any one frequency.
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RESPONSE:

1. COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Figure 3H.6-1, Comparison of GMRS with the Input Spectrum in the
horizontal direction, was inadvertently omitted from the enclosure to RAI 03.07.01-13
(submitted with Letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090112, dated August 20, 2009). However, this
figure was included in COLA Revision 3 (see Letter U7-C-NRC-090130, dated September
16, 2009), and therefore is not being resubmitted.

During RAI response development, some figures were found to be mislabeled. Specifically,
COLA Revision 3 Figures 3H.6-2 through 3H.6-14 were inadvertently labeled with incorrect
figure numbers and titles. The affected figures have been corrected, and the corrected figures
included in the enclosure to this response. These figures, as well as additional figures that
provide a complete set showing comparisons for three directions and three sets of soil
properties, are indicated in the table below. These figures will be included in a future
revision of the STP Units 3 and 4 COLA.

Figure Explanation
Figure 3H.6-2 Replaces Figure 3H.6-2 due to mislabeling
Figure 3H.6-3a Replaces Figure 3H.6-3 due to mislabeling
Figures 3H.6-3b and 3H.6-3c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-4a Replaces Figure 3H.6-4 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-4b and 3H.6-4c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties
Figure 3H.6-5a Replaces Figure 3H.6-5 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-5b and 3H.6-5c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-6a Replaces Figure 3H.6-6 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-6b and 3H.6-6c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties
Figure 3H.6-7a Replaces Figure 3H.6-7 due to mislabeling
Figures 3H.6-7b and 3H.6-7c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-8a Replaces Figure 3H.6-8 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-8b and 3H.6-8c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-9a Replaces Figure 3H.6-9 due to mislabeling
Figures 3H.6-9b and 3H.6-9c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties
Figure 3H.6-1Oa Replaces Figure 3H.6-10 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-10b and 3H.6-10c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties
Figure 3H.6-1 la Replaces Figure 3H.6-11 due to mislabeling
Figures 3H.6-1 lb and 3H.6-1 Ic Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-12 Replaces Figure 3H.6-12 due to mislabeling,
'Figure 3H.6-13 Replaces Figure 3H.6-13 due to mislabeling

Figure 3H.6-14 Replaces Figure 3H.6-14 due to mislabeling
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In addition, incorrect versions of Figures 3A-231 and 3A-232, Comparison of GMRS with
DCD Design Spectrum in Horizontal and Vertical Direction, respectively, were included in
COLA Revision 3. The correct figures are included in the enclosure to this response and will
be included in a future revision of the STP Units 3 and 4 COLA.

The "Input Spectra" for 2%, 3%, 4%, and 7% damping for the horizontal and vertical
directions, developed using Appendix C to Standard Review Plan (SRP) Section 3.7.1, are
shown in Figures 3.7-1b and 3.7-2b, respectively. These figures are included in the enclosure
to this response and will replace Figures 3.7-1 b and 3.7-2b submitted with Letter U7-C-STP-
NRC-090105, dated August 20, 2009. These figures will be included in a future revision of
the STP Units 3 and 4 COLA.

2. The time histories are being used for linear elastic analyses. For linear analysis, the duration of
the time histories is not critical provided the duration is comparable to recorded strong motion
earthquakes and the time history spectra match the target response spectra complying with
requirements of SRP Section 3.7.1. The synthetic time histories were developed using the
initial 22 seconds of the recorded Taft earthquake recorded time history. The ground motions
for Taft earthquake after 22 seconds are small. The duration of design time histories is
consistent with the strong motion duration of Taft Earthquake and the spectra meet the
requirements of SRP 3.7.1 related to matching the target spectra.

In the SSI analysis, trailing zeros (quiet period) are added to the synthetic time history, making
the total duration of the time history 40.96 seconds. This longer duration adequately models
the attenuation of earthquake motion. RAI response Figures 03.07.01-15a and 03.07.01-15b
(included below) show the acceleration and displacement response time histories from the
soil-structure interaction (SSI) analysis for the Ultimate Heat Sink (UHS) base slab. These
figures show that the responses smoothly decay after 22 seconds, and the peak responses
occur at times earlier than the end of time history record. Therefore, the results of analyses
are not affected by the time history not attenuating to residual values.

I
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The specific information requested in the RAI is as follows:

a) The comparisons between the design spectra and response spectra of
design time histories for both horizontal and vertical directions for
damping values of 2, 3, 4, and 7% are provided in the enclosure to this
response as new COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Figures 3H.6-12a through 12d,
3H.6-13a through 13d, and 3H.6-14a through 14d. It should be noted,
however, that, as stated in COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Section 3H.6.5.1.1.2, the
time histories (two horizontal and one vertical) were developed satisfying
the enveloping requirements of Option 1, Approach 2 of SRP Section 3.7.1,
Revision 3, Section II (Acceptance Criteria). In this approach the
enveloping requirements are applicable to spectra for 5% damping only.

b) The time increment of the synthetic time histories used is 0.005 seconds.

c) The range of frequencies and the frequencies at Which spectral
accelerations were compared are presented in Tables 3H.6-2d through
3H.6-2f provided in the enclosure to this response.

d) The 5% damped response spectrum of the synthetic time histories does not
fall more than 10% below the target response spectrum at any one
frequency, as shown in the enclosed Tables 3H.6-2d through 3H.6-2f.
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The STP Units 3 and 4 COLA will be revised as follows as a result of this response.

a. COLA Tier 2 Figures 3H.6-2 through 3H.6-14 will be replaced with the enclosed Figures
3H.6-2 through 3H.6-14. Note that these figures now include the comparisons for three
directions and three sets of soil properties.

b. COLA Tier 2 Figures 3A-231 and 3A-232, Comparison of GMRS with DCD Design
Spectrum in Horizontal and Vertical Direction, respectively, will be replaced with
corresponding figures included in the enclosure to this response.

c. COLA Tier 2 Figures 3.7-1b and 3.7-2b submitted with Letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090105,
dated August 20, 2009 will be replaced with the enclosed new Figures 3.7-1b and 3.7-2b,
showing the Input Spectra for 2%, 3%, 4%, and 7% damping.

d. Enclosed new Figures 3H.6-12a through 12d, 3H.6-13a through 13d, and 3H.6-14a
through 14d showing the comparison of Input Spectra and synthetic time history spectra for
2%, 3%, 4%, and 7% damping will be included in the COLA.

e. Enclosed new Tables 3H.6-2d through 3H.6-2f showing the comparison of spectral
acceleration values for the Input Spectrum and synthetic time history spectrum of 5%
damping will be included in the COLA.
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Enclosure to Response to RAI 03.07.01-15

Figure Explanation

Figure 3H.6-2 Replaces Figure 3H.6-2 due to mislabeling

Figure 3H.6-3a Replaces Figure 3H.6-3 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-3b and 3H.6-3c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-4a Replaces Figure 3H.6-4 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-4b and 3H.6-4c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-5a Replaces Figure 3H.6-5 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-5b and 3H.6-5c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-6a Replaces Figure 3H.6-6 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-6b and 3H.6-6c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-7a Replaces Figure 3H.6-7 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-7b and 3H.6-7c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-8a Replaces Figure 3H.6-8 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-8b and 3H.6-8c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-9a Replaces Figure 3H.6-9 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-9b and 3H.6-9c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-10a Replaces Figure 3H.6-10 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-1 Ob and 3H.6-1 Oc Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-1 Ia Replaces Figure 3H.6-11 due to mislabeling

Figures 3H.6-1 l b and 3H.6-1 I c Added for upper bound and lower bound soil properties

Figure 3H.6-12 Replaces Figure 3H.6-12 due to mislabeling

Figure 3H.6-13 Replaces Figure 3H.6-13 due to mislabeling

Figure 3H.6-14 Replaces Figure 3H.6-14 due to mislabeling

Figures 3A-231 and 3A-232 Corrected

Figures 3.7-1b and 3.7-2b Replaced

Figures 3H.6-12a through -12d New

Figures 3H.6-13a through 13d New

Figures 3H.6-14a through 14d New

Tables 3H.6-2d through 3H.6-2f New
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Input Spectral Comparison - Vertical
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Comparison for 3% Damping
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Comparison for 4% Damping
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Comparison for 7% Damping
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Comparison for 7% Damping
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Comparison for 3% Damping
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Comparison for 4% Damping
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Table31.6-2d- Comparison of Spectral Accelerations for Target 5% DamjpeSd eum and Synthetic
Time History Spectrum (E-W TirneHisto)

Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage
(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than

Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target
History - History -

(E-W) (E-W)
0.1 0.0106 0.0119 - 0.224 0.0757 0.0777

0.102 0.0112 0.0123 - 0.229 0.08 0.0845
0.105 0.0119 0.0129 - 0.234 0.0846 0.0919
0.107 0.0126 0.0136 - 0.24 0.0895 0.0996
0.11 0.0133 0.0147 - 0.246 0.0947 0.107

0.112 0.014 0.016 - 0.251 0.0994 0.113
0.115 0.0148 0.0175 - 0.257 0.1014 0.1171
0.118 0.0157 0.0193 - 0.263 0.1034 0.1195
0.12 0.0166 0.0211 - 0.269 0.1055 0.1215

0.123 0.0176 0.0231 - 0.275 0.1076 0.1235
0.126 0.0186 0.025 - 0.282 0.1098 0.1255
0.129 0.0196 0.0268 - 0.288 0.112 0.1281
0.132 0.0208 0.0283 - 0.295 0.1142 0.1314
0.135 0.022 0.0295 - 0.302 0.1165 0.1344
0.138 0.0232 0.0302 - 0.309 0.1189 0.1349
0.141 0.0246 0.0305 - 0.316 0.1212 0.1318
0:145 0.026 0.0305 - 0.324 0.1237 0.1219 1.5%
0.148 0.0275 0.0303 - 0.331 0.1261 0.1329 -

0.151 0.0291 0.0302 - 0.339 0.1287 0.1436 -

0.155 0.0308 0.0305 1.0% 0.347 0.1313 0.1513 -

0.159 0.0326 0.0313 4.2% 0.355 0.1339 0.1573 -

0.162 0.0345 0.033 4.5% 0.363 0.1366 0.1606 -

0.166 0.0365 0.0354 3.1% 0.371 0.1393 0.1622 -

0.17 0.0385 0.0385 - 0.38 0.1421 0.1583 -

0.174 0.0408 0.042 - 0.389 0.145 0.1508 -

0.178 0.0431 0.0453 - 0.398 0.1479 0.1641
0.182 0.0457 0.0483 - 0.407 0.1509 0.1779 -

0.186 0.0483 0.0511 - 0.417 0.1539 0.1824 -

0.191 0.051 0.055 - 0.427 0.157 0.1842 -

0.195 0.054 0.059 - 0.436 0.1601 0.1897 -

0.2 0.0571 0.0622 - 0.447 0.1633 0.1956 -

0.204 0.0604 0.065 - 0.457 0.1666 0.1925 -

0.209 0.0639 0.0674 - 0.468 0.1699 0.1756 -

0.214 0.0676 0.07 0.479 0.1733 0.1889 -

0.219 0.0715 0.073 - 0.49 0.1768 0.2054
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Table 3H.6-2d (Continued): Compnarisompof Spectral Acc1elrations for Target 5%o Damped Spectrui and
Synthetic Time History Spectrum (E-W Time History)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History - History -
(E-W) (E-W)

0.5 0.18 0.2133 - 1.096 0.268 0.3131 -

0.501 0.1802 0.2133 - 1.122 0.2712 0.306 -

0.513 0.1823 0.2061 - 1.148 0.2743 0.304 -

0.525 0.1845 0.194 - 1.175 0.2776 0.3014 -

0.537 0.1866 0.2049 - 1.202 0.2808 0.2998
0.55 0.1888 0.2104 - 1.23 0.2841 0.3034 -

0.562 0.191 0.2173 - 1.259 0.2874 0.3143 -

0.575 0.1933 0.2228 - 1.288 0.2908 0.3137 -

0.589 0.1956 0.2271 - 1.318 0.2942 0.3295 -

0.603 0.1979 0.2313 - 1.349 0.2977 0.3442 -

0.617 0.2002 0.2354 - 1.38 0.3012 0.3366
0.631 0.2025 0.2385 - 1.412 0.3047 0.3276 -

0.646 0.2049 0.2402 - 1.445 0.3083 0.3508
0.661 0.2073 0.2402 - 1.479 0.3119 0.3524 -

0.676 0.2097 0.2387 - 1.514 0.3156 0.3555 -

0.692 0.2122 0.2364 - 1.549 0.3193 0.3626 -

0.708 0.2147 0.2353 - 1.585 0.323 0.3688 -

0.724 0.2172 0.237 - 1.622 0.3268 0.3755 -

0.741 0.2198 0.2393 - 1.659 0.3307 0.377 -

0.759 0.2224 0.2429 - 1.698 0.3345 0.3599 -

0.776 0.225 0.2527 - 1.738 0.3385 0.3894 -

0.794 0.2276 0.2595 - 1.778 0.3425 0.3968 -

0.813 0.2303 0.2569 - 1.82 0.3465 0.3994 -

0.832 0.233 0.2622 - 1.862 0.3505 0.4027 -

0.851 0.2357 0.2669 - 1.905 0.3547 0.3804 -

0.871 0.2385 0.2702 - 1.95 0.3588 0.3969 -

0.891 0.2413 0.2711 - 1.995 0.363 0.4157 -

0.912 0.2441 0.2703 - 2.042 0.3673 0.42 -

0.933 0.247 0.2697 - 2.089 0.3716 0.4167 -

0.955 0.2499 0.2664 - 2.138 0.376 0.4158 -

0.977 0.2528 0.2605 - 2.188 0.3804 0.4123 -

1 0.2558 0.2614 - 2.239 0.3848 0.4421 -

1.023 0.2588 0.279 - 2.291 0.3894 0.442 -

1.047 0.2618 0.2846 - 2.344 0.3939 0.4312 -

1.071 0.2649 0.3019 - 2.399 0.3986 0.4344 -
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Table 3H.6-2d (Continued): Comparishonof Spectral Acceerations fo.rT aget-5% Damped Speru and
Synthetic Time History Spectrum (E-W Time Histor
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History - History -
(E-W) (E-W)

2.455 0.4032 0.4561 - 5.249 0.3661 0.4155 -

2.5 0.407 0.458 - 5.371 0.3649 0.3992 -

2.512 0.4067 0.4548 - 5.495 .0.3637 0.3969 -

2.571 0.4054 0.4526 - 5.624 0.3625 0.4013 -

2.63 0.4041 0.4573 - 5.754 0.3613 0.4031 -
2.692 0.4027 0.4499 - 5.889 0.3602 0.3971 -
2.754 0.4014 0.4415 - 6.024 0.359 0.3893 -
2.818 0.4001 0.437 - 6.165 0.3578 0.3906 -
2.884 0.3988 0.4532 - 6.309 0.3566 0.3964 -
2.952 0.3975 0.4547 - 6.456 0.3555 0.4052 -
3.02 0.3962 0.449 - 6.605 0.3543 0.3992 -

3.09 0.3949 0.4376 - 6.761 0.3531 0.3775 -

3.163 0.3936 0.4301 - 6.92 0.352 0.3885 -

3.236 0.3923 0.4464 - 7.077 0.3508 0.4094 -

3.311 0.391 0.4537 - 7.246 0.3497 0.4119 -

3.389 0.3897 0.4431 - 7.413 0.349 0.4112 -

3.467 0.3884 0.4255 - 7.587 0.347 0.4092 -

3.549 0.3872 0.434 - 7.764 0.346 0.3939 -

3.631 0.3859 0.4236 - 7.943 0.345 0.3753 -

3.715 0.3846 0.4266 - 8.13 0.344 0.3744 -

3.802 0.3834 0.4346 - 8.319 0.343 0.3821 -

3.891 0.3821 0.4275 - 8.511 0.342 0.3825 -

3.981 0.3809 0.416 - 8.711 0.341 0.3792 -

4.073 0.3796 0.4262 - 8.913 0.339 0.3773 -

4.168 0.3784 0.426 - 9.124 0.336 0.3774 -

4.266 0.3771 0.4199 - 9.328 0.33 0.3785 -

4.365 0.3759 0.4244 - 9.551 0.324 0.3648 -

4.466 0.3746 0.4249 - 9.775 0.319 0.3598 -

4.57 0.3734 0.421 - 10 0.314 0.3565 -

4.677 0.3722 0.4029 - 10.235 0.308 0.3522 -

4.787 0.371 0.4141 - 10.471 0.303 0.3331 -

4.897 0.3698 0.4194 - 10.718 0.298 0.3288 -

5 0.3687 0.4188 - 10.965 0.293 0.3356 -

5.013 0.3685 0.4181 - 11.223 0.288 0.324 -

5.128 0.3673 0.4196 - 11.481 0.283 0.3146 -
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fTab1e 3 H.26-2d (Continued)-: Cmparison of Spectral Ac t ftargJ%,Dampe S
Synthetic Time History Spectrum '(EW Time-History)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History - History -
(E-W) (E-W)

11.751 0.278 0.3073 - 25.707 0.1563 0.1683 -

12.019 0.274 0.2985 - 26.316 0.1537 0.1658 -

12.3 0.269 0.2821 - 26.882 0.1511 0.1622 -

12.594 0.265 0.3001 - 27.548 0.1485 0.1599 -

12.887 0.26 0.3014 - 28.169 0.146 0.1643 -

13.175 0.256 0.2846 - 28.818 0.1436 0.1656 -

13.495 0.252 0.2863 . 29.499 0.1412 0.1628 -

13.812 0.247 0.2711 ,30.211 0.1388 0.1631 -

14.124 0.243 0.2659 30.864 0.1365 0.1616 -

14.451 0.239 0.2621 31.646 0.1342 0.1585 -

14.793 0.235 0.2534 32.362 0.1319 0.1542 -

15.129 0.231 0.2577 33.113 0.13 0.1496 -

15.48 0,227 0.253 33.898 0.13 0.1454 -

15.848 0.223 0.251 34.722 0.13 0.1426 -

16.207 0.22 0.2464 35.461 0.13 0.1398 -

16.584 0.216 0.2412 36.364 0.13 0.1394 -

16.978 0.212 0.2305 37.175 0.13 0.1434 -

17.391 0.209 0.2316 " 38.023 0.13 0.1438
17.794 0.205 0.2273 38.911 0.13 0.1444
18.182 0.202 0.2253 39.841 0.13 0.143
18.622 0.198 0.2368 40.816 0.13 0.1419 -

19.048 0.195 0.2353 41.667 0.13 0.1428 -

19.493 0.1917 0.2275 42.735 0.13 0.1436 -
19.96 0.1884 0.2073 43.668 0.13 0.1449 -

20.408 0.1853 0.1903 44.643 0.13 0.1399 -

20.877 0.1821 0.1951 45.662 0.13 0.1425 -

21.368 0.1791 0.1997 46.729 0.13 0.1447 -

21.882 0.176 0.2008 47.847 0.13 0.1461 -

22.371 0.1731 0.1974 - 49.02 0.13 0.146 -

22.883 0.1702 0.2031 - 50.251 0.13 0.1454 -

23.419 0.1673 0.1967 -

23.981 0.1645 0.1908 -

24.57 0.1617 0.1788 -

25 0.1595 0.1709 -

25.126 0.159 0.1705 -
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Table 3H.6-2e• Comparison of Spectral Accelerations for Target 5% Damped Spe m7ant Sinthetkc
Tim-ie History Spectrum (I-S TieHso)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History - History -
(N-S) (N-S)

0.1 0.0106 0.0111 - 0.224 0.0757 0.0801 -

0.102 0.0112 0.0121 - 0.229 0.08 0.08 -

0.105 0.0119 0.0133 - 0.234 0.0846 0.0864 -

0.107 0.0126 0.0145 - 0.24 0.0895 0.0916 -

0.11 0.0133 0.0158 - .0.246 0.0947 0.0933 1.5%
0.112 0.014 0.0173 - 0.251 0.0994 0.0981 1.3%
0.115 0.0148 0.0187 - 0.257 .0.1014 0.1062 -

0.118 0.0157 0.0203 - 0.263 0.1034 0.1128 -

0.12 0.0166 0.0217 - 0.269 0.1055 0.1168 -

0.123 0.0176 0.0232 - 0.275 0.1076 0.1182 -

0.126 0.0186 0.025 - 0.282 0.1098 0.118 -

0.129 0.0196 0.0277 - 0.288 0.112 0.1189 -

0.132 0.0208 0.0303 - 0.295 0.1142 0.1235 -

0.135 0.022 0.0326 - 0.302 0.1165 0.1265 -

0.138 0.0232 0.0345 - 0.309 0.1189 0.1279 -

0.141 0.0246 0.036 - 0.316 0.1212 0.1294 -

0.145 0.026 0.037 - 0.324 0.1237 0.1342 -

0.148 0.0275 0.0374 - 0.331 0.1261 0.1387 -

0.151 0.0291 0.0374 - 0.339 0.1287 0.1429 -

0.155 0.0308 0.0375 - 0.347 0.1313 0.147 -

0.159 0.0326 0.0373 - 0.355 0.1339 0.1507 -

0.162 0.0345 0.0371 - 0.363 0.1366 0.154 -

0.166 0.0365 0.0369 - 0.371 0.1393 0.1569 -

0.17 0.0385 0.0373 3.2% 0.38 0.1421 0.1592 -

0.174 0.0408 0.0394 3.6% 0.389 0.145 0.1609 -

0.178 0.0431 0.0421 2.4% 0.398 0.1479 0.1621 -

0.182 0.0457 0.0457 - 0.407 0.1509 0.1628 -

0.186 0.0483 0.0502 - 0.417 0.1539 0.163
0.191 0.051 0.0557 - 0.427 0.157 0.1748
0.195 0.054 0.0617 - 0.436 0.1601 0.1886

0.2 0.0571 0.0668 - 0.447 0.1633 0.1903
0.204 . 0.0604 0.0702 - 0.457 0.1666 0.1804
0.209 0.0639 0.0708 - 0.468 0.1699 0.1804
0.214 0.0676 0.073 - 0.479 0.1733 0.1773
0.219 0.0715 0.0782 - 0.49 0,1768 0.1868



RAI 03.07.01-15 U7-C-STP-NRC- 100035
Attachment 1
Page 60 of 66

~Table 3H.-e(otne)Comparisonof Spectal Accelerations for adrget 5% Damp~ed Spe ctrUrn anld
Synthetic Tirnme ;History Spectrum (N-S Time History
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History - History -
(N-S) (N-S)

0.5 0.18 0.1939 1.096 0.268 0.2904
0.501 0.1802 0.1948 1.122 0.2712 0.2979 -

0.513 0.1823 0.2027 1.148 0.2743 0.3035 -

0.525 0.1845 0.2028 1.175 0.2776 0.3031 -

0.537 0.1866 0.2029 - 1.202 0.2808 0.3058 -

0.55 0.1888 0.2112 - 1.23 0.2841 0.313 -

0.562 0.191 0.1992 - 1.259 0.2874 0.3161 -

0.575 0.1933 0.2094 - 1.288 0.2908 0.3043 -

0.589 0.1956 0.218 - 1.318 0.2942 0.3225 -

0.603 0.1979 0.2219 - 1.349 0.2977 0.3322 -

0.617 0.2002 0.2257 - 1.38 0.3012 0.3329 -

0.631 0.2025 0.2263 - 1.412 0.3047 0.3266
0.646 0.2049 0.2249 - 1.445 0.3083 0.3396
0.661 0.2073 0.2251 - 1.479 0.3119 0.3465
0.676 0.2097 0.228 - 1.514 0.3156 0.3497
0.692 0.2122 0.2327 - 1.549 0.3193 0.3526
0.708 0.2147 0.2359 - 1.585 0.323 0.3577
0.724 0.2172 0.2348 - 1.622 0.3268 0.3644
0.741 0.2198 0.247 - 1.659 0.3307 0.3702
0.759 0.2224 0.2383 - 1.698 0.3345 0.3723
0.776 0.225 0.2463 - 1.738 0.3385 0.3694
0.794 0.2276 0.2468 - 1.778 0.3425 0.365
0.813 0.2303 0.2496 - 1.82 0.3465 0.3724
0.832 0.233 0.2574 - 1.862 0.3505 0.4028
0.851 0.2357 0.2647 - 1.905 0.3547 0.4082
0.871 0.2385 0.2705 - 1.95 0.3588 0.4003
0.891 0.2413 0.2718 - 1.995 0.363 0.3918
0.912 0.2441 0.2646 - 2.042 0.3673 0.393
0.933 0.247 0.2701 - 2.089 0.3716 0.4265
0.955 0.2499 0.2714 - 2.138 0.376 0.422
0.977 0.2528 0.2732 - 2.188 0.3804 0.4103 -

1 0.2558 0.279 - 2.239 0.3848 0.4202 -
1.023 0.2588 0.2851 - 2.291 0.3894 0.4271 -
1.047 0.2618 0.2907 - 2.344 0.3939 0.4331 -
1.071 0.2649 0.294 - 2.399 0.3986 0.4345 -
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'Table 3H.6-2e(Cont lnued): Comparison of Spectral Acelerations for Target5"Dap Spectm and ....
Synthetic Tirmei istory Spectrum (N-S Time History)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History - History -
(N-S) (N-S)

2.455 0.4032 0.4309 - 5.249 0.3661 0.4074 -

2.5 0.407 0.4462 - 5.371 0.3649 0.4083 -

2.512 0.4067 0.4494 - 5.495 0.3637 0.4079 -

2.571 0.4054 0.4537 - 5.624 0.3625 0.4027 -

2.63 0.4041 0.4421 - 5.754 0.3613 0.3928 -

2.692 0.4027 0.4258 - 5.889 0.3602 0.3905 -

2.754 0.4014 0.4424 - 6.024 0.359 0.3932 -

2.818 0.4001 0.4351 - 6.165 0.3578 0.3929 -

2.884 0.3988 0.4337 - 6.309 0.3566 0.3938 -

2.952 0.3975 0.445 - 6.456 0.3555 0.3905 -

3.02 0.3962 0.4484 - 6.605 0.3543 0.3839 -

3.09 0.3949 0.4447 - 6.761 0.3531 0.3916 -

3.163 0.3936 0.4247 - 6.92 0.352 0.3922 -

3.236 0,3923 0.4246 - 7.077 0.3508 0.3964 -

3.311 0.391 0.4452 - 7.246 0.3497 0.3951 -

3.389 0.3897 0.4372 - 7.413 0.349 0.3768 -

3.467 0.3884 0.4171 - 7.587 0.347 0.375 -

3.549 0.3872 0.4115 - 7.764 0.346 0.38 -

3.631 0.3859 0.428 - 7.943 0.345 0.3788
3.715 0.3846 0.425 - 8.13 0.344 0.3709 -

3.802 0.3834 0.4256 - 8.319 0.343 0.386 -

3.891 0.3821 0.4153 - 8.511 0.342 0.3889 -

3.981 0.3809 0.4184 - 8.711 0.341 0.3783 -

4.073 0.3796 0.4156 - 8.913 0.339 0.3706 -

4.168 0.3784 0.4101 - 9.124 0.336 0.3642 -

4.266 0.3771 0.4034 - 9.328 0.33 0.3599
4.365 0.3759 0.4171 - 9.551 0.324 0.359 -

4.466 0.3746 0.4159 - 9.775 0.319 0.3422 -

4.57 0.3734 0.4077 - 10 0.314 0.344 -

4.677 0.3722 0.4088 - 10.235 0.308 0.3423 -

4.787 0.371 0.4147 - 10.471 0.303 0.3321 -

4.897 0.3698 0.4036 - 10.718 0.298 0.3252 -

5 0.3687 0.3998 - 10.965 0.293 0.3213 -

5.013 0.3685 0.4018 - 11.223 0.288 0.3137
5.128 0.3673 0.4093 - 11.481 0.283 0.3232
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Table 3H.6-2e (Continued): Comparison of SpectrallAcelerations Target5% Dap e pec•um, and
Synthetic Time, History Spectrum (N-S Time History)

Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage
(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than

Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target
History - History -

(N-S) (N-S)
11.751 0.278 0.3143 - 25.707 0.1563 0.1846 -

12.019 0.274 0.3016 - 26.316 0.1537 0.1887 -

12.3 0.269 -0.2917 - 26.882 0.1511 0.1815 -

12.594 0.265 0.2816 - 27.548 0.1485 0.1703 -

12.887 0.26 0.2812 - 28.169 0.146 0.1643 -

13.175 0.256 0.2844 - 28.818 0.1436 0.1599 -

13.495 0.252 0.2854 - 29.499 0.1412 0.1563 -

13.812 0.247 0.2787 - 30.211 0.1388 0.1556 -

14.124 0.243 0.2722 - 30.864 0.1365 0.1554
14.451 0.239 0.2643 - 31.646 0.1342 0.1549
14.793 0.235 0.2558 - 32.362 0.1319 0.1553
15.129 0.231 0.2519 - 33.113 0.13 0.1548 -

15.48 0.227 0.2476 - 33.898 0.13 0.1538 -

15.848 0.223 0.2449 - 34.722 0.13 0.1529 -

16.207 0.22 0.2422 - 35.461 0.13 0.1517 -

16.584 0.216 0.2401 - 36.364 0.13 0.1506 -

16.978 0.212 0.2359 - 37.175 0.13 0.1501 -

17.391 0.209 0.2288 - 38.023 0.13 0.1502 -

17.794 0.205 0.2221 - 38.911 0.13 0.1505 -

18.182 0.202 0.2195 - 39.841 0.13 0.1502 -

18.622 0.198 0.2181 - 40.816 0.13 0.1502 -

19.048 0.195 0.2124 - 41.667 0.13 0.1499 -

19.493 0.1917 0.2048 - 42.735 0.13 0.1493
19.96 0.1884 0.1989 - 43.668 0.13 0.1491 -

20.408 0.1853 0.2104 - 44.643 0.13 0.1489 -

20.877 0.1821 0.2076 - 45.662 0.13 0.1485 -

21.368 0.1791 0.2035 - 46.729 0.13 0.1483 -

21.882 0.176 0.2014 - 47.847 0.13 0.1482 -

22.371 0.1731 0.1952 - 49.02 0.13 0.1482 -

22.883 0.1702 0.1882 - 50.251 0.13 0.148 -

23.419 0.1673 0.184 -

23.981 0.1645 0.1778 -

24.57 0.1617 0.1704 -

25 0.1595 0.1742 -

25.126 0.159 0.1767 -
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Table 3•H.6-2f: Comparison of Spectral Accelerations for Target 5% Damped Spectrum andSynthetic
Time History Spectrum (Vertical Time History)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History -V1 History -V1
0.1 0.0071 0.0101 - 0.224 0.0506 0.0534 -

0.102 0.0075 0.0108 - 0.229 0.0535 0.0552 -
0.105 0.0079 0.0115 - 0.234 0.0566 0.0582 -
0.107 0.0084 0.0123 - 0.24 0.0599 0.0617 -
0.11 0.0088 0.0129 - 0.246 0.0633 0.0652 -

0.112 0.0094 0.0135 - 0.251 0.0665 0.0683 -

0.115 0.0099 0.0141 - 0.257 0.068 0.071 -

0.118 0.0105 0.0146 - 0.263 0.0695 0.073 -

0.12 0.0111 0.0149 - 0.269 0.0711 0.0778 -

0.123 0.0117 0.0152 - 0.275 0.0727 0.0822 -
0.126 0.0124 0.0154 - 0.282 0.0744 0.0847 -
0.129 0.0131 0.016 - 0.288 0.0761 0.0845 -
0.132 0.0139 0.0166 - 0.295 0.0778 0.0812 -
0.135 0.0147 0.0173 - 0.302 0.0796 0.0854 -

0.138 0.0155 0.018 - 0.309 0.0814 0.0895 -
0.141 0.0164 0.0184 - 0.316 . 0.0832 0.0921 -
0.145 0.0174 0.0186 - 0.324 0.0851 0.0932 -

0.148 0.0184 0.0186 - 0.331 0.087 0.0935 -

0.151 0.0194 . 0.0195 - 0.339 0.089 0.0939 -

0.155 0.0206 0.0206 - 0.347 0.091 0.0959 -
0.159 0.0217 0.0222 - 0.355 0.0931 0.099 -
0.162 0.023 0.0236 0.363 0.0952 0.103 -
0.166 0.0243 0.0249 - 0.371 0.0974 0.1069 -
0.17 0.0257 0.026 - 0.38 0.0996 0.109 -

0.174 0.0272 0.0272 - 0.389 0.1018 0.1092
0.178 0.0288 0.0287 0.35% 0.398 0.1041 0.1096 -
0.182 0.0305 0.0305 - 0.407 0.1065 0.1124 -
0.186 0.0322 0.0327 - 0.417 0.1089 0.1183 -
0.191 0.0341 0.0354 - 0.427 0.1114 0.1238 -
0.195 0.0361 0.0385 - 0.436 0.1139 0.1264 -

0.2 0.0381 0.0418 - 0.447 0.1165 0.129 -

0.204 0.0404 0.0452 - 0.457 0.1191 0.1269 -
0.209 0.0427 0.0481 - 0.468 0.1218 0.1199 1.58%
0.214 0.0452 0.0506 - 0.479 0.1246 0.1203 3.57%
0.219 0.0478 0.0524 - 0.49 0.1274 0.1376 -
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Table 3H.6-2f (Continued):' Comparison of Spectral Acceleratiois` for Target 5%kDamped Spectruni and
Synthetic Time History Spectrum,(Vertical Tifme History)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History -V1 History -V1
0.5 0.13 0.1467 - 1.096 0.2019 0.2192

0.501 0.1302 0.1473 - 1.122 0.2045 0.2209
0.513 0.1319 0.1506 - 1.148 0.2072 0.2163
0.525 0.1336 0.1484 - 1.175 0.2099 0.2277
0.537 0.1353 0.138 - 1.202 0.2126 0.2264 -

0.55 0.1371 0.1486 - 1.23 0.2154 0.229
0.562 0.1388 0.1578 - 1.259 0.2182 0.238
0.575 0.1407 0.1568 - 1.288 0.221 0.2453
0.589 0.1425 0.1451 - 1.318 0.2239 0.2505
0.603 0.1443 0.1558 - 1.349 0.2268 0.2532
0.617 0.1462 0.1615 - 1.38 0.2297 0.2529
0.631 0.1481 0.1624 - 1.412 0.2327 0.2504
0.646 0.15 0.1613 - 1.445 0.2357 0.2466
0.661 0.152 0.1599 - 1.479 0.2388 0.2494
0.676 0.154 0.1597 - 1.514 0.2419 0.2577
0.692 0.156 0.1632 - 1.549 0.245 0.2626
0.708 0.158 0.1774 - 1.585 0.2482 0.2612
0.724 0.16 0.1746 - 1.622 0.2514 0.263
0.741 0.1621 0.1669 - 1.659 0.2547 0.2671
0.759 0.1642 0.1656 - 1.698 0.258 0.2677
0.776 0.1663 0.1654 0.54% 1.738 0.2614 0.271
0.794 0.1685 0.169 - 1.778 0.2648 0.2946
0.813 0.1707 0.1762 - 1.82 0.2682 0.2794
0.832 0.1729 0.1823 - 1.862 0.2717 0.2976
0.851 0.1752 0.19 - 1.905 0.2752 0.3047 -

0.871 0.1775 0.192 - 1.95 0.2788 0.2924
0.891 0.1798 0.1986 - 1.995 0.2824 0.3099
0.912 0.1821 0.1913 - 2.042 0.2861 0.3248
0.933 0.1845 0.2081 - 2.089 0.2898 0.3319
0.955 0.1868 0.205 - 2.138 0.2936 0.3319
0.977 0.1893 0.1905 - 2.188 0.2974 0.3102

1 0.1917 0.2056 - 2.239 0.3012 0.3101
1.023 0.1942 0.2134 - 2.291 0.3052 0.3294
1.047 0.1967 0.2171 - 2.344 0.3091 0.337
1.071 0.1993 0.2166, - 2.399 .0.3131 0.335
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iTfible 3H.6-2f (Continued): Comparison of Spoctrail cceleraton s for Target 5ý oDamped Spectrum and
Synthetic Time History Spectrum (Vertical Tinme History)
Frequency Target Spectral Percentage Frequency Target Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History -V1 History -V1
2.455 0.3172 0.3366 - 5.249 0.3656 0.3918 -

2.5 0.3205 0.3425 - 5.371 0.3645 0.387 -

2.512 0.3213 0.3443 - 5.495 0.3633 0.3886 -

2.571 0.3255 0.3509 - 5.624 0.3621 0.396 -

2.63 0.3297 0.3536 5.754 0.3609 0.3873 -

2.692 0.334 0.3613 - 5.889 0.3598 0.3866 -

2.754 0.3384 0.367 - 6.024 0.3586 0.4048 -

2.818 0.3427 0.3586 - 6.165 0.3575 0.406 -

2.884 0.3472 0.3755 - 6.309 0.3563 0.4029 -

2.952 0.3517 0.3927 - 6.456 0.3552 0.3828
3.02 0.3563 0.3983 - 6.605 0.354 0.3716
3.09 0.3609 0.3991 - 6.761 0.3529 0.3809

3.163 0.3656 0.4006 - 6.92 0.3517 0.3851
3.236 0.3703 0.4073 - 7.077 0.3506 0.3867
3.311 0.3752 0.4222 - 7.246 0.3495 0.3685
3.389 0.38 0.4347 - 7.413 0.348 0.3488
3.467 0.385 0.4162 - 7.587 0.347 0.3884
3.549 0.3863 0.3931 - 7.764 0.346 0.3934
3.631 0.385 0.419 - 7.943 0.345 0.3712
3.715 0.3838 0.4216 - 8.13 0.344 0.367
3.802 0.3825 0.4112 - 8.319 0.343 0.3804
3.891 0.3813 0.4072 - 8.511 0.342 0.3669
3.981 0.3801 0.3966 - 8.711 0.341 0.3589
4.073 0.3788 0.4033 - 8.913 0.339 0.3563
4.168 0.3776 0.4212 - 9.124 0.336 0.3603
4.266 0.3764 0.4112 - 9.328 0.33 0.3554
4.365 0.3752 0.3923 - 9.551 0.324 0.347
4.466 0.374 0.3998 - 9.775 0.319 0.3497
4.57 0.3728 0.4 - 10 0.314 0.3288

4.677 0.3716 0.4118 - 10.235 0.308 0.3309 -

4.787 0.3704 0.4134 - 10.471 0.303 0.3334 -

4.897 0.3692 0.3894 - 10.718 0.298 0.3315 -

5 0.3681 0.395 - 10.965 0.293 0.325 -

5.013 0.368 0.3967 - 11.223 0.288 0.3163 -

5.128 0.3668 0.3969 - 11.481 0.283 0.3117 -

i
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F~fable -3-H.-6-2-f ,(-Co~n~t~in~ued),:, Comp'Oar-ison ..o'f Spectra-l Accel1eratiofls f6r. Target 5% Damped SpectrumW an'd
:Synthetic Time History, Spectrumiw(Verticai Time History)
Frequency Design Spectral Percentage Frequency Design Spectral Percentage

(Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than (Hz) Spectral Acceleration Less than
Acceleration from Time Target Acceleration from Time Target

History -V1 History -V1
11.751 0.278 0.2999 - 25.707 0.1563 0.1818 -

12.019 0.274 0.2913 - 26.316 0.1537 0.1875 -

12.3 0.269 0.2869 - 26.882 0.1511 0.1815 -

12.594 0.265 0.2927 - 27.548 0.1485 0.1748 -

12.887 0.26 0.2874 - 28.169 0.146 0.16 -

13.175 0.256 0.275 - 28.818 0.1436 0.1496 -

13.495 0.252 0.2691 - 29.499 0.1412 0.1518 -

13.812 0.247 0.259 - 30.211 0.1388 0.1547 -

14.124 0.243 0.2489 - 30.864 0.1365 0.1535 -

14.451 0.239 0.25 - 31.646 0.1342 0.1592 -
14.793 0.235 0.2586 - 32.362 0.1319 0.1541 -

15.129 0.231 0.2559 - 33.113 0.13 0.1483 -

15.48 0.227 0.2509 - 33.898 0.13 0.143 -

15.848 0.223 0.2382 - 34.722 0.13 0.1367 -

16.207 0.22 0:2358 - 35.461 0.13 0.1336 -

16.584 0.216 0.239 - 36.364 0.13 0.1332 -

16.978 0.212 0.2318 - 37.175 0.13 0.1362 -

17.391 0.209 0.22 - 38.023 0.13 0.1393 -

17.794 0.205 0.2173 - 38.911 0.13 0.1423 -

18.182 0.202 0.2192 - 39.841 0.13 0.1447 -

18.622 0.198 0.2165 - 40.816 0.13 0.1461 -

19.048 0.195 0.2141 - 41.667 0.13 0.1425 -

19.493 0.1917 0.2073 - 42.735 0.13 0.1389 -

19.96 0.1884 0.2038 - 43.668 0.13 0.1358 -

20.408 0.1853 0.2047 - 44.643 0.13 0.1318 -

20.877 0.1821 0.2039 - 45.662 0.13 0.1332 -

21.368 0.1791 0.2043 - 46.729 0.13 0.1337
21.882 0.176 0.1998 - 47.847 0.13 0.1338
22.371 0.1731 0.1925 - 49.02 0.13 0.1341 -

22.883 0.1702 0.1813 - 50.251 0.13 0.1346 -

23.419 0.1673 0.175 -
23.981 0.1645 0.165 -
24.57 .0.1617 0.169 -

25 0.1595 0.1752 -
25.126 0.159 0.1783 -
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RAI 03.07.01-16

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-3)

1. The applicant is requested to clarify whether CSDRS is the same as DCD SSE design spectra.

2. In item 2 of the response to RAI 03.07.01-3 regarding FIRS, the applicant states that, "--the
Foundation Input Response Spectra (FIRS) were developed using the same probabilistic
models and analyses which were used for developing the Ground Motion Response Spectra
(GMRS). A detailed description of the seismic wave transmission of the site, and the
procedure to develop the GMRS, which are the same for the development of the FIRS, are
provided in COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Sections 2.5S.2.5 and 2.5S.2.6, respectively." Because
Section 2.5S2 cov7ers the development of the GMRS and not FIRS, it is not clear how FIRS
was calculated from the site response soil column. As' such, the applicant is requested to
further provide information on the development of FIRS, more specifically, clarify whether
FIRS at the foundation of Category I structures is developed as "SHAKE Outcrop" or
"Geologic Outcrop."

RESPONSE:

1. The certified seismic design response spectra (CSDRS) are the same as DCD safe-shutdown
earthquake (SSE) design spectra.

2. The foundation input response spectra (FIRS) are calculated using the same rock motions and
the simulated (randomized) profiles for the full height soil column model used in calculating
the GMRS, propagating the motion from bedrock to finished ground surface. The GMRS is
calculated from. the soil column responses at the finished ground surface level and the FIRS
are calculated at the foundation levels of the structures as "SHAKE Outcrop" responses.

Please also see the response to RAI 03.07.01-19, Item 3, which provides additional information
on the use of P-SHAKE and SHAKE programs.
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COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2.5S.2.6 will be revised to add the following paragraph at the end
of the Section.

•The FoundationInput Response SpectraF (FIS) are cakulatied using the same rockfmotions and
the simulated (randomized) profiles iforthe full height soil column model used in calculating the
GMRS, propagating the motior friom bedrock to finished ground surface. The GMRS is
Icalculated from the soil' column responses at the finished ground surface'level and the FIRS ard
generated at th& foundation levelsorf the structures as "SHAKE Outcrop",tesponses. TheiFIRS,
for_ Category I stnctues.are. included in. Apendices_3A-and 3H.
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RAI 03.07.01-17

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-4)

1. In the response to RAI 03.07.01-4, the applicant stated that SSI analysis is described in
Appendix 3A, as enclosed in the response to RAI 03.07.01-2. Section 3A.15 of this
Appendix states, "The backfill used along the walls of the structure will be granular soil
compacted to 95% Modified Proctor. Based on this, the backfill modulus and damping
values were calculated to lie between the upper bound and lower bound in situ soil
properties, shown in Table 3H.6-1. Therefore, the effect of the backfill is considered to be
bounded by the variation in soil properties used in the analysis." It is not clear whether the
backfill properties used in the SSI confirmatory analysis of the RB and CB are the same as
those shown in Table 3H.6-2. In addition, the method used to select the backfill strain-
compatible material properties is not described. As such, the applicant is requested to provide
the following:

a. Backfill material properties used for the confirmatory SSI analysis of the RB and CB, if
they are different from those listed in Table 3H.6-2. Provide the basis for selecting the
backfill properties and describe how the backfill properties will be verified during
construction.

b. Plots showing that the strain-compatible shear modulus and damping properties of the
backfill material are bounded by the lower-bound and upper-bound in-situ soil properties.
This information should be included in the FSAR.

2. In the response to RAI 03.07.01-2, Appendix 3A. 15 states, "Based on the site groundwater
conditions described in FSAR Subsection 2.4S.12, the groundwater elevation of
approximately eight feet below grade was used in the analysis to determine the soil
properties." In addition to the location of the groundwater table, the applicant is requested to
describe how the groundwater effects on the soil properties are treated in the confirmatory
SSI analysis. This information should be included in the FSAR.

3. The applicant references the tables and figures as enclosed in the response to
RAI 03.07.01-2, which contains composite SSI models of RB and CB in Figures 3A-264 and
3A-266. In response to RAI 03.08.04-5, the applicant stated that "The Reactor Building and
the Control Building will be founded on structural concrete fill." As such, the applicant is
requested to confirm whether the composite SSI model consists of the concrete backfill
material and Table 3H.6-2 includes the corresponding concrete backfill properties. If the
concrete backfill was not included in the composite SSI model the applicant is requested to
provide justification.
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RESPONSE:

1 a. The method used to calculate the strain-compatible backfill properties is described in
response to RAI 03.07.02-17,,Part 3. Please refer to the response to RAI 02.05.04-33
(submitted with letter number U7-C-STP-NRC- 100012 dated January 21, 2010) for
explanation of how the backfill properties will be verified during construction.

lb. Based on the calculated strain-compatible backfill properties, enclosed Figure 3A-230a
presents a comparison of the strain compatible backfill shear wave velocities (from revised
Table 3H.6-2, attached with the response to RAI 03.07.02-17, Part 3), strain compatible in-
situ soil shear wave velocities (from Table 3H.6-1), and strain compatible shear wave
velocities for the UBIDI 50 case from the ABWR DCD, Appendix 3A. Similarly, enclosed
Figure 3A-230b shows a comparison between the backfill damping profile and in-situ soil
damping profile.

For Figure 3A-230a, the strain-compatible soil properties for DCD - UB I D150 case were
obtained from the free-field response analysis of the UB soil profile provided in Table 3A-
2 of the DCD. The free-field response analysis was performed using strain-dependent shear
modulus and damping values provided in DCD Tables 3A-3 and 3A-4, respectively. The
DCD soil profile was analyzed using two time histories, each compatible with the 0.3g
Regulatory Guide R.G. 1.60 response spectra, applied at the ground surface. The strain
compatible soil properties for the DCD - UB 1 D 150 case, shown in Figure 3A-230a, are an
average of the strain compatible soil properties obtained from these two analyses. The free-
field response analysis was performed using computer program SHAKE.

Based on the comparisons shown in Figures 3A-230a and 3A-230b, the following is
concluded:

- The lower bound backfill shear wave velocities are, in general, higher than, and
therefore bounded by the lower bound in-situ soil properties (Figure 3A-230a). A small
variation to this observation in the upper few feet and lower few feet is not significant
in light of the overall trend of the comparison over the entire 90 feet depth of the
backfill. Therefore, the SSI analysis performed for the lower bound in-situ soil
properties bounds the higher properties of the backfill material.

- The upper bound backfill shear wave velocities are, in general, higher than the upper
bound in-situ soil shear wave velocities (Figure 3A-230a). Therefore, the SSI analysis
performed for the upper bound in-situ soil properties does not bound the lower bound
properties of the backfill. However, the upper bound backfill shear wave velocity case
is enveloped by the DCD Soil Profiles. This conclusion is based on the observation that
the DCD Case UBID150, which is the lowest shear wave velocity case in the DCD,
used lower shear wave velocity than the upper bound backfill soil case (Figure 3A-
230a). Variation to this observation in the upper few feet is not significant in light of
the overall trend of the comparison over the entire 90 feet depth of the backfill. Since
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the DCD soil profile was used for the Reactor and Control Buildings design, it is
concluded that a separate analysis including the upper bound backfill shear wave
velocity is not required.

- The damping values for lower bound, mean, and upper bound in-situ soil profiles are in
general lower than the damping values for the corresponding lower bound, mean, and
upper bound backfill profiles.

Based on the above, it is concluded that the strain-compatible shear modulus and damping
properties of the backfill material are bounded by the lower-bound and upper-bound in-situ
soil properties (or the DCD soil properties in case of upper bound shear modulus).

2. The groundwater effect was included in the analysis by modifying the compression wave
velocity, Vp, such that it is not less than 5000 ft/sec, except where Poisson's ratio, v,
calculated from the following Equation (1) is higher than 0.48. In those cases, v is set to the
maximum value of 0.48 and Vp is re-calculated using Equation (2). This information will
be included in a future revision of the STP Units 3 and 4 FSAR as indicated below.

1 (5000/Vs)2 -2
v = • 0.48 Equation (1)2 (5000/Vs) 2 -1I

V=Vs v-:2y Equation (2)'P 1-2v

3. The SSI model for the confirmatory analysis of the Reactor and Control Buildings did not
include the concrete fill; the basemat was modeled as directly supported by the in-situ soil.
The analysis was based on the standard plant models of the Reactor and Control Buildings
as described in the DCD, with the use of site-specific soil properties and site-specific
earthquake. Given the large margin between the site-specific in-structure response spectra
and forces obtained from the analysis and DCD spectra and forces, as presented in
Appendix 3A (see Supplement I to the Response to RAI 03.07.01-2 submitted with Letter
U7-C-STP-NRC-090153 dated September 22, 2009), modeling the in-situ soil vs. concrete
fill has no significant effect on the conclusion of the analysis, i.e., the site-specific
responses are bounded by the DCD responses. In the SSI model, ten feet of in-situ soil has
been modeled in place of concrete fill. In a model which includes approximately 450 to
500 feet of soil and a massive Reactor or Control Building, with a very stiff basemat, the
difference in mass and stiffness of 10 feet of concrete fill vs. in-situ soil will not have a
significant effect on the response of the structures, and these responses will still be bounded
by the DCD responses with a significant margin. It should also be noted that the as-built
analysis and design of the Reactor and Control Buildings will account for the concrete fill.
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The STP Units 3 and 4 COLA will be revised as follows as a result of this response.

1. Attached Figures 3A-230a and 3A-230b will be added.

2. Section 3A. 15 will be revised as follows:

3A.15 Site Conditions

SSI analyses were performed using the STP 3 & 4 site-specific soil properties. Both RB
and CB are founded on in situ soil. Soil backfill is used only adjacent to the walls. The
site-specific shear wave velocities are provided in FSAR Table 2.5S.4-27.

The strain-compatible soil properties for the SSI model were obtained from the same
models and ground response analysis which were used to develop the GMRS, as
described in Section 2.5S.25. A set of mean strain-compatible shear wave velocity and
damping values, along with the associated standard deviations, was calculated. The
calculated properties and associated standard deviations were used to develop the best
estimate (BE), upper bound (UB), and lower bound (LB) profiles. While the BE profile is
the mean profile, the UB and LB profiles are the mean +/- one standard deviation,
respectively, maintaining the minimum variation of 1.5 on soil shear modulus, per the
guidance provided in SRP 3.7.2. The corresponding compression wave velocity (VP)
profiles were calculated using the shear wave velocity and the Poisson's ratio. The
resulting strain-compatible properties for the three profiles are presented in Table 3H.6-

ba1 f on these analyss, otR and standar. w ell tion Of stoai comGIpatible soil
operties wercveloped. For thie bSanalysis, tes adof sowi ropvlutes weroe~used

(.e.. , mean, upper b,, o effect o the rbaon'ckls frcodhred three analyse
weby eh e. v The upper boudsand lnwerb6~nd properties were basedt envarylin
tanb standard deviatn. Table 3H.6 shows the unit w e•gh
(froTalwave 3e-:itY, ndwvetforaiop and samrpingwvaluesof various s
lyeFs used i the SSI anal" s q the 3an, Lipperobes.d and lower bound beLSe The
backfill used along the walls of the structure will be granular soil compacted to 95%
Modified Proctor. Based on this, the backfill modulus and damping values were
calculated as described in Section 3H.6.5.2.4. Based on the following analysis,-it was
corcluded that, tdiuadbeaneepathes pper bouv d and lower boURd in Situ Sowi propertie4s;-,

shwnT~able 3H.6 1: Therefo-r-e the effect of the backfill 4is considered to be bounded
by the variation in soil properties used in the analysis.

-based an the 6-lc-ulated stancmail acfill properties, as explained in Section
,3H.6.5.2.4,'Figure 3A-230a presen~ts a comparison of the strain~ compatible backfill shear
'wave velocities (from Table 3H.6-2), strain compatible in-situ soil shearV wave velocities
'(from Table 3H.6-1), and strain compatible shear wave velocities for the UB1 D1 50 case
firomDCD, Appendix 3A. ~Similarly, Figure 3A-230b shows a omparison between the

bakildamping prfile and in-situ soil damnping p ftle,

For igue 3-23a, h6 tran~cmpaibl sol pperiesfor DCD_ - _UBi Di50 ease were
,obtained-from the free--field response analysis of the UB soil profile provided in Table 3A-'
:2 ofthe DC ID. The free-fieldý response analysis'was'p performed using~ strain-dependent
shea'r modulus and da mping values prvided in,,DCD Tables 3A-3 and 3A-4,~
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respectively. The DCD soil profile was analyzed using two timrehistories, each
compatible with the 03g Regulatory Guide R.G. 1.60 response spectra, applied at the
ground surface. The strain compatible soil properties for the DOD - UBi D1i50 case'
shown in Figure 3A-23Oa, are an 'average ~of th4 e strain compatible soil properties
obtained from these two analyses. The free-field respo9nse ,analysis was performed, using
oml.puter program SHAKE.

Based on thecomparisons-sho iin-Fig-res A a7and 3A-230b, the followng is
concluded:

-The lo-w-e~r bobun'dýb-a-ck-fill shear wave ve'locities'are", in general, higher than' the
lower bound in-situ soil properties (Figure 3-230a). A small variation to this
observati-o'ninthe upper few feet and lower few feetis not significantin light.of'
the overall trend ofsthe comparison overothe, entire depth of theebackfill.o .
Therefore, the SS an~alysis performed for' the lower~ bound in~-situ soil proper~ties
bounds th'e higher properties of the bacfill m~aterial.

- jThe upper, bound backfill ~shear wave velocities are, in general, higherthan thEi
upper boundý ini-situ soil shiear wave vel Iocities (Figure 3A-230a). Therefore, the
SSF analysis performed for the upper bound in-7situ soil properties does'not bound
the lower bound properties of the backfill.,,However, thte upper bound backfill
shear wave velocity case is enveloped by the DCD Soil Profiles. This conclusion
is based on the observation that the DD Case UB1 D150, which is the, lowest
shear wave velocity case ~in the DOD, used lower shear wave, velocity th~an the
upper bound backfill soil case (Figure 3A-23Oa). ~Variati~on to this observation in
th~e upper !few feet is not signific'ant in liht of th~e overall trend of the comaio
over th~e entire depthof'fthe backfillr Since the DOD soil profile was us~ed for the
Reactor and Control Buildings design, it is concluded that a separate analysisincluding theupper bound backfill shea wave velocity is not req uired.

TJhe damping values for lower bound, me'an,,and upper bound in-situl'so'il profiles
are in general lower thanrthe damping values for the coes•dingdi lower bound,
mean and upper bound backfill profiles . ..

Baseed•orne<above it ois concluded that the sstra-in-a'compatible shear mtI- odUlUS,1da nd
darm ping properties of the backfill m aterial are boundded by thelower-bound and upper-
bound in~-situ soil properties (or the DCD soilproperties in case of upper b~ound shear
mo'dulus~).

Based on the site groundwater conditions described in FSAR Subsection 2.4S. 12, the
groundwater elevation of approximately eight feet below grade was used in the analysis
to determine the soil properties.

iThe groundwater effect-w-as n'-uded in the analysis by modifyingthe compression, w-ave
velocity; Vp, such that it is not less than 5000 ft/sec; except where Poisson's ratio, I v,
calculated from the following, Equation (1) is higher than 0.48. In those cases,•vis set to
the mnaximum valueof 0.48andVp is re uatcaedus ing Equation (2).
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'V
1 (5000/ Vs) -2
2 (5000/V ,S2 •0.481 Equation (1),

Equation (2)
2-2v~'

V 1-2v

3. The last paragraph of COLA Tier 2 Section 3A. 16.2 will be revised to refer to
Figures 3H.6-12 through 3H.6-14 as shown below, and Figures 3A-260 through 3A-262 will
be deleted since the same information is included in COLA Figures 3H.6-12 through 3H.6-14.

Figures 3H.6-12 throngh 31-.6-14 show the comIpa iVso _n of thne responsefspectra for the
syntheti~c time~ history, the Input ~Spectrum~, and 1 .3 times the InputSpectrum, in the two
horizontal and'vertical direction's for 5% damping



RAI 03.07.01-17 U7-C-STP-NRC- 100035
Attachment 3
Page 7 of 12

Enclosure to Response to RAI 03.07.01-17

Figures 3A-230a and 3A-230b will be added to COLA
Figures 3A-260 through 3A-262 will be deleted from COLA
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Damping (%)
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RAI 03.07.01-18

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-5)

In the response to RAI 03.07.01-5, the applicant cited DCD Appendix 3A in concluding that "the
potential effect of structure-to-structure interaction is relatively small." However, DCD (see
DCD Section 3A.9.7, Effect of Adjacent Buildings) also concluded that seismic soil pressure in
between the RB and CB increased due to structure-to-structure interaction (SSSI) effect. The
applicant is requested to provide soil pressure profile between the RB and CB, and discuss how
the potential effects of the increase in the seismic soil pressure in between the RB and CB due to
SSSI effect has been addressed and bounded by the certified design.

RESPONSE:

It is recognized that the seismic soil pressure in between the Reactor Building (RB) and Control
Building (CB) will increase due to structure-to-structure interaction effect. However, since the
site-specific Safe Shutdown Earthquake (SSE) Input Spectra is only about 43% of DCD SSE
Spectra (i.e., 0.13g modified RG 1.60 spectra vs. 0.3g RG 1.60. spectra), even with lower soil
shear wave velocity the resulting soil pressure is expected to be bounded by the soil pressure,
reported in DCD Table 3A-18.

In response to this request, additional soil-structure interaction (SSI) analysis has been initiated
to quantify the increased soil pressure profile between the RB and CB due to structure-to-
structure interaction effect. The confirmatory analysis showing that the soil pressure profile is
bounded by the certified design will be provided by April 30, 2010.

No COLA change is required for this response.
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RAI 03.07.01-19

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-6)

In response to RAI 03.07.01-6, the applicant referred to COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 3A. 17 for
description of the supporting media, dimensions of the structural foundation, and total structural
height for the Reactor Building (RB) and Control Building (CB). However, the referenced
section does not include the requested information for the Diesel Generator Fuel Oil Storage
Vaults (DGFOSV) which is listed as Seismic Category I structure in Revision 3 of the FSAR
Section 2.5S.4.10.2. As such, the applicant was requested to provide information on supporting
media for DGFOSV. Since the shear wave velocity parameter of the subgrade material (soil or
backfill) supporting this structure may be less than 1000 fps, the applicant is also requested to
provide quantitative results of the reconciliatory site specific seismic analysis (with appropriate
consideration of dynamic soil or backfill properties) addressing the potential impact on FIRS,
SSI, settlement calculations, and structural design concerning DGFOSV.

2. In the response to item 3 of RAI 03-07-01-6 it was stated that "The resulting
strain-compatible properties for the three profiles are presented in COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Table
3H.6-1." A review of Table 3H.6-1 indicates that the S-wave and P-wave damping ratio used
in the SSI analysis for an individual layer is the same. The applicant is requested to provide
the basis for maintaining the S-wave and P-wave damping the same for an individual layer.

3. In response to RAI 03.07.01-6, Item 3, the applicant states that, "The seismic-site response
analysis was conducted, as described in Section 2.5S.2.5ý using P-SHAKE to develop
Ground Motion Response Spectrum (GMRS). No reference to P-SHAKE program was
found in Section 2.5S.2.5 of Revision 3, and no proposed FSAR markup is provided for
future incorporation. As such, the applicant is requested to clarify whether P-SHAKE
program has been used to develop GMRS and strain-compatible soil properties, as described
in Section 2.5S.2.5, and if so, how P-SHAKE program performs site-response analysis (e.g.
deterministic or probabilistic method, etc.). The applicant is further requested to clarify
whether P-SHAKE program was also used to perform deconvolution of the SSE design
motion specified at the freefield ground surface to calculate the foundation motion for the
Seismic Category I structures.

RESPONSE:

(Paragraph 1)

The Diesel Generator Fuel Oil Storage Vaults (DGFOSV) are reinforced concrete structures,
located below grade with an access room above grade. The DGFOSV house fuel oil tanks
and transfer pumps. The DGFOSV are buried in the structural back-fill. The embedment
depth to the bottom of the mud mat is approximately 43 ft, the maximum height from the
bottom of the mudmat is approximately 59 ft, and the basemat dimensions are approximately.
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73 ft by 40 ft. Properties of the backfill are described in COLA Part 2, Tier 2
Section 3H.6.5.2.4. The DGFOSV will be analyzed using equivalent static method. The
seismic induced dynamic soil pressures on DGFOSV walls will be computed using the
method of ASCE 4-98, Subsection 3.5.3.2.

Two DGFOSV are located about 50 feet away from the south face of the Reactor Building
(RB), which is a heavy multistory structure. The third DGFOSV is located approximately 28
feet away from the north face of the Reactor Service Water (RSW) Pump House.
Considering the soil profile at the STP Units 3 & 4 site, the induced acceleration at the
foundation level of the DGFOSV during a safe-shutdown earthquake (SSE) event may be
amplified due to their close proximity to the RB (for the two) or the RSW Pump House (for
the third). To establish the input motion for the soil-structure interaction (SSI) analysis of the
DGFOSV, considering the impact of the nearby heavy RB (for the two) and RSW Pump
House (for the third) structures, an analysis as described below will be performed.

Five interaction nodes at the ground surface and five at the depth corresponding to the
bottom elevation of the DGFOSV foundations are added to the three dimensional SSI
SASS12000 model of the RB for obtaining free field responses for the two DGFOSV close to
the RB. These five nodes correspond to the four comers and the center of the DGFOSV.
This RB SSI model is analyzed for the STP site-specific SSE. Then, an average of the
spectra at five nodes at the surface and foundation each is calculated. The envelope of these
two average spectra and the 0.3g Regulatory Guide. 1.60 response spectrum will be used as
the input response spectrum for the SSI analysis of the DGFOSV. The DGFOSV and the
equipment and components inside the vault will be designed using the results of the SSI
analysis.

A similar SSI analysis, as described in the above paragraph, will be performed for the third
DGFOSV close to the RSW Pump House. Then, the enveloped response spectra for the two
DGFOSV close to the RB and the one close to the RSW Pump House will be used for the
design of all DGFOSV.

The comparison of response spectra (the minimum required 0.1 g Regulatory Guide 1.60
spectra, the FIRS, and the deconvolved SHAKE outcrop spectra) at the foundation level of
the DGFOSV is presented in COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Figures 3H.6-11d through 3H.6-11L. As
can be seen from these figures, the deconvolved SHAKE outcrop spectra envelop the
minimum required spectra and FIRS for the three sets of soil properties.

The applicable codes, standards, and specifications from COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Section 3H.6.4
will be used for analysis and design of the'DGFOSV.

The DGFOSV will be designed to the applicable loads and load combinations specified in
COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Section 3H.6.4.

The settlement information on the DGFOSV is included in COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section
2.5S.4.10.
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The analysis and design results confirming that the DGFOSV design requirements are met
will be available for review by April 30, 2010.

2. The P-wave damping ratios are assigned the same values as those calculated for the S-wave
damping ratios. This is based on the recommendations of the upcoming ASCE 4-09
standards (see Reference below). The recommendation is based on the recent observation of
earthquake data and the realization that the waves generated due to SSI effects are mainly
surface and shear waves. It should be noted that the S-wave damping ratios for the best
estimate profile are very low (around 1.5% and not exceeding 2%). Moreover, using the
maximum strains, as shown in FSAR Figure 2.5S.2-47, and applying the effective strain ratio
of 0.65, as described in FSAR Subsection 2.5S.2.5.4, the uniform strains for lE-4 hazard
level do not exceed 0.02%.

Reference Used for this RAI Response:

American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE), Seismic Analysis of Safety-Related Nuclear
Structures, ASCE 4-09, to be published in 2010.

3. The P-SHAKE program was used to develop the GMRS in Section 2.5S.2.5. A mark-up of
COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2.5S.2.5, that describes the P-SHAKE program and its use in
site response analysis, is included as part of the response to RAI 02.05.02-23 submitted with
STPNOC Letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090146, dated September 21, 2009.

The SHAKE program was used to perform deconvolution of the SSE design motion
specified at the free field ground surface to calculate the SHAKE outcrop motion at the
foundation elevation of the Seismic Category I structures.

The COLA mark-up for Section 2.5S.2.5 provided in response to RAI 02.05.02-23 is
reproduced in the following for ready reference:

"The description of the RVT approach in the STP COLA will be modified and expanded to
include a more detailed discussion. The first and second paragraphs of FSAR Section
2.5S.2.5.4, COLA Revision 3 will be revised as follows:

The site response analysis performed for the STP 3 & 4 site is conducted using the
program P-SHAKE (refer to Appendix 3C), which uses a procedure based on Random
Vibration Theory (RVT) (References 2.5S.2-52 and 2.5S.2-53) with the following
assumptions:

" Vertically-propagating shear waves are the dominant contributor to site response

* An equivalent-linear formulation of soil nonlinearity is appropriate for the
characterization of site response
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These are the same assumptions that are implemented in the SHAKE program
(Reference 2.5S.2-54). and that .n.titute standard practi.e for s te respanse
GaIGiions. 1n this respect, RVT ahd SHAKE solve the same prblem, but RVT wo•ks
with ground rnotion power specctral densities or response spectra (a~nd its relation to
peak values-), while SHAKE we~ks with individual time histories and their Feurier spectra-.
With respect to RVT imiplementation, the major stepis used in P-SHjAKE are as follows:

References:

2.5S.2-52

2.5S.2-53

2.5S.2-54

"Structural Response to Stationary Excitation," Journal of the
Engineering Mechanics Division ASCE, v. 106, No. EM6, December,
pp. 1195-1213, Der Kiureghian, A., 1980.

"Site-Specific Validation of Random Vibration Theory-Based Seismic
Site Response Analysis," Journal of Geotechnical and
Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vo. 132, No. 7, July, pp. 911-922,
Rathje, E. and Ozbey, C.M., 2006.

"SHAKE91: A computer program for conducting equivalent linear
seismic response analyses of horizontally layered soil deposits,"
Idriss, I. M., and Sun, J. I., Dept. of Civil and Environmental
Engineering, Center for Geotechnical Modeling, Univ. of California,
1992."
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The STP Units 3 and 4 COLA will be revised as follows as a result of this response.

1. Revise Section 3H.6.1 to add Diesel Generator Fuel Oil Storage Vaults as follows:

3H.6.1 Objective and Scope

1( " ieelGenerator Fuel Oil Storahge Vault for each-unit.

2. Add the following new subsection in Section 3H.6, and revise the subsection number for the
References:

3H.6[7 Diesel ~Generator Fuel Oil Storage Vaults (DGFOStVJ

the besYel 'er-at-rFuel Oil Storage aaults (•DGFOSV) are reinforced concrete structures,

located: below grade with an access room above grade. The DGFOSV house fuel oil tanks
ipand transfer pumbps. TheDo FfS are buried inthe structural back-fill. The embedment

bothtom oe ottom uof the mud matfis approximately43, ftthe maximum height frofm.tte
bofttm~ofthem'udmat is approximately 59 ft, and the basemat dimensions are
approximate ly73.ft by 40 ft. Properties of the backfil are described in Section 3H.6.$524!

Trhe DGFOSV will be analyzed using equivalent static method'. The seismicinduced
dynamidc soil pressures on DG FSV wallsand roof will be computed using the method of
ASCE 4-98,.' Subsection 3.5.3.2.2

ITwo DGFQSV are located about 50 feet away from th,,,t ac f h Reactor Building
(RB), which is a heavy multist6ory structue. The third DGFOSV is located approximately 28
ieet away from the northface of the Reactor Service Water (RSW) Rump House.
Considering the soi profile at the STUnits 3 &,4 site, the induced accel!eration at the
foundation, level of theD GFOSV during a gseavfehuttmay be
amplified due t6 their close proximi to the RB for the RSW Pump House (for
t~he 'thir~d). To establish the input motion for the soilstructure interaction (SSI) analysis of the
DGFOSV, considering the mpactof thenaby heavy RB(forthetwo and RSW Pumn
House (for the third) structures, an analysis as described bel w will be performed.

F've interaction nodes 'at the grounidsurface and five at the-depth corresponding to the
bottom elevation of the DGFOSV foundationsare added to thethree dimensional SSI
$SASSI2000 model of the RB for obtaining free field responses for the4-two DGFOSV close to
the RB.- These five nodes correspondto the four corners and the center of the DGFOSV.

iThs RB SSI model is analyzed for the STP site-specific SSE. Then, an average of the
spectra atfive nodes at the surface and foundation each is calculated. The envelope of
these two average spectra and the 0.3g Regulatory Guide*1.60 response spectrum will be
used'as~the input response spectrum for the SSI analysis of the DGFOSV. The DGFOSV
land the equipment and components inside the:vault will be designed using the results of the
,Sl analysis.!

Ksimilar S51l analysis, as described in the above pparag raph, will be performed for the third
DG FOSV close to the RSW Pump House. ~Then, ~the enveloped response spectra for the
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two DGFOSV close to the RB and the one close t -to the RSW Pump House will be; used for
the design of all, DGFOSV.

The' comparison of response spectra(the m.inimum required O.1g Regulatory Guide 1.60
,spectra,1the FIRS, and the deconvolved SHAKE outcrop spectra) at the foundation level of
the DGFOSV is presented iin Figures 3H.6-'1, through3iH.,6-1 1 L. As can be seen from
Ithese figures, the deconvolved SHAKE outcrop spectra envelop the Mninmum required
spectra and FIRS fr thethree sets of sol_ propertes.

Whe applicable codes•, sandaecds, and specifications from Section 3H.6.4-will be used for
'analysi.s and design of the DGFOS..

jThe DGFOSV will be designed tothe applicable ladsandlad-combination splecified in
'COLA Part 2,,.Tier,2 Section 3H.6.4.

The settlement formaon iheDG Vs includednSection2.5S .4.10.

3FL6A 3H6.8References

3. Add enclosed Figures 3H.6-1 1 d through 3H.6-1 1 L.
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Enclosure to Response to RAI 03.07.01-19

New COLA Figures 3H.6-11d through 3H.6-11L
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Comparison for 5% Damping

0.1

0.01

0.001

pl-IV

7/

N

-y
N

- N
I ----

( _7~ '-I

-.. . .. . f - . .. - T
i ;

(Red): GMRS
. (Blue): FIRS at 41 ft below ground surface

(Green): Outcrop spectrum at 41 ft below ground surface
resulting from synthetic time history applied at ground surface
(Red): RG 1.60 spectrum scak-d to 0.10g

0.1 I 10 100

Frequency (Hz)



RAI 03.07.01-19 U7-C-STP-NRC-100035
Attachment 5
Page 9 of 16

Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping

0.1

t-,

_.2

0.01

0.001

.- V,

N'V
/54

~/1 i "x

/ *~~77~7

-- U I

?f*_1

I-

I

(Red): GMRS
(Blue): FIRS at 41 Rt bclow ground surface
(Green): Outcrop spectrum at 41 ft below ground surface
resulting from synthetic time history applied at ground surface
(Red): RG 1.60 spectrnm scaled to 0.1Og

0.1 I 10 t00

Freauencv (1Hz1



RAI 03.07.01-19 U7-C-STP-NRC-100035
Attachment 5
Page 11 of 16

Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping

0.01

0.001

- - ... .. - 7: .... .. . .

'V

/ -

4 ,

K'

I -,

/
$

Ct

---If
-1'

1.'.

.

-t-

(Red): GMRS
(... .. . B l u e ) : F I R S a t 4 1 f t b e l o w g r o u n d s u r f a c e

_ (Green): Outcrop spectrum at 41 ft below ground surface
resulting from synthetic time history applied at ground surface
(Red): RG 1.60 spectrum scaled to 0.1Og

0.1 I 10 100

Frequency (Hz)



RAI 03.07.01-19 U7-C-STP-NRC- 100035
Attachment 5
Page 15 of 16

Comparison for 5% Damping
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Comparison for 5% Damping
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RAI 03.07.01-21

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-11)

1. In the response to RAI 03.07.01-11, Item 1, the applicant has not provided all the necessary
information as per acceptance criteria of SRP 3.7.1.11. 1 B. The applicant stated that "A single
set of time histories (two horizontal and one vertical) was developed satisfying the
enveloping requirements of Option 1, Approach 2 of SRP 3.7.1, Section H (Acceptance
Criteria), Revision 3." As such, the applicant is requested to provide the following
information: (a) the time step and total duration of record including trailing zeros, (b) how
the response spectra of synthetic time histories were calculated for comparison with target
spectra; i.e., number of frequency points and spacing, and (c) how the criteria, that the
response spectrum of the synthetic time history at 5% damping shall not fall more than 10%
below the target spectrum at any one frequency, was satisfied.

The accompanying marked-up Section 3H.6.5.1.1.2 is not included in the updated FSAR,
Rev 3. The applicant is requested to incorporate the mark-up Section 3H.6.5.1.1.2, "Design
Time Histories," in response to this RAI in the next FSAR revision.

RESPONSE:

1. The information requested in the RAI is provided in the following:

(a) The time step and duration of the synthetic time histories are 0.005 seconds and 22 seconds
respectively. When the time histories are input in SSI analysis using SASSI2000 program,
trailing zeros are added at the end of 22 seconds to yield a total duration of 40.96 seconds
(the time step of trailing zeros is also 0.005 seconds).

(b) The response spectra of synthetic time histories were calculated for comparison with target
spectra at 275 frequency points with spacing as shown in Tables 3H.6-2d through 3H.6-2f
provided with the response to RAI 03.07.01-15, Part 2c, submitted concurrently with this
response.

(c) As shown in Tables 3H.6-2d through 3H.6-2f, provided with Response to RAI 03.07.01-15,
Part 2c, the 5% damped response spectra of the synthetic time histories do not fall more
than 10% below the target response spectrum at any frequency.

The COLA mark-up for Section 3H.6.5.1.1.2 submitted with the response to RAI 03.07.01-11
with letter 07-C-STP-NRC-090128 dated September 3, 2009 will be incorporated in a future
revision of COLA.
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COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 3H.6.5.1.1.2 will be revised as follows:

3H.6.5.1.1.2 Design Time Histories

Synthetic acceleration time histories consistent with the Input Spectra defined and discussed
in Subsection 3H.6.5.1.1.1 were developed, using the 1952 Taft Earthquake Time Histories as
seed, for use as input to the seismic analysis. A single set of time histories (two horizontal
and one vertical) was developed satisfying the enveloping requirements of Option 1, Approach
2 of SRP 3.7.1, Section II (Acceptance Criteria), Revision 3. Per paragraph 2(d) of Approach
2, in lieu of the power spectrum density requirement, the requirement that the computed 5%
damped response spectrum of the synthetic time history does not exceed the target response
spectrum at any frequency by more than 30% was met. In the time history method of
analysis, the two horizontal and the vertical time histories were applied separately (not applied
simultaneously) and the maximum responses were combined using the square-root-of-the-
sum-of-the-squares (SRSS) or the 100-40-40 percent spatial combination rule. Therefore, per
Regulatory Guide 1.92, Revision 2, statistical independence of the three time histories (cross-
correlation coefficient requirement) is not required.

Figures 3H.6-12 through 3H.6-14 show the comparison of the response spectrum for the
synthetic time history, the Input Spectrum, and 1.3 times the Input Spectrum, in the two
horizontal and vertical directions. The reonsp spectra of synthetic time histories were
pcl-a ed-forcomparison with target spectra at 275 frequency points with spacing as shown in
Tables'3H.6-2dthrough 3H.6-2f.As shown in Tables 3H.6-2d'thrrough 3H.6-2f,,the 5%
damped response spectra of the synthetic time histories do not fall more than 10% below
the target response spectrum at anyfrequency.•

tThe time step and duration of the synthetic time histories are s
respectively; When the time histoes are input in SSI analysis using SASS12000 program,
trailing zeros are added at the end of 22 seconds to, yield a dtotaludration of 40.96 seconds
(thjtme step of trai 1-ng zero~s is ~also 0.005 ~second s).

The duration of the time histories for Arias Intensity to rise from 5% to 75% is 11.2 seconds for
the two horizontal design time histories and 12.2 seconds for the vertical design time history.



RAI 03.07.01-22 U7-C-STP-NRC- 100035
Attachment 7

Page 1 of 2

RAI 03.07.01-22

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.01-12)

In the response to RAI 03.07.01-12, Item 3, the applicant stated that, (SSE) damping
values are used for the generation of In-Structure Response Spectra since the Ultimate Heat
Sink structure is highly stressed during the SSE event. " As such, the applicant is requested to
provide in the FSAR a table of stress levels for each of the site-specific structures within which
the In-Structure Response Spectra (ISRS) is being generated. This should include representative
examples of stresses in both walls and floors and a comparison of stress levels to code allowable
stresses. Comparison should be provided for in-plane stresses as well as for out-of-plane stresses.
Based on the comparison of actual and code allowable stresses, a technical justification should
be provided for the selected damping value.

RESPONSE:

In the latest Soil-Stru6ture Interaction (SSI) analysis of the Ultimate Heat Sink and Reactor
Service Water Pump House (submitted with letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090208 dated November 19,
2009), OBE damping value of 4% was used for generation of In-Structure Response Spectra in
accordance with Table 2 of Regulatory Guide 1.61, Revision 1. Since Safe-Shutdown
Earthquake (SSE) damping is no longer used, there is no need for inclusion of a table in the
FSAR for comparison of stress levels to code allowable stresses.
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COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 3H.6.5.1.2 will be revised as shown below:

3H.6.5.1.2 Percentage of Critical Damping Values

The percentages of critical damping values considered in the seismic analysis for site-
specific seismic Category I structures and associated systems and components are the
same as listed in DCD Table 3.7-1. The dampinq values are the same as in Regulatory
Guides 1.61 and 1.84, except for the cable trays and conduits, as explained in DCD Section
3.7.1.3. The OBE999 dampingq values were used for the generation of in-structure response
spectra (ISRS)lin•c'•÷e the UIHS tr"ct"re is hi-hl, tedduring the SSE eeUn-t:A
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RAI 03.07.01-23

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to Partial Response to RAI 03.07.01-13)

With regard to Item c of the response to RAI 03.07.01-13, the applicant is requested to address
the following:

1. The applicant is requested to provide all missing information in Tables 3H.6-3 through
3H.6-8 and Figures 3H.6-15 through 3H.6-40.

2. The applicant states that "Development of strain-compatible soil properties for use in the
SSI analysis is described in Section 3H.6.5.2.4;" A number of inconsistencies were noted
among some of the Figures included in Section 3H.6. For example, in revision 3 of FSAR,
Figure 3H.6-2, "Comparison of GMRS with the input spectrum (vertical)," does not match
with Figure 3H.6-1 for the same comparison provided for horizontal. In addition, Figures
3H.6-9, 3H.6-10, and 3H.6-11 for comparison of spectra at foundation of UHS basin, RSW
Tunnel, and RSW Pump House, respectively, in the z direction do not match with similar
figures provided for the same structures in the x and y directions in Figures 3H6-3 through
3H6-8. Similar discrepancies are found for Figures 3H.6-12, 3H.6-13 and 3H.6-14. The
applicant is requested to correct, as appropriate Figure 3H.6-1 and 3H.6-2, as well as Figures
3H.6-9 through 3H.6-14.

3. Section 3H6.5. .1.1 (b) states that "When a deconvolution analysis is performed in the
SHAKE program with the Input Spectrum applied at the free field ground surface, the
resulting response spectrum at the outcrop of each Seismic Category Ifoundation will
envelop the foundation input response spectrum (FIRS) developed using the same
probabilistic approach and model which was used to develop the GMRS." While this
approach uses an ensemble of soil profiles to demonstrate that FIRS is enveloped with the
Input Spectrum applied atthe free field ground surface, the SSI analysis discussed in Section
3H.6.5.2.4 uses a deterministic approach with three soil profiles only. As such, the applicant
is requested to provide at the foundations of each Category I structures a comparison of the
FIRS and envelope of the three response spectra obtained (through deconvolution analysis
with three SSI soil profiles) using the SHAKE program with the input design time history as
applied at the free ground surface. The applicant is also requested to show that the FIRS are
enveloped by the envelope of the three response spectra obtained above. Include this
comparison in the FSAR.

4. Section 3H.6.5.2.4 states that "The soil layer thicknesses used in the SSI model were
sufficiently small to transmit frequency up to 33 Hz for mean soil properties." Based on the
shear wave velocities and layer thicknesses presented in Tables 3H.6-1 & 2 in the response,
the applicant is requested to provide the criteria and its basis to justify that the model
composed of soil and backfill material is capable of transmitting frequencies up to 33 Hz.
Include this justification in the FSAR.
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5. The response did not describe how the strain-compatible backfill properties are calculated.
As such, the applicant is requested to describe in the FSAR as to how the lower bound, best
estimate, and upper bound strain compatible backfill properties provided in Table 3H.6-2
were obtained.

RESPONSE:

1. The results of seismic analysis of the UHS/Pump House structure were provided in
Supplement 1 to the response to RAI 03.07.01-13, submitted with Letter
U7-C-STP-NRC-090208 dated November 19, 2009 (ML093270047). This response included
Tables 3H.6-3 and 3H.6-4, and Figures 3H.6-15 through 3H.6-40. The results of the
Ultimate Heat Sink (UHS) Pump House design were provided in the Supplement 2 response
to RAI 03.07.01-13, submitted with Letter U7-C-STP-NRC-090230, dated December 30,
2009 (ML100050225). This response included Tables 3H.6-5 through 3H.6-8, and
Figures 3H.6-41 through 3H.6-136.

2. The requested COLA Part 2, Tier 2 figure corrections are provided in the response to
RAI 03.07.01-15, Part 1 provided concurrently with this response.

3. Figures 3A-233 through 3A-250, included in COLA Revision 3, provide, for the ABWR
standard plant Category I structures (Reactor and Control Buildings), a comparison of the
foundation input response spectrum (FIRS) and envelope of the three response spectra
obtained (through deconvolution analysis with three soil-structure interaction (SSI) soil
profiles) using the SHAKE program with the input design time history applied at the free
field ground surface. The same information for the site-specific structures (UHS, RSW Pump
House, RSW Piping Tunnel, and Diesel Generator Fuel Oil Storage Vaults) is provided in
Figures 3H.6-3a through 1 IL, included with response to RAI 03.07.01-15 and
RAI 03.07.01-19 being submitted concurrently. As can be seen from these figures, the FIRS
are enveloped in all cases, including all three sets of soil properties, by the corresponding
response spectra obtained from the deconvolution analyses.

4. The requested justification is provided in response to RAI 03.07.02-17, Part 1.

5. The requested information is provided in response to RAI 03.07.02-17, Part 3.

No additional COLA revision is required as a result of this response.
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RAI 03.07.02-17

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.02-5)

1. In the response to Item 1 of RAI 03.07.02-5, the applicant states that, "The soil layer
thicknesses used in the SSI model were sufficiently small to transmit frequencies up to 33
Hz for mean in-situ soil properties. As described in the COLA markup for Section
3H.6.5.2.4 as provided in the response for RAI 03.07.01-3, in order to account for the
backfill placed adjacent to the walls, an additional set of SSI analyses was performed by
modeling the backfill as the soil horizon above the foundation level in the SASSI2000
model The soil layer thicknesses used for the backfill were sufficiently small to transmit
frequencies up to 33 Hz for the mean backfill soil properties." The applicant is requested to
provide the criteria and quantitative basis that shows the soil and backfill layer thicknesses,
as shown in Table 3H.6-1 and 3H.6-2 are sufficiently small to transmit frequencies up to 33
Hz for the SSI analysis using SASSI2000. Also provide justification for not using lower
bound soil/back fill properties in determining the soil layer thickness to be able to transmit
frequencies up to 33 Hz.

2. In the response to Item 2 of RAI 03.07.02-5, the applicant states that, "SASSI2000
"Transmitting boundaries" were used at side boundaries of the model." SASSI is based on
a substructure method that does not use lateral transmitting boundaries on the side, and half
space boundary at the bottom of the SSI model, such as those used by the total SSI models in
which the structure and soil domain are analyzed together in one step. As such, the applicant
is requested to revise the statement in the response to this RAI.

3. In the responseito Item 3 of RAI 03.07.02-5, the applicant refersto the response to RAI
03.07.01-3. However, the level of details is not sufficient. The applicant is requested to
describe in sufficient details how the strain-compatible back fill properties for the lower
bound, upper bound and best estimate cases are developed from the results of probabilistic
site response analysis, as described in COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2.5S.2.

4. In the response to Item 6 of RAI 03.07.02-5, the applicant has stated that the results of SSI
analysis of the UHS basin, RSW Pump House and RSW Piping Tunnel will be provided at a
later date by November 24, 2009. The applicant is requested to provide these results so that,
the review can be completed.

RESPONSE:

1. The layer thicknesses used in the soil-structure interaction (SSI) model for both in-situ soil
and backfill soil were modified from those shown in Tables 3H.6-1 and 3H.6-2 to be
sufficiently small to conservatively transmit frequencies up to 33 Hz for the corresponding
mean soil properties. The attached Tables 3H.6-1a, b, and c provide the actual layer
thicknesses used, along with the strain-compatible soil properties data and passing frequency
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values for the three in-situ soil profiles, i.e., mean, upper bound, and lower bound,
respectively. Similar data for the backfill are provided in Tables 3H.6-2a, b, and c. The layer
thicknesses, H, were computed using the following equation:

H=V, /(5' Ft-,)

where V, is the shear wave velocity and Ft-s is the transmittal frequency.

Where an adjusted in-situ soil layer in the SSI model crosses two or more soil layers in
Table 3H.6-1, the adjusted shear and compression wave velocities are calculated to produce
an equivalent speed of travel through the SSI model layer:

V =t / I (ti / Vl)+(t2 /V2)+ ... +(tn/n.)]

where V is the wave velocity in the adjusted layer, t is the adjusted layer thickness, tn is
the thickness of soil layer n (from Table 3H.6-1) within the adjusted layer, and Vn is the
wave velocity in soil layer n (from Table 3H 6-1) within the adjusted layer.

The adjusted unit weight y and damping ratio d are calculated on a weighted average basis
(with respect to layer thickness), as follows:

Y = [71 tl +Y•2 t2 + .... Q•n n / t

d= =[di t, + d2 t2+ .. +dn tn] / t

where Yn is the unit weight and dn is the damping ratio of layer n from (Table 3H.6-1)
within the adjusted layer.

The procedure used for the adjustment of the backfill soil properties is the same as provided
above, except that the values from Table 3H.6-2 are used instead of Table 3H.6-1.

In the SSI model, the layer thicknesses used for the mean soil case were also used for the
lower bound and upper bound in-situ and back fill soil, as shown in Tables 3H.6-1a, b, and c,
and 3H.6-2a, b, and c. Based on the above equation, the transmittal frequencies for the lower
bound soil layers are 26 Hz or higher. ASCE 4-98, Section 3.3.3.5 recommends that "The
cutoff frequency may be taken as twice the highest dominant frequency of the coupled soil-
structure system for the direction under consideration, but not less than 10 Hz." The
dominant frequency of coupled soil-structure system has been calculated using the procedure
recommended in ASCE 4-98, Section 3.3.3.5. Based on this calculation the highest
frequency of the coupled soil-structure system is less than 6 Hz. Thus, the cutoff frequency is
required to be at least 12 Hz. The lower bound soil model's lowest transmittal frequency of
26 Hz is larger than the required 12 Hz, and therefore is acceptable.

2. The statement will be revised to state that SASSI2000 implicitly considers transmitting
boundaries in the formulation of impedance calculation. SASS12000 sub-structuring method
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has been used and no boundary condition besides the standard SASSI2000 elastic half space
at the bottom of the site soil layering was used.

3. Based on the physical properties of the backfill described in Section 3H.6.5.2.4, its strain
compatible dynamic soil properties are estimated using the following steps:

A. Determine Safe Shutdown Earthquake (SSE) compatible soil shear strains in the backfill

It is assumed that the strains in the backfill are same as in the surrounding soil (in-situ
soil). This assumption is reasonable because the extent of the backfill is small as
compared to the surrounding soil and the primary motion of the backfill will be about the
same as the surrounding soil. The strain in the in-situ soil is calculated using the
following steps:

(a) The ratio G / Gmax for an in-situ stratum is calculated using the mean strain
compatible shear wave velocity (V strain) in layers (from Table 3H.6-1) within the
stratum and the average field measured shear wave velocity ( V-fieId , from Table
2.5S.4-27) in the following equation:

G / Gmax = [V- strain / Vfield 1 2

(b) Using the shear modulus degradation curve (see Table 2.5S.4-32) of the soil stratum
and the above calculated G / Gmax ratio, the SSE induced shear strain is calculated
for the stratum.

(c) An average value of shear strain is calculated for the entire backfill depth by
averaging the strain values for all the strata.

B. Determine the strain compatible shear modulus and damping values of the backfill

The backfill is granular soil compacted to 95% Modified Proctor (85% relative density).
Based on this, shear modulus degradation curve for the 85% relative density sand from
Earthquake Engineering Research Center (EERC) Report 70-10 (Soil Moduli and
Damping Factors for Dynamic Response Analysis, by Seed and Idriss) is used for
calculating the strain compatible shear modulus, for the strain calculated in Step A. The
strain compatible shear modulus of the backfill , Gbackfll is calculated using the following
equation:

Gbackfill = 1000 K 2 Cm½V2 psf (EERC Report 70-10)

where the coefficient K 2 is from the EERC Report 70-10 degradation curve for the
calculated shear strain, and a'm is the effective mean principal stress in the soil.

The damping value of the backfill is estimated using the sand strain dependent damping
curve provided in EERC Report 70-10.
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The above strain compatible shear modulus is the best estimate values (Gm). To consider
the variability in shear modulus values, the lower bound (GLB) and upper bound (GUB)

values are calculated using SRP Section 3.7.2 criteria.

GLB = Gm / 1.5

GUB = 1.5 x Gm

The corresponding strain compatible shear wave velocities (Vs) and compression wave
velocities (Vp) are calculated using the general equations:

Vs = [G / p] 1/2 where G is the shear modulus and p is the mass density of soil.

Vp =Vs [(2-2 v 1-2 v)] 1/2

where, v is the Poisson's Ratio values equal to 0.42 and 0.47 for the backfill above
groundwater and below groundwater table, respectively.

The strain compatible shear wave velocity, compression wave velocity and damping
values calculated as above are used in the SSI analysis. These values are provided in the
revised Table 3H.6-2.

4. Seismic analysis results for the UHS/RSW Pump House structure were provided in Letter
U7-C-STP-NRC-090208, dated November 19, 2009.
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The STP Units 3 and 4 COLA will be revised as follows as a result of this response.

1. Table 3H.6-2 will be replaced with the attached Table 3H.6-2.
2. Tables 3H.6-la, b, and c, and 3H.6-2a, b, and c will be added.
3. Section 3H.6.5.2.4 will be revised as shown below.

3H.6.5.2.4 Soil-Structure Interaction

Soil-structure interaction (SSI) effects were accounted for by the use of the
SASSI2000 computer program in conjunction with time histories described in
Subsection 3H.6.5.1.1.2 and the structural model described in Subsection 3H.6.5.2.3
and shown in Figure 3H.6-15. The input ground motion time histories described in
Section 3H.6.5.1.1.2 were applied at the finished grade in the free field.
"Transmitting boundaries" were used at side* bo-unIdalrý_ies o temd-e!.Fr th6
bottom boundary, plastic half space Was used. §5A551,2000, implicitly considers
transmitting boundaries in the formulation of impedance calculation. SASSI2000
sub-structuring method was used and no boundary condition besides thestandard
SASSl2000 elastic half space at the bottom of the site, sil ayeing a ws used.-The
SASSI2000 analysis addresses the embedment of the structure, groundwater
effects, the layering of the soil, and variations of the strain-dependent soil properties.
A separate SSI analysis for effects of side soil-wall separation during the seismic
event was performed using the method in Section 3.3.1.9 of ASCE 4-98. Results of
this analysis were enveloped with other SSI analyses.

The strain-compatible soil shear wave velocity and damping values for the SSI
analysis were obtained from the same site response analysis which was used to
develop the GMRS, as described in Section 2.5S.2.5. T"¢"-' o -. T+""-(-,,I
Um eog, d- 40 rngan, ,nnnr henu nd 'and Ip., hr&.,Ve ,n9uR4\,", h rgnfmmnr. thr 4gFe

seismic site response analysis was conducted using P-SHAKE computer program,
which also provided the strain-compatible soil properties for the SSI analysis. A set
of mean strain-compatible shear wave velocity and damping profiles along with the
associated standard deviations was calculated. The calculated mean properties and
associated standard deviations were used to develop the best estimate (BE), upper
bound (UB), and lower bound (LB) profiles. While the BE profile is the mean profile,
the UB and LB profiles are the median +/- one standard deviation, respectively,
maintaining the minimum variation of 1.5 on soil shear modulus, per the guidance
provided in SRP 3.7.2. The corresponding compression wave velocity profiles were
calculated using the shear wave velocity and the Poisson's ratio. The resulting
strain-compatible properties for the three profiles, which were used in the SSI
analysis, are presented in Table 3H.6-1. The soil layer thicknesses used in the SSI
model were sufficiently small to transmit frequency up to 33 Hz for mean soil
properties.
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The layer thicknesses used for both in-situ soil and back fill soil, in the SSI model,
were modified from those shown in Tables 3H.6-1 and 3H.6-2 to have thicknesses
sufficiently small enough to conservatively transmit frequencies uLp to 33 Hz for the
corresponding mea soil properties. Tables 3H.6-1la, b, and c provide the actual
layer thicknesses, along with the strain-compatible soil properties data and passing
frequency values for the three in-~situ soil profiles, i.e., mean, upper bound, and lower
bound, respectively. Similar data for the backfill are proyided in Tables 3H.6-2a, b,
and c. The layer thicknesses, H, were computed using the following equation:

H =Vs /(5*. Ft-)

where Vs is the shear wave velocity and Ft-,i is the transmittal frequency.

In the SSI model, the layer thicknesses used for the mean soil case were also used
for the lower bound in-situ and back fill soil. Based on the above equation, the
transmittal frequencies for the lower bound soil layers are 26 Hz or higher. ASCE 4-
98, Section 3.3.3.5 recommends that "The cutoff frequency may be taken as twice
the highest dominant frequency of the coupled soil-structure system for the direction
under consideration, but not less than 10 Hz." The dominant frequency of coupled
soil-structure system ha been caclae using the procedure recommended in
ASCE 4-98, Section 3.3.3.5. Based on this calculation the highest frequency of the
coupled soil-structure system is less than 6 Hz. Thus, the cutoff frequency is
required to be at least 12 Hz. The lower bound soil model's lowest transmittal
frequency of 26 Hz is larger than the required 12 Hz, and therefore is accepta~ble.

In order to account for the backfill placed adjacent to the walls, an additional set of SSI
analyses was performed by modeling the backfill as the soil horizon above the
foundation level in the SASS12000 model. The soil layer thicknesses used for the
back fill were sufficiently small to transmit the required frequencies up-te 33 Hzfe
the mean back fill soil properte as explained in the above paarah The
responses obtained from this set of SSI analyses and the analyses using in-situ soil as
the horizon were enveloped.

The following properties were used for the backfill to obtain shear wave and
compression wave velocities, and damping ratios used in the SSI analysis:

Unit Weight: .......... ..................................... 1.20 pcf (1,922 kg/in3)
Compaction: ...... ....... .. .. ................... ................... 95% Modified Proctor
Poisson's Ratio: ................... 0.42 above water table, 0.47 below water table

Based on the physical properties of the backfill described above, its strain
com patible dynamic soil propert~ies are estimated using the following steps:

1. Determine SSE compatible soil shear strains in the backfill

It is assumed that the strains in the backfill are same as in the surrounding
soil (in-situ soil). This assumption is reasonable because the extent of the
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backfill is small -as:com'pared to' the s'urroun6ding soil and the primiary' motion of6
the backfill will be about the same as the surrounding soTil. T strain jn the in-
sit~usoil i:scacu!atedý using thejfollowing steps.

a) The ratio G /Gmax for an in-situ -stratum is calculated using the mean
strain compatible shear wave velocity (V- strain) in layers (from Table'
3H.6-1),within the stratum and the average field measure sheaway,
Ivelocbity ( V-field, from Table 2.5S.4-27) in the 'followin'g equa{t6rm

G eemax = fldmetrain / V-feeld a

(b) Using the shear modulus, degradation curve (seeTable 2.5S.4-32) of the
'soil stratum and the above calculated G IGmax ratio, the SSE induced
shear strain is calculated for the stratum..

•c)An average value of shear strain is calculated for the entre backfill depth

by averaging the strain val'uOes forall the strata.,

27i etemi•ne the strain compatble shear modulus.and dampingvaluleso 6th afill

The backfill 1 is gr~anular s~oi icompaI ted to, 95% Modified Proctor (8%relative
density).Based ontis, shear modulus degradation curve for the 85% relative
density sandfrom Ea uake Engineerig esearc Center EE port

S7~0-1~0 (Soil Moduli and Damping Factors for Dynamic Response Analysis, by
seed and ldriss) is used for calculati ng the s~train compatible shear modulus, for1

.he strain calculated in Step ,1. The strain compatible shearmodulusuof the

bac•kfill- GbaOili2S Scalculatedusing1• _ followping equation:-

Fwhei0PA-he oefiint~ K-2 (EE frCoR-------1

7Whee te ceffciet Kis romthe 'EERC Report 70-10 degradaetion curve Tfor
the calculated shear strain, anqdOm(•is the effective mean principal stress in the

lhe da mping value of the backfIll is estimated using thesand s5train dependent

,dampin~g curve p~rovided in EER'C Rep'ort0-04.

Th& above strain compatible shear moduluss is the bestest imatevalus (Gm). To
consider'the variaility in shear modulus values, the lower bou (GLB) and uper
bound G va'lues arecalculated using-SRP Section 3.. criteria

16-LUB brn'_ 1___uig 372c5e

_tB=5 xGmg
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The corresponding strahin .compatible shiear wave, velocities (Vs) and compression
ve velocities V),,)are calculated using the general equations

'Ls,=j9pjfereG is .the shear modulus'-and p is the mass diensity

hev is tPoisson's Ratio values equal to 0.42 and 0.47 for the backfill
above groundwater and below, groundwater table., r.espectiveil.

The strain-compatible shear wave and compression wave velocities, and damping
ratios ifeas ab•ovear6 used in the three backfill models (mean, upper bound,
and lower bound) and are shown in Table 3H.6-2.
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Enclosure to Response to RAI 03.07.02-17
Replacement Table 3H.6-2

New Tables 3H.6-1a, b, and c
New Tables 3H.6-2a, b, and c
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iTabl-e 3H.6-2:'S-t'ra'in-Co""mp'-a~tible- Properties of BackfiII[Ma~terial

Lower Bound Soil Mean Soil Upper Bound SoilSoil Depth ___

(if) Vs Vp Damping Vs Vp Damping Vs Vp Damping
(ft/sec) (ft/sec) (%) (ftIsec) (ft/sec) (%) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) (%)

O to 8 449 1208 3 550 1480 2 673 1813 1
8to 13 553 2323 3 677 2845 2 829 3485 1
13 to 18 586 2462 3 717 3015 2 879 3693 1
18to 23 614 2580 3 752 3160 2 921 3870 1
23 to 28 639 2684 3 782 3288 2 958 4027 1
28 to 33 661 2778 3 809 3402 2 991 4166 1
33 to 38 681 2862 3 834 3506 2 1021 4294 1
38 to 43 699 2940 3 857 3601 2 1049 4410 1
43 to 48 717 3012 3 878 3689 2 1075 4518 1
48to 53 733 3079 3 897 3771 2 1099 4619 1
53to 58 748 3142 3 916 3849 2 1121 4714 1
58 to 63 762 3202 3 933 3922 2 1143 4803 1
63 to 68 775 3258 3 949 3991 2 1163 4888 1
68to 73 788 3312 3 965 4056 2 1182 4968 1

73 to 78.25 800 3364 3 980 4120 2 1201 5046 1
78.25 to 83.25 812 .3414 3 995 4182 2 1218 5121 1
83.25 to 88.25 823 3461 3 1009 4239 2 1235 5192 1
88.25 to 94.25 835 3510 3 1023 4299 2 1253 5266 1
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Table- 3,Hi.6:-a-: -ayer- hicknesses and, Straino'Cn:•atiie In-situ Soil
for the SSI Analysis (Mean)

Properties Used

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

1 2.75 56.0 53.3 0.124 548.1 1475.9 1.22 39.9

2 3.25 53.3 50.0 0.124 579.0 1559.0 1.34 35.6

3 3.50 50.0 46.5 0.124 599.6 1731.8 1.43 34.3

4 3.50 46.5 43.0 0.124 596.5 3041.5 1.57 34.1

5 3.50 43.0 39.5 0.124 598.4 3051.3 1.64 34.2

6 3.50 39.5 36.0 0.124 598.9 3054.0 1.69 34.2

7 3.00 36.0 33.0 0.124 598.3 3050.9 1.75 39.9

8 3.00 33.0 30.0 0.122 680.1 3468.0 1.96 45.3

9 4.00 30.0 26.0 0.121 730.8 3726.7 2.09 36.5

10 2.00 26.0 24.0 0.121 733.4 3739.4 2.17 73.3

11 4.00 24.0 20.0 0.122 755.1 3850.4 1.83 37.8

12 -.. O4 . 20.0 16.0 0.122 777.3 3963.5 1.52 --- 38.9

13 4.00 16.0 12.0 0.122 774.6 3949.6 1.58 38.7

14 4.00 12.0 8.0 0.122 771.2 3932.2 1.66 38.6

15 4.00 8.0 4.0 0.122 771.7 3935.0 1.70 38.6

16 5.00 4.0 -1.0 0.122 856.8 4368.6 1.69 34.3

17 5.00 -1.0 -6.0 0.122 924.8 4715.5 1.68 37.0

18 2.00 -6.0 -8.0 0.122 925.0 4716.5 1.69 92.5

19 5.50 -8.0 -13.5 0.122 924.2 4712.6 1.71 33.6

20 5.60 -13.5 -19.1 0.122 939.9 4763.9 1.67 33.6

21 6.10 -19.1 -25.2 0.123 1012.5 5000.0 1.44 33.2

22 6.10 -25.2 -31.3 0.123 1010.3 5000.0 1.48 33.1

23 6.10 -31.3 -37.4 0.123 1008.2 5000.0 1.52 33.1

24 6.10 -37.4 -43.5 0.125 1037.9 5000.0 1.58 34.0

25 6.30 -43.5 -49.8 0.125 1040.8 5000.0 1.69 33.0

26 6.40 -49.8 -56.2 0.125 1062.3 5000.0 1.55 33.2

27 6.50 -56.2 -62.7 0.125 1084.5 5000.0 1.42 33.4

28 6.60 -62.7 -69.3 0.125 1090.3 5000.0 1.28 33.0

29 6.75 -69.3 -76.1 0.125 1119.9 5000.0 1.70 33.2

30 6.75 -76.1 -82.8 0.125 1119.3 5000.0 1.71 33.2
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rable -3.6-1 a Ler Thicknesses and Strain Compatible In-Situ 'Soi1 -Prope rties sed
'for the SSI Analysis (Mean) (Con!tinued) ________,________

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. (ft/sec) Vel. (ft/sec) (%) Freq. for S-

of Layer of Layer (kcf) Wave Vel.
(ft) (ft) (Hz)

31 6.75 -82.8 -89.6 0.125 1117.8 5000.0 1 1.72 33:1

32 6.75 -89.6 -96.3 0.125 1117.4 5000.0 1.73 33.1

33 6.75 -96.3 -103.1 0.125 1116.8 5000.0 1.74 33.1

34 6.50 -103.1 -109.6 0.125 1102.1 5000.0 1.55 33.9

35 6.50 -109.6 -116.1 0.125 1100.6 5000.0 1.57 33.9

36 6.75 -116.1 -122.8 0.125 1118.6 5000.0 1.70 33.1

37 6.75 -122.8 -129.6 0.125 1126.1 5000.0 1.76 33.4

38 6.75 -129.6 -136.3 0.125 1125.9 5000.0 1.76 33.4

39 6.75 -136.3 -143.1 0.125 1129.8 5000.0 1.77 33.5

40 6.75 -143.1 -149.8 0.125 1130.1 5000.0 1.78 33.5
41 6.75 -149.8 -156.6 0.125 1128.5 5000.0 1.78 33.4

-..-- 42 6.75 -156.6 -163.3 0.125 1126.7 5000.&- ...-.. 1.79 33.4

43 6.80 -163.3 -170.1 0.124 1146.4 5000.0 1.79 33.7

44 6.90 -170.1 -177.0 0.124 1154.5 5000.0 1.79 33.5

45 7.10 -177.0 -184.1 0.125 1185.1 5059.6 1.68 33.4

46 7.40 -184.1 -191.5 0.127 1222.2 5137.0 1.48 33.0
47 7.30 -191.5 -198.8 0.127 1221.4 5133.7 1.56 33.5
48 7.30 -198.8 -206.1 0.127 1221.2 5133.0 1.55 33.5

49 7.50 -206.1 -213.6 0.126 1249.8 5252.9 1.67 33.3

50 7.40 -213.6 -221.0 0.127 1237.7 5202.1 1.53 33.5

51 7.50 -221.0 -228.5 0.126 1247.3 5242.4 1.61 33.3
52 7.60 -228.5 -236.1 0.123 1266.9 5324.9 1.75 33.3

53 7.60 -236.1 -243.7 0.123 1266.5 5323.4 1.76 33.3
54 7.60 -243.7 -251.3 0.123 1266.3 5322.6 1.76 33.3

55 .7.60 -251.3 -258.9 0.123 1266.0 5321.2 1.77 33.3

56 7.60 -258.9 -266.5 0.123 1268.9 5333.3 1.77 33.4

57 7.60 -266.5 -274.1 0.123 1270.3 5339.0 1.77 33.4

58 7.60 -274.1 -281.7 0.123 1269.9 5337.6 1.78 33.4

59 8.70 -281.7 -290.4 0.126 1443.5 6067.4 1.48 33.2

60 9.50 -290.4 -299.9 0.128 1575.1 6620.6 1.29 33.2

61 9.50 -299.9 -309.4 0.124 1600.0 6725.1 1.54 33.7

62 9.50 -309.4 -318.9 0.128 1604.9 6745.6 1.29 33.8
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Table 3H.6-1 a: Layer Thicknesses and. Strain Compatible n!,Situ Soil Properties Used
for the SSI Analysis (Mean)- (Co.ntinued): . .. . . . .. . ..... .. .

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. (ft/sec) Vel. (ft/sec) (%) Freq. for S-

of Layer of Layer (kcf) Wave Vel.

(ft) (ft) (Hz)

63 9.50 -318.9 -328.4 0.128 1604.5 6744.1 1.27 33.8

64 9.50 -328.4 -337.9 0.128 1603.7 6740.8 1.29 33.8

65 9.50 -337.9 -347.4 0.126 1592.9 6695.2 1.45 33.5

66 8.90 -347.4 -356.3 0.126 1479.0 6216.6 1.54 33.2

67 8.50 -356.3 -364.8 0.128 1417.2 5956.7 1.47 33.3

68 8.10 -364.8 -372.9 0.126 1339.3 5629.3 1.61 33.1

69 7.30 -372.9 -380.2 0.123 1219.2 5124.3 1.86 33.4

70 7.30 -380.2 -387.5 0.123 1219.1 5124.0 1.86 33.4

71 7.30 -387.5 -394.8 0.123 1218.9 5123.3 1.86 33.4

72 7.30 -394.8 -402.1 0.124 1209.9 5087.2 1.85 33.1

73 7.20 -402.1 -409.3 0.127 1192.6 5018.0 1.84 33.1

74 7.30 -409.3 -416.6 0.123:.;-1213.6. 5101.1 1.87 33.2

75 7.30 -416.6 -423.9 0.123 1213.6 5101.1 1.87 33.2

76 7.30 -423.9 -431.2 0.123 1213.4 5100.1 1.87 33.2

77 7.30 -431.2 -438.5 0.123 1213.3 5099.7 1.87 33.2

78 7.30 -438.5 -445.8 0.123 1215.9 5110.8 1.87 33.3

79 7.40 -445.8 -453.2 0.123 1224.1 5145.1 1.87 33.1

80 7.40 -453.2 -460.6 0.123 1224.1 5145.1 1.87 33.1

81 8.50 -460.6 -469.1 0.123 1419.0 5964.3 1.56 33.4

82 8.80 -469.1 -477.9 0.123 1465.0 6157.6 1.50 33.3

83 8.70 -477.9 -486.6 0.123 1442.8 6064.5 1.68 33.2

84 8.70 -486.6 -495.3 0.123 1435.9 6035.3 1.73 33.0

85 8.70 -495.3 -504.0 0.123 1435.6 6034.3 1.74 33.0

86 8.70 -504.0 -512.7 0.123 1435.5 6033.9 1.74 33.0

87 8.60 -512.7 -521.3 0.123 1435.4 6033.3 1.74 33.4

88 8.60 -521.3 -529.9 0.123 1435.3 6032.6 1.74 33.4

89 8.60 -529.9 -538.5 0.123 1435.2 6032.3 1.74 33.4

90 8.60 -538.5 -547.1 0.123 1435.0 6031.5 1.75 33.4

91 9.10 -547.1 -556.2 0.125 1515.0 6091.2 1.34 33.3

92 10.20 -556.2 -566.4 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

93 10.20 -566.4 -576.6 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

94 10.20 -576.6 -586.8 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1
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Table 3H.6-1 a: Layer Thicknesses and Strain Compatible I n-Situ Soil Properties Used
for the SSI Analysis (Mean) (Continued) ,

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. (ft/sec) Vel. (ft/sec) (%) Freq. for S-

of Layer of Layer (kcf) Wave Vel.

(Rf) (ft) (Hz)

95 10.20 -586.8 -597.0 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

96 10.20 -597.0 -607.2 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

97 10.20 -607.2 -617.4 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

.98 10.20 -617.4 -627.6 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

99 10.20 -627.6 -637.8 0.129 1688.6 6204.3 0.59 33.1

100 10.20 -637.8 -648.0 0.129 1693.4 6221.8 0.59 33.2

Halfspace 0.129 1693.4 6221.8 0.588
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fa'ble 3H.6-,lb La 1yer Thicknesses and Strain Compatible In-Situ Soil Propel-ties Used
for the SS! nan!ysis_(Upper Bound)

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

1 2.75 56.0 53.3 0.124 677.2 1823.4 0.77 49.3

2 3.25 53.3 50.0 0.124 711.6 1916.1 0.84 43.8

3 3.50 50.0 46.5 0.124 734.4 2121.0 0.89 42.0

4 3.50 46.5 43.0 0.124 730.5 3725.1 0.97 41.7

5 3.50 43.0 39.5 0.124 732.9 3737.1 1.01 41.9

6 3.50 39.5 36.0 0.124 733.5 3740.4 1.04 41.9

7 3.00 36.0 33.0 0.124 732.8 3736.6 1.08 48.9

8 3.00 33.0 30.0 0.122 833.0 4247.5 1.18 55.5

9 4.00 30.0 26.0 0.121 895.1 4564.3 1.24 44.8

10 2.00 26.0 24.0 0.121 898.2 4579.8 1.28 89.8

11 4.00 24.0 20.0 0.122 924.8 4715.7 1.04 46.2

12 4.00 , . 20.0. 16.0 0.122 952.0 4854.2 0.82 47.6,

13' 4.00 16.0 12.0 0.122 948.7 4837.3 0.85 47.4

14 4.00 12.0 8.0 0.122 944.5 4816.0 0.88 47.2

15 4.00 8.0 4.0 0.122 945.2 4819.3 0.89 47.3

16 5.00 4.0 -1.0 0.122 1049.3 4926.6 1.01 42.0

17 5.00 -1.0 -6.0 0.122 1132.7 5000.0 1.09 45.3

18 2.00 -6.0 -8.0 0.122 1132.9 5000.0 1.10 113.3

19 5.50 -8.0 -13.5 0.122 1131.9 5000.0 1.12 41.2

20 5.60 -13.5 -19.1 0.122 1151.2 5041.0 1.06 41.1

21 6.10 -19.1 -25.2 0.123 1240.1 5212.4 0.80 40.7

22 6.10 -25.2 -31.3 0.123 1237.4 5201.0 0.82 40.6

23 6.10 -31.3 -37.4 0.123 1234.7 5189.9 0.85 40.5

24 6.10 -37.4 -43.5 0.125 1271.2 5343.0 1.05 41.7

25 6.30 -43.5 -49.8 0.125 1274.6 5357.6 1.10 40.5

26 6.40 -49.8 -56.2 0.125 1301.1 5468.8 0.95 40.7

27 6.50 -56.2 -62.7 0.125 1328.2 5582.7 0.81 40.9

28 6.60 -62.7 -69.3 0.125 1335.3 5612.7 0.84 40.5

29 6.75 -69.3 -76.1 0.125 1371.6 5765.2 1.08 40.6

30 6.75 -76.1 -82.8 0.125 1370.9 5761.9 1.09 40.6
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Table 3H.6-1b: Layer Thicknesses and Strain Compatible In-SituSoil Properties :Used
for the SSI Analysis (Uppe..r Bound) (Continued)

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave
(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

31 6.75 -82.8 -89.6 0.125 1369.1 5754.3 1.10 40.6

32 6.75 -89.6 -96.3 0.125 1368.5 5751.8 1.10 40.5

33 6.75 -96.3 -103.1 0.125 1367.8 5748.8 1.ii 40.5

34 6.50 -103.1 -109.6 0.125 1349.7 5673.1 0.86 41.5

35 6.50 -109.6 -116.1 0.125 1347.9 5665.7 0.87 41.5

36 6.75 -116.1 -122.8 0.125 1370.0 5758.3 1.05 40.6

37 6.75 -122.8 -129.6 0.125 1379.1 5796.7 1.12 40.9

38 6.75 -129.6 -136.3 0.125 1378.9 5795.9 1.12 40.9

39 6.75 -136.3 -143.1 0.125 1383.7 5816.1 1.13 41.0

40 6.75 -143.1 -149.8 0.125 1384.1 5817.6 1.14 41.0

41 6.75 -149.8 -156.6 0.125 1382.2 5809.6 1.14 41.0

6.75 -156.6 463.3 0.125 1379.9 5800.0,- 1.15 40.9

43 6.80 -163.3 -170.1 0.124 1404.0 5901.3 1.17 41.3

44 6.90 -170.1 -177.0 0,124 1414.0 5943.2 1.16 41.0

45 7.10 -177.0 -184.1 0.125 1451.5 6100.8 0.99 40.9

46 7.40 -184.1 -191.5 0.127 1496.8 6291.5 0.82 40.5

47 7.30 -191.5 -198.8 0.127 1495.9 6287.4 0.80 41.0

48 7.30 -198.8 -206.1 0.127 1495.7 6286.6 0.80 41.0

49 7.50 -206.1 -213.6 0.126 1530.6 6433.5 1.06 40.8

50 7.40 -213.6 -221.0 0.127 1515.8 6371.2 0.95 41.0

51 7.50 -221.0 -228.5 0.126 1527.5 6420.6 1.01 40.7

52 7.60 -228.5 -236.1 0b123 1551.6 6521.6 1.14 40.8

53 7.60 -236.1 -243.7 0.123 1551.1 6519.8 1.15 40.8

54 7.60 -243.7 -251.3 0.123 1550.9 6518.8 1.15 40.8

55 7.60 -251.3 -258.9 0.123 1550.5 6517.1 1.15 40.8

56 7.60 -258.9 -266.5 0.123 1554.1 6531.8 1.15 40.9

57 7.60 -266.5 -274.1 0.123 1555.7 6538.9 1.15 40.9

58 7.60 -274.1 -281.7 0.123 1555.3 6537.2 1.15 40.9

59 8.70 -281.7 -290.4 0.126 1767.9 7431.0 0.90 40.6

60 9.50 -290.4 -299.9 0.128 1929.1 8108.5 0.74 40.6

61 9.50 -299.9 -309.4 0.124 1959.6 8236.6 0.99 41.3

62 9.50 -309.4 -318.9 0.128 1965.6 8261.6 0.76 41.4
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Table 3H.6-1 b: Layer Thicknesses andStin Compatible In-SitU So Propertis Used
for the sSI Analysis (Upper Boun•d)(Continuded)_

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. M%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

63 9.50 -318.9 -328.4 0.128 1965.2 8259.8 0.74 41.4

64 9.50 -328.4 -337.9 0.128 1964.2 8255.8 0.75 41.4

65 9.50 -337.9 -347.4 0.126 1950.9 8200.0 0.90 41.1

66 8.90 -347.4 -356.3 0.126 1811.4 7613.7 0.95 40.7

67 8.50 -356.3 -364.8 0.128 1735.7 7295.4 0.88 40.8

68 8.10 -364.8 -372.9 0.126 1640.3 6894.5 0.99 40.5

69 7.30 -372.9 -380.2 0.123 1493.2 6276.0 1.19 40.9

70 7.30 -380.2 -387.5 0.123 1493.1 6275.6 1.19 40.9

71 7.30 -387.5 -394.8 0.123 1492.8 6274.7 1.19 40.9

72 7.30 -394.8 -402.1 0.124 1481.8 6228.2 1.15 40.6

73 7.20 -402.1 -409.3 0.127 1460.7 6139.2 1.08 40.6

74 7.30 -409.3 -416.6 0.123 1486.4ý- - 62,47.5 1.20 40.7.

75 7.30 -416.6 -423.9 0.123 1486.4 6247.5 1.20 40.7

76 7.30 -423.9 -431.2 0.123 1486.1 6246.3 1.20 40.7

77 7.30 -431.2 -438.5 0.123 1486.0 6245.8 1.20 40.7

78 7.30 -438.5 -445.8 0.123 1489.2 6259.4 1.20 40.8

79 7.40 -445.8 -453.2 0.123 1499.2 6301.4 1.20 40.5

80 7.40 -453.2 -460.6 0.123 1499.2 6301.4 1.20 40.5

81 8.50 -460.6 -469.1 0.123 1737.9 7304.7 0.95 40.9

82 8.80 -469.1 -477.9 0.123 1794.2 7541.5 0.90 40.8

83 8.70 -477.9 -486.6 0.123 1767.1 7427.4 1.08 40.6

84 8.70 -486.6 -495.3 0.123 1758.6 7391.7 1.13 40.4

85 8.70 -495.3 -504.0 0.123 1758.3 7390.5 1.13 40.4

86 8.70 -504.0 -512.7 0.123 1758.2 7390.0 1.14 40.4

87 8.60 -512.7 -521.3 0.123 1758.0 7389.2 1.14 40.9

88 8.60 -521.3 -529.9 0.123 1757.8 7388.3 1.14 40.9

89 8.60 -529.9 -538.5 0.123 1757.7 7388.0 1.14 40.9

90 8.60 -538.5 -547.1 0.123 1757.5 7387.0 1.14 40.9

91 9.10 -547.1 -556.2 0.125 1855.5 7460.1 0.83 40.8

92 10.20 -556.2 -566.4 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

93 10.20 -566.4 -576.6 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

94 10.20 -576.6 -586.8 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6
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T-able-3H6-1b: Layer Thickneses and Straf Pompatle IreSituSo

for the SSI Analysis (Uper Iound)Y(C6ntinue~d)f e
Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing

(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for
of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

95 10.20 -586.8 -597.0 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

96 10.20 -597.0 -607.2 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

97 10.20 -607.2 -617.4 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

98 10.20 -617.4 -627.6 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

99 10.20 -627.6 -637.8 0.129 2068.1 7598.6 0.26 40.6

100 10.20 -637.8 -648.0 0.129 2073.9 7620.0 0.26 40.7

Halfspace 0.129 2073.9 7620.0 0.264
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Table3-H--1 c:La-y-er-Thicknessesand Strain Compatible In-ýitu Soil' PmrediesbUsed
for the SSI Analysis (Lower Bound) ____

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave Vel P-Wave Vel Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight . (ft/sec) . (ft/sec) (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) S-Wave
(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

1 2.75 56.0 53.3 0.124 419.1 1128.4 1.67 30.5

2 3.25 53.3 50.0 0.124 451.5 1215.7 1.84 27.8

3 3.50 50.0 46.5 0.124 473.9 1368.8 1.98 27.1

4 3.50 46.5 43.0 0.124 470.6 2399.5 2.16 26.9

5 3.50 43.0 39.5 0.124 470.2 2397.5 2.27 26.9

6 3.50 39.5 36.0 0.124 469.1 2392.1 2.35 26.8

7 3.00 36.0 33.0 0.124 466.9 2380.6 2.43 31.1

8 3.00 33.0 30.0 0.122 535.6 2731.0 2.74 35.7

9 4.00 30.0 26.0 0.121 578.9 2952.0 2.94 28.9
10 2.00 26.0 24.0 0.121 581.3 2964.2 3.05 58.1

11 4.00 24.0 20.0 0.122 593.7 3027.2 - 2.62 29.7

12 4.00 20.0 16.0 0.122 605.5 3087.4 2.22 30.3
13 4.00 16.0 12.0 0.122 602.2 3070.6 2.31 30.1

14 4.00 12.0 8.0 0.122 598.1 3049.7 2.43 29.9

15 4.00 8.0 4.0 0.122 599.5 3056.8 2.51 30.0

16 5.00 4.0 -1.0 0.122 666.6 3398.8 2.37 26.7

17 5.00 -1.0 -6.0 0.122 720.3 3672.8 2.27 28.8

18 2.00 -6.0 -8.0 0.122 720.6 3674.4 2.28 72.1

19 5.50 -8.0 -13.5 0.122 719.7 3670.1 2.31 26.2

20 5.60 -13.5 -19.1 0.122 738.1 3763.4 2.27 26.4

21 6.10 -19.1. -25.2 0.123 826.7 4215.5 2.08 27.1

22 6.10 -25.2 -31.3 0.123 824.9 4206.3 2.14 27.0

23 6.10 -31.3 -37.4 0.123 823.2 4197.3 2.20 27.0

24 6.10 -37.4 -43.5 0.125 847.5 4321.2 2.11 27.8

25 6.30 -43.5 -49.8 0.125 84918 4332.9 2.28 27.0

26 6.40 -49.8 -56.2 0.125 861.8 4394.5 2.15 26.9

27 6.50 -56.2 -62.7 0.125 873.6 4454.6 2.03 26.9

28 6.60 -62.7 -69.3 0.125 880.2 4488.0 1.75 26.7

29 6.75 -69.3 -76.1 0.125 914.4 4662.7 2.31 27.1

30 6.75 -76.1 -82.8 0.125 913.7 4659.3 2.33 27.1



RAI 03.07.02-17 U7-C-STP-NRC-100035
Attachment 9
Page 20 of 25

iTable 3H.6-1c: Layer Thicknesses and Strain Compatible In-Sltu Soil Propertes Used
for the SSIAnalYsis (Lower Bound) (Continued),'

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kd) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave
(ft) (ft- Vel. (Hz)

31 6.75 -82.8 -89.6 0.125 911.5 4647.6 2.34 27.0

32 6.75 -89.6 -96.3 0.125 910.9 4644.8 2.36 27.0

33 6.75 -96.3 -103.1 0.125 910.2 4641.2 2.37 27.0

34 6.50 -103.1 -109.6 0.125 883.2 4503.5 2.23 27.2

35 6.50 -109.6 -116.1 0.125 881.1 4492.6 2.26 27.1

36 6.75 -116.1 -122.8 0.125 908.0 4629.8 2.35 26.9

37 6.75 -122.8 -129.6 0.125 919.4 4688.2 2.39 27.2

38 6.75 -129.6 -136.3 0.125 919.3 4687.6 2.40 27.2

39 6.75 -136.3 -143.1 0.125 922.5 4703.8 2.41 27.3

40 6.75 -143.1 -149.8 0.125 922.7 4705.0 2.42 27.3

41 6.75 -149.8 -156.6 0.125 921-4,.... 4698.5 2.43 27.3

42 6.75 -156.6 -163.3 0.125 919.3 4687.6 2.43 27.2

43 6.80 -163.3 -170.1 0.124 921.5 4698.6 2.41 27.1

44 6.90 -170.1 -177.0 0.124 928.7 4735.0 2.41 26.9

45 7.10 -177.0 -184.1 0.125 954.6 4855.4 2.36 26.9

46 7.40 -184.1 -191.5 0.127 985.8 5000.0 2.17 26.6

47 7.30 -191.5 -198.8 0.127 984.9 5000.0 2.32 27.0

48 7.30 -198.8 -206.1 0.127 984.7 5000.0 2.31 27.0

49 7.50 -206.1 -213.6 0.126 1020.4 5000.0 2.27 27.2

50 7.40 -213.6 -221.0 0.127 1010.5 5000.0 2.12 27.3

51 7.50 -221.0 -228.5 0.126 1018.3 5000.0 2.20 27.2

52 7.60 -228.5 -236.1 0.123 1034.4 5000.0 2.36 27.2

53 7.60 -236.1 -243.7 0.123 1034.1 5000.0 2.37 27.2

54 7.60 -243.7 -251.3 0.123 1033.9 5000.0 2.37 27.2

55 7.60 -251.3 -258.9 0.123 1033.7 5000.0 2.38 27.2

56 7.60 -258.9 -266.5 0.123 1036.0 5000.0 2.39 27.3

57 7.60 4 -266.5 -274.1 0.123 1037.2 5000.0 2.40 27.3

58 7.60 -274.1 -281.7 0.123 1036.9 5000.0 2.40 27.3

59 8.70 -281.7 -290.4 0.126 1160.9 5160.6 2.05 26.7

60 9.50 -290.4 -299.9 0.128 1252.4 5264.0 1.84 26.4

61 9.50 -299.9 -309.4 0.124 1290.5 5424.1 2.08 27.2
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Table 3H.6-1 c: Layer Thicknesses and Strain Compatible In-Situ Soil Prope rtes Used
fo he SSI Analysis (ower Bound) (Continhued),
Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Pa~sing

(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for
of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

62 9.50 -309.4 -318.9 0.128 1309.8 5504.9 1.82 27.6
63 9.50 -318.9 -328.4 0.128 1310.1 5506.5 1.80 27.6
64 9.50 -328.4 -337.9 0.128 1309.5 5503.9 1.82 27.6
65 9.50 -337.9 -347.4 0.126 1300.6 5466.7 2.00 27.4

66 8.90 -347.4 -356.3 0.126 1206.9 5163.3 2.12 27.1
67 8.50 -356.3 -364.8 0.128 1156.1 5000.0 2.07 27.2

68 8.10 -364.8 -372.9 0.126 1092.9 5000.0 .2.23 27.0
69 7.30 -372.9 -380.2 0.123 995.4 5000.0 2.53 27.3
70 7.30 -380.2 -387.5, 0.123 995.3 5000.0 2.53 27.3

71 7.30 -387.5 -394.8 0.123 995.2 5000.0 2.53 27.3
72 7.30 -394.8 -402.1 0.124 987.8 4984.4 2.56 27.1
73 7.20 -402.1 -409.3 0.t27- 973.7 4955.8 2.61 27.0
74 7.30 -409.3 -416.6 0.123 990.9 5000.0 2.54 27.1
75 7.30 -416.6 -423.9 0.123 990.9 5000.0 2.54 27.1
76 7.30 -423.9 -431.2 0.123 990.7 5000.0 2.54 27.1
77 7.30 -431.2 -438.5 0.123 990.6 5000.0 2.54 27.1

78 7.30 -438.5 -445.8 0.123 992.8 5000.0 2.54 27.2
79 7.40 -445.8 -453.2 0.123 999.5 5000.0 2.54 27.0

80 7.40 -453.2 -460.6 0.123 999.5 5000.0 2.54 27.0

81 8.50 -460.6 -469.1 0.123 1158.6 5023.1 2.17 27.3
82 8.80 -469.1 -477.9 0.123 1196.2 5027.7 2.10 27.2
83 8.70 -477.9 -486.6 0.123 1178.1 5006.7 2.28 27.1
84 8.70 -486.6 -495.3 0.123 1172.4 5000.0 2.34 27.0
85 8.70 -495.3 -504.0 0.123 1172.2 5000.0 2.34 26.9
86 8.70 -504.0 -512.7 0.123 1172.1 5000.0 2.34 26.9
87 8.60 -512.7 -521.3 0.123 1172.0 5000.0 2.34 27.3

88 8.60 -521.3 -529.9 0.123 1171.9 5000.0 2.35 27.3
89 8.60 -529.9 -538.5 0.123 1171.8 5000.0 2.35 27.3
90 8.60 -538.5 -547.1 0.123 1171.7 5000.0 2.35 27.2

91 9.10 -547.1 -556.2 0.125 1237.0 5022.9 1.85 27.2

92 10.20 -556.2 -566.4 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0
93 10.20 -566.4 -576.6 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0
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[aable3H.6-1c: Layer Thicknesses and Strain, omrpati•be in-Situ Soil
'for the SSI Analysis (L~oWer Bound)1(Con'tinued),

Pro Iperties UsedI

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. Vel. (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Veh. (Hz)

94 10.20 -576.6 -586.8 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0

95 10.20 -586.8 -597.0 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0

96 10.20 -597.0 -607.2 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0

97 10.20 -607.2 -617.4 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0

98 10.20 -617.4 -627.6 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0

99 10.20 -627.6 -637.8 0.129 1378.7 5065.8 0.91 27.0

100 10.20 -637.8 -648.0 0.129 1382.6 5080.1 0.91 27.1

Halfspace 0.129 1382.6 5080.1 0.913 -
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,Table 3H.6-2a: Layer Thicknesses and Strain-Compatble Backf Soi PropertiesUsed
for the SSI. Alnalysis (Mean),

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Vel Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Vel. . (ft/sec) (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

1 2.75 56.0 53.3 0.120 550.0 1480.0 2.00 40.0

2 3.25 53.3 50.0 0.120 550.0 1480.0 2.00 33.8

3 3.50 50.0 46.5 0.120 598.1 1863.1 2.00 34.2

4 3.50 46.5 43.0 0.120 677.0 2845.0 2.00 38.7

5 3.50 43.0 39.5 0.120 717.0 3015.0 2.00 41.0

6 3.50 39.5 36.0 0.120 736.6 3096.2 2.00 42.1

7 3.00 36.0 33.0 0.120 752.0 3160.0 2.00 50.1

8 3.00 33.0 30.0 0.120 782.0 3288.0 2.00 52.1

9 4.00 30.0 26.0 0.120 795.3 3344.0 2.00 39.8

10 2.00 26.0 24.0 0.120 809.0 3402.0 2.00 80.9

11 4.00 24.; .0 :..20.0 0.120 827.6 3479.4 2.00 41.4

12 4.00 20.0.. 16.0 0.120 845.3 3552.9 2.00 42.3

13 4.00 16.0 12.0 0.120 862.2 3622.6 2.00 43.1

14 4.00 12.0 8.0 0.120 878.0 3689.0 2.00 43.9

15 4.00 8.0 4.0 0.120 897.0 3771.0 2.00 44.9

16 5.00 4.0 -1.0 0.120 912.1 3833.1 2.00 36.5

17 5.00 -1.0 -6.0 0.120 929.5 3907.2 2.00 37.2

18 2.00 -6.0 -8.0 0.120 940.9 3956.2 2.00 94.1
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BackfillSoil Properties UsedTable 3H .6-2b: Layer Thicknesses an&Strain-Compatible
for ,the SSl Analysis I (UperBound)

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight Veh. Vel. (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

1 2.75 56.0 53.3 0.120 673.0 1813.0 1.00 48.9

2 3.25 53.3 50.0 0.120 673.0 1813.0 1.00 41.4

3 3.50 50.0 46.5 0.120 732.0 2282.3 1.00 41.8

4 3.50 46.5 43.0 0.120 829.0 3485.0 1.00 47.4

5 3.50 43.0 39.5 0.120 879.0 3693.0 1.00 50.2

6 3.50 39.5 36.0 0.120 902.5 3792.1 1.00 51.6

7 3.00 36.0 33.0 0.120 921.0 3870.0 1.00 61.4

8 3.00 33.0 30.0 0.120 958.0 4027.0 1.00 63.9

9 4.00 30.0 26.0 0.120 974.2 4095.3 1.00 48.7

10 2.00 26.0 24.0 0.120 991.0 4166.0 1.00 99.1

11 4.00 24.0 _.200 0.120 1013.3 4261.3 1.00 50.7

12 4.00 20.0 -16.0G 0.120 1034.8 4351.2 1.00 51.7

13 4.00 16.0 12.0 0.120 1055.4 4436.5 1.00 52.8

14 4.00 12.0 8.0 0.120 1075.0 4518.0 1.00 53.8

15 4.00 8.0 4.0 0.120 1099.0 4619.0 1.00 55.0

16 5.00 4.0 -1.0 0.120 1116.5 4694.7 1.00 44.7

17 5.00 -1.0 -6.0 0.120 1138.5 4784.9 1.00 45.5

18 2.00 -6.0 -8.0 0.120 1152.9 4845.1 1.00 115.3
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-Table 3H' .6,2c: Layer Thicknesses and
for tfieSsI Analysis (Lower Bound)

Strain-Comnpatible Backfill Soil Properties Used

Layer No. Thickness Top Bottom Unit S-Wave P-Wave Vel Damping Passing
(ft) Elevation Elevation Weight VeL . (ft/sec) (%) Freq. for

of Layer of Layer (kcf) (ft/sec) S-Wave

(ft) (ft) Vel. (Hz)

1 2.75 56.0 53.3 0.120 449.0 1208.0 3.00 32.7

2 3.25 53.3 50.0 0.120 449.0 1208.0 3.00 27.6

3 3.50 50.0 46.5 0.120 488.4 1520.8 3.00 27.9
4 3.50 46.5 43.0 0.120 553.0 2323.0 3.00 31.6

5 3.50 43.0 39.5 0.120 586.0 2462.0 3.00 33.5
6 3.50 39.5 36.0 0.120 601.7 2528.1 3.00 34.4

7 3.00 36.0 33.0 0.120 614.0 2580.0 3.00 40.9

8 3.00 33.0 30.0 0.120 639.0 2684.0 3.00 42.6

9 4.00 30.0 26.0 0.120 649.8 2730.2 3.00 32.5

10 2.00 26.0 24.0 0.120 661.0 2778.0 3.00 66.1

11 4.00 24.0 20.0 0.120 675.9 2840.5 3.00 33.8

12 4.00 -20.0 16.0 0.120 68b.9 2900.5 3.00 34.5

13 4.00 16.0 12.0 0.120 703.4 2957.7 3.00 35.2

14 4.00 12.0 8.0 0.120 717.0 3012.0 3.00 35.9

15 4.00 8.0 4.0 0.120 733.0 3079.0 3.00 36.7

16 5.00 4.0 -1.0 0.120 745.0 3129.2 3.00 29.8

17 5.00 -1.0 -6.0 0.120 759.2 3189.8 3.00 30.4

18 2.00 -6.0 -8.0 0.120 768.4 3229.8 3.00 76.8
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RAI 03.07.02-19

QUESTION:

(Follow-up Question to RAI 03.07.02-11)

In the response to RAI 03.07.02-11, the applicant stated that, "The analysis and design results
will be available for review following the completion of the detailed design of the RWB
currently scheduled for December 2010." Since this is part of the seismic SSI analysis and
RWB is classified as a non-Category I structure with the'potential to interact with Category I
structures, the applicant is requested to provide the seismic input motion incorporating the effects
of SSSI for design of the RWB. The applicant also is requested to include the method proposed
in the response for establishing the design response spectra for RWB together with the design
spectra input for RWB in the FSAR.

RESPONSE:

Considering the method described in response to RAI 03.07.02-11 for development of the input
motion for the Radwaste Building (RWB) II/I design, and based on analysis results from a
representative Soil-Structure Interaction (SSI) analysis, the resulting input motion will be same
as 0.3g Regulatory Guide 1.60 response spectra for frequencies above 1 Hz. For frequencies
below 1 Hz (which are not of interest for structural evaluation), the resulting input motion may
slightly exceed the 0.3g Regulatory Guide 1.60 response spectra. Attached Figures
RAI 03.07.02-19a and RAI 03.07.02-19b show the input motion for I/I design of the RWB
based on the representative SSI analysis.

The additional SSI analysis to confirm the attached results is in progress. The resulting input
motion from this confirmatory SSI analysis will be provided by April 30, 2010.
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ACCELERATION RESPONSE SPECTRA
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Figure RAI 03.07.02-19a: Horizontal (E-W) Radwaste Building Mat Foundation Response
spectrum (7% Damping)
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ACCELERATION RESPONSE SPECTRA

0'.9

0 .8 .. . ..... .. .... ... ... .. . ... ...... ...... ... . ....... .... . . ............ ............. ................... ................... ... ........... .. ...... ....... . ...... ..... .......... ..... ...... ... ....... . .. .................... . . .... ...... ...... ...... .... . . ...... ..... . . . .................... . .................. .....

0.7-

0.6-

0.3 -

0.2-

0.1 ----......-.... ..--.-... .... ..........-. ..-... . .. . .. . --............

0.1 10 100
FREQUENCY- Hz

Figure RAI 03.07.02-19b: Vertical Radwaste Building Mat Foundation Response spectrum
(7% Damping)
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Previous COLA Section 3.7.3.16 revision provided in response to RAI 03.07.03-1 regarding the
determination of the input motion for the Control Building Annex (see letter
U7-C-STP-NRC-090136, dated September 15, 2009) will be supplemented as shown below:

3.7.3.16 Analysis Procedure for Non-Seismic Structures in Lieu of Dynamic
Analysis

Add the following paragraph at the end of this section.

For the Radwaste Buildinq(RWB) the SSEinput at the foundation- level is
the envelope of 0.3.q RG 1.'60 response'spectrum and the induced
'acceleration response spectrum due to site-specific&SSE that is
determoined from anSSlanalysis which accounts for the impact of the
nearby Reactor Buildinq (RB). In this SSI analysis, five interaction node I s
'at the: depth corresponding to -the bottom elevation of the RWB foOndationd
'are added to the three dirnensional SSI model of the RB. These five
interaCtion, nodes correspond to the four corners and the center of the
RWB foundation. The averaqe-response of these five interaction nodes is
enveloped with'the 0.3. RGl,1.60 spectra to determi.nethe SSE input at
the foundation l6vel I
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RAI 03.07.02-20

QUESTION:

In response to COL License Information Item 3.22 the applicant in FSAR Section 3.7.5.4 states
that "Nonsafety-related SSCs that are located in the same room as safety-related SSCs will be
reviewed to determine if theirfailure will impact the ability of the safety-related SSC to
perform its safety function. Non-seismic Category 1 SSCs whose failure could jeopardize the
function of a safety-related SSC will be analyzed to demonstrate that structural integrity will
be maintained in an SSE." Additional information is needed to determine how this review will
be implemented. As such, the applicant is requested to describe in the FSAR in detail (a) the
process for completing the design of balance-of-plant and non-safety-related systems to
minimize I1/I interactions, (b) criteria to be used for determining if the failure of
non-safety-related SSCs will impact the ability of the safety-related SSCs to perform its safety
function, and (c) the analysis/design criteria to be used for demonstrating structural integrity of
non-seismic Category I SSCs.

RESPONSE:

The following response applies inside any Category I structure for non-seismic Category I
structures, systems and components (SSCs) located in the same room as safety-related SSCs:

(a) Process for completing the design of balance-of-plant and non-safety-related systems to
minimize II/I interactions

The following non safety-related commodities are routed on design drawings and designed
to preclude failure under Safe-Shutdown Earthquake (SSE) seismic loading:

Large Bore Piping
Small Bore Piping
Cable Tray
Conduit (Except for field run conduit listed below)
HVAC Ducts
Instrumentation

This includes design of supports and support anchorages for SSE seismic loading. Layout
guidelines specify minimum separation criteria between commodities. For analyzed
commodities (i.e., piping), movements are calculated and are checked for interference on a
case-by-case basis if they exceed the layout guidelines. For commodities routed by span
criteria, maximum allowable movements corresponding to the separation guidelines are
incorporated in the span calculations to ensure seismic movements do not exceed
separation criteria.
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Similarly, field run commodities are designed to preclude failure under SSE seismic
loading. Field run commodities are limited to conduit and junction boxes for the following:

Communications
Security
Lighting
Fire Detection

This includes design of supports and support anchorages for SSE seismic loading. Layout
guidelines specify minimum separation criteria between commodities. Maximum
allowable movements corresponding to the separation guidelines are incorporated in the
span calculations to ensure seismic movements do not exceed separation criteria.

The anchorages for individual non safety-related SSCs not discussed above such as
equipment and components are designed to preclude failure under SSE seismic loading.

(b) Criteria to be used for determining if the failure of non-safety-related SSCs will impact the
ability of the safety-related SSCs to perform its safety function

Non safety-related SSCs in the same room with safety-related SSCs are designed to
preclude failure under SSE seismic loading. Therefore, no criteria has been developed for
determining if the failure of non-safety-related SSCs will impact the ability of the
safety-related SSCs to perform its safety function.

Note that if at the completion of detailed design, a limited number of non-safety-related
SSCs cannot be shown to withstand an SSE event; failure of each SSC will be evaluated on
case-by-case basis. Either adjacent safety-related SSCs will be shielded from the
non-safety-related SSCs or an impact evaluation will be performed to demonstrate that the
failure of the non-safety-related SSCs will not prevent safety-related SSCs from performing
their safety function.

(c) Analysis/design criteria to be used for demonstrating structural integrity of non-seismic
Category I SSCs.

1) Non-safety-related piping and instrument lines inside any Category I structures will be
designed to withstand an SSE event with pipe stresses limited to faulted allowable
stresses.

2) Support span criteria used for non-safety-related cable trays, conduits, and HVAC ducts
inside any Category I structure will be the same as for safety-related SSCs.

3) Supports for non-safety-related piping, instrument lines, cable trays, conduits, and
HVAC ducts inside any Category I structures will be designed for loads that include
SSE loads and self-excitation loads during an SSE event.
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4) Anchorages for non safety-related commodity supports, equipment, and components
inside any Category I structure will be designed for loads that include SSE loads.

5) Within the Category I structures, both embedments and post installed anchors are
safety-related. These are designed to the requirements for Category I components,
regardless of the classification of the component attached to the structure.
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COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 3.7.5.4 will be revised as follows as a result of this RAI response.

3.7.5.4 Assessment of Interaction Due to Seismic Effects

The following standard supplement addresses COL License Information Item 3.22.
In•ide Category [structures, non safety-related SSCs that are located in the same room
as safety-related SSCs will be reviewed to determine if their failure will impact the ability
of the safety-related SSC to perform its safety function. Non-seismic Category 1 SSCs
whose failure could jeopardize the function of a safety related SSC will be analyzed to
demonstrate that structural integrity will be maintained in an SSE.

Additional detais• are ovi in the following paragraphs.

(a) The following non-safety-related commodities are routed on design drawings anid
designed to preclude failur un~der SSE seismic loading-

Large Bore Piping
Small Bore Piping,
Cable Tray
Conduits (Except for field run cond uit listed below)
HVAC Ducts
I nstrumentationI

This includes design of supports and suptanchorages forSSEseismic loading.
Layutg uideli Ssp~ecf minimum separation criteria between commodtes.or
analyzed commodities (i.e.,,piping), movements are calculated and are checked for
interference on• a case •by case basis if they lexc~eed thelayout guidelines. For

commodities routed by span criteria, maximum allowable movements
correspondingto the separation guidelines are incorporatedin th span
~calculations to ensu re seis~mic moverments. do not exceeds separation~ criteria.

Similarlyufield run commodities are designed to preclude failure under SSE
seisnmic loadin~g- Field run commodities are limited to conduit and junction boxes
for the following;7

Communications
Security
Lighting
Fire~ Detection

This includes desigun ofsupports and su•pport anchorages for SSE seismiciloading.
Layout guidelines specify minimum separation criteria between commodities
Maximum allowable movements corresponding to the separation gidelines are
incorporated in the span calculations to ensure• dseismicmoements do9 notexceed
separation criteria.
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The anchoragesfor individual, non-s'afety-related_ SSCs not discussed above suchI

as equipment andc•components are desig ned to peclude failure under SSE seismic
loading.

i(b)Criteria to'be used for determini ifthe faiure.of nonr-safetyrelated SSGswill
impact the ability of the safety-related SSCs to perform its safety function

Non-safet- relatedSSCos oin-theie m a rom owith safety-reiated SSCs are designed
to preclude-failure under SSE seismic loading.' Therefore,, no~criteria has been
dieveloped for determining. if the failure of non-safety-related SSCs will impact the
ability of the safety- related SSCs to perform its safety function.

If -atthiecompletiono-of detaileddesign, a limited number of non-safety-related
Sscs cannot be shown to withstand an SSE event; failure of each SSC will be

'valuated on caset by case basis. ! Either'adjacent safety-elated SSCs will be
shielded from the, non-safety-related SSCs• orran impact evaluation will be
performed to demonstrate that the failure of the non-safety-related SSCs wil not
prevent safety-related SSCs from performing their safety function.

(c), Analysis/design criteria to be used for demonstrating structural integrity of non-
seismic Category I SSCs.~

1. Non-safety-related piping and instrument lines inside any Category I structures
will be designed to wtsadan SSE event with pipe stresses limited to faulted
allowable stresses.

2. Support span criteria used for non-safety-related cable trays, conduits, and
HVAC ducts inside any Category I structure will be the same as for safety-related
SSCs.

,3. Supports for non -safety- related piping, instrument lines, cable trays, conduits,
and HVAC ducts inside any Category 1 structures will be designed for loads that
include SSE loads and self'-excitation loads during an SSE event.

4. Anchorages for non-safety-related commodity supports, equipment, and
components Insde any Category Istructure will be designed for loads that include
SSE loads.

5. Within the Category I structures, both embedments and post installed anchors,
,are safety-related I These are designed to the requirements for Category I
components,_ regardless of, the classification of the component attached to the
structure .
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A procedure to confirm that all nonsafety-related SSCs located in the same room as a
safety related SSC have been evaluated and correctly dispositioned for inspection of
the as-built plant for Il/I interactions will be developed in accordance with Section 13.5
and will be made available for inspection prior to fuel load. (COM 3.7-2)
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RAI 03.08.04-20

QUESTION:

Follow-up to Question 03.08.04-9 (RAI 2965)

In its response to Question 03.08.04-9, the applicant stated that for computation of global seismic
loads, the live load is limited to the expected live load present during normal plant operation, Lo.
This load has been defined as 25% of the operating floor and roof live loads. In FSAR Section
3H.6.4.3.4, the applicant has used a full live load for load combinations not involving a seismic
load, and Lo for loading combinations involving seismic load. Although it is acceptable to
consider 25% of design live load for computation of global seismic loads, the basis for
considering only 25% of live load in loading combinations involving seismic load is not
understood. The load combination that includes the seismic load needs to include the full live
load effects per the guidance of SRP 3.8.4 and ACI 349. Therefore, the applicant is requested to
clarify the use of a reduced live load (expected live load) in the seismic load combinations.

RESPONSE:

The seismic live load (Lo) will be replaced with the Live Load L in the load combinations in
COLA Part 2, Tier 2 Sections 3H.6.4.3.4.2 and 3H.6.4.3.4.3, with appropriate note from
Section 3H.6.4.3.1.2 (see proposed COLA mark-up).
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The following sections of COLA, Part 2, Tier 2 will be revised as follows as a result of this
response.

3H.6.4.3.4.2 Structural Steel Load Combinations

S = D+L+H+F+Ro+To

S = D+L+W+Ro+H+F+To

1.6S = D+L+Wt+H+Ro+F+To

1.6S = D+L+FL+H+Ro+F+To

1.6S = D+ ý,+E'+H'+Ro+F+To

1.6S = D+L+SE+Ro+H+F+To

,For the compuitation of global seismic loads the live load is limited to the expected live
load present during normal plant operation whbich is defined as 25%/ of the operaing
floor and roof live loads. However,~ design of local elements S~ha em adsasi
based on consideration of full ~normal live load.

3H.6.4.3.4.3 Reinforced Concrete Load Combinations

U = 1.4D + 1.7F + 1.7L + 1.7H + 1.7 R,

U = 1.4D + 1.7F + 1.7L + 1.7H + 1.7W+ 1.7 R,

U = D + F +L + H + Ta + E'

U = D+F+L+ H+To+Ro+Wt

U = D + F + L+ H'+ To + Ro+ E'

U = 1.05D + 1.05F + 1.3L + 1.3H+ 1.2T, + 1.3R,

U = 1.05D + 1.05F + 1.3L + 1.3H + 1.3W + 1.2T, + 1.3R,

U = D+F+L+H+To+Ro+FL

U = D+F+L+H+To+Ro+SE

For the cornmputation-of- Ilobal'aseismic loads the l ive load., ilimited is toheexpected I ive
load 'present during normal plant operation whichi s defined as 25% of the operating
floor and roof live loads. However, design of local elements suc has beams and slabs is
based on consideration of full, normal live load.
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For the UHS basin, the required strength defined by the above load combinations are

multiplied by the following Environmental Durability Factors (S) defined in ACI 350:

* F le x u ra l stre n g th ....................................................................................... ...1 .3

* Axial tension (including hoop tension) ......................... 1.65

* Excess shear strength carried by shear reinforcement ...................... 1.3
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RAI 03.08.04-21

QUESTION:

Follow-up to Question 03.08.04-10 (RAI 2965)

In FSAR Subsection 3H.6.4.3.3.5, Revision 3, the applicant defines extreme snow load (SE) as
5.5 psf. The applicant has subsequently used this SE in loading combinations. However, for load
combinations involving extreme snow, the roof load due to an extreme winter precipitation event
per ISG-7 should be considered. According to the applicant's response to Question 03.08.04-14,
this load was determined to be 47 lbs/ft2 based on the maximum accumulated water on roof
during an extreme winter precipitation event. Therefore, the applicant is requested to elaborate in
this section how the extreme snow load used in load combination for roof design was determined
following the guidance provided in ISG-7, and report the design load to be used in load
combination for roof design. This information is needed to establish consistency between load
definition and its use in corresponding load combination.

RESPONSE:

Per COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2:3S. 1.3.4, the ground snow load for both normal winter
precipitation event and extreme frozen winter precipitation is 5.5 psf. ISG-7 provides guidance
for converting the ground snow load to roof snow load using methodology provided in
ASCE 7-05. ASCE 7-05 utilizes an exposure factor (Ce), a thermal factor (Ct), and an
importance factor (I) as multipliers for converting ground snow load to roof snow load using
Equation 7-1 in Section 7.3. ISG-7 also provides recommended values for these three
coefficients to be used in Equation 7-1. As noted in ISG-7, pages 9 and 10, the coefficients to be
used in Equation 7-1 of ASCE 7-05 are (Ce=l.l), (Ct=1.0), and (1=1.2). Using these values for
the coefficients in Equation 7-1 of ASCE 7-05, and the limitation for minimum value provided in
Section 7.3 of ASCE 7-05, the roof snow load is determined to be 6.6 psf, corresponding to a
ground snow load of 5.5 psf.

Per ISG-7, the extreme winter precipitation shall be the larger of the following two cases:

Case 1: Normal winter precipitation + Extreme frozen winter precipitation
Case 2: Normal winter precipitation + Extreme liquid winter precipitation

Per COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 2.3S. 1.3.4, the extreme liquid winter precipitation is 34 inches
(or 177 psf). Assuming that both the roof drains and scuppers are clogged, Case 1 will yield a
loading of 6.6 + 6.6 = 13.2 psf and Case 2 will yield a loading of 6.6 + 177 = 183.6 psf.
However, since the roofs of site-specific structures are designed without parapets (see COLA
Part 2, Tier 2, Section 3H.6.4.2.5), for site-specific Category I structures, the extreme winter
precipitation can not exceed Case 1 loading of 13.2 psf. The parapet height of ABWR Standard
Plant structures do not exceed 9 inches, the extreme winter precipitation for ABWR Standard
Plant structures can not exceed 47 psf [i.e. 62.4 pcf x (9/12) = 47 psf].
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COLA Sections 3H.6.4.2.4, 3H.6.4.3.1.3 and 3H.6.4.3.3.5 and Table 2.0-2 will be revised as
shown below:

3H.6.4.2.4 Maximum Snow Load

Design snow load is 0 kPa (100 year return snow pack) and 0.263 kPa (5.5 psQ
(Maximuym ground level snow ~load) in accordance with Subsection 2.3s.1.3.41
Normal roof snow load is 6.6 Psf. Extreme roof snow' load' is 13.2 psf.ý

3H.6.4.3.1.3 Snow Loads

Design snow load is 0 kPa (100 year return snow pack) and 0.263 kPa (5.5 psO
(Maximum ground level snow load) in accodanc with Subsec-tion 2T3 .. 31. The
normal roof'snow load, is 6.6 psf

3H.6.4.3.3.5 Extreme Snow Load (SE)

Maximum 9g6roud level snow load, a~edRewt SberleetG2. 22-S4.34, is
0.263k~a(55-pef). er FSAR Section 2.3S.343,,the ground s~now~la Iafor boh
norm~ial Wvinter-precipitation event and extreme frozen winter precipitation i5.5psf.
ISG-7 provides guidance foriconverting the ground snowload to roofsnow load
using methodology provided in ASCE 7-05. ASCE 7-05 utilizes an exposure fact.or

(C-,a therm~al factor (Ci), and an importance factor (1) as-mlipr fo ovetn
ground snow load to roof sn~ow load using Equation 7-1 in ~Section 7.3. ISG-7 also
provides recommended values for these three coefficien~ts to be used in
Equation 7-1. As noe nIG7,pgs9ad10, the coefficients to be used in

Equtin -1of ASCE 7-05 are (C,=1.1), (Ct=1.0), and (11.) Using these values
for the coefficients in Equation 7-1of ASCE 7-0~5, a ndthe limitation for minimum
value. provided in Section 7.3 of ASCE 7-05, ,the~ roof ~snow load is determined to be
6.6 psf, corresponding t~o aground snow load of 5.5 psf.

Per4SG-7, the extrem w'inter precipitation shall be the larger ofthle following to
cases:

Case_ 1: Noml ite reiitto +_Extreme foewinter precipitationi
Cas 2: Noma wite prciiato +xtem liquid winter p~recipita~tion

Per FSAR Section2.3S.1.3.4, theextreme liquid winter precpitation is 34 inches
(or 177 psf). Assuming that both thie rofdrains and Scuppers are clogg~ed, Case 1
will yield loading of 6.•6+ 6.6 = 132pfadCs will yield a loading of
6.6 + 177 = 183.6 psf. However, since th of fst~pcfcsrcue r
designed without parapets'(see Section 3H.6.4.2.5), for sieseii Caeor
structur~es, the extreme. winter pre~cipitation can not. exed Case 1 loading of
13.2 psf.
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Table 2.0-2 Comparison of ABWR Standard Plant Site Design Parameters and STP
3 & 4 Site Characteristics

Subject ABWR Standard Plant STP 3 & 4 Site Bounded Discussion
Site Design Characteristics (YeslNo)
Parameters

Precipitation Maximum Snow Load: ,kPa(),--,sf, Yes Further information on
(for Roof 2.394 kPa (50 psf). (10 .yeaF..eturn maximum snow load
Design) s...wpa-k} is provided in

Subsection 2.S4.
0263 kpa (.5-,.-1 ,433H6 3.5,

snow lqadý

NormalroofParapet height of
snow load 6.6'; ABWR Standard P 'la
psf and Extreme structures will be
winterlimited tot9finches.
precipitation roof
load = 47 psf
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RAI 03.08.04-24

QUESTION:

Follow-up to Question 03.08.04-14 (RAI 3323)

The applicant's response to Question 03.08.04-14 explained that since the maximum parapet
height for ABWR standard plant seismic category I structures is 9 inches, roof load during the
extreme winter precipitation event may not exceed 47 lbs/ft2, which is less than the roof design
live load of 50 lbs/ft2.

The applicant is requested to explain why any potential incidental live loads on the roof need not
be considered concurrent with the extreme winter precipitation event. Also, since the maximum
parapet height of 9 inches is used as the basis for computing the extreme winter precipitation
load on the roof, the applicant is requested to include this information in the FSAR. The
requested information will establish the adequacy of roof design live load, and include in the
FSAR critical design information.

RESPONSE:

Per Sections 3.8.4.3.1.1 and 3.8.4.3.2 of DCD Tier 2, snow load and roof live load are considered
non concurrent loads.

Therefore, for the ABWR standard plant seismic category I structures, there is no need to
combine any roof live load with the extreme winter precipitation load.

Please see updated Table 2.0-2 in the response to RAI 03.08.04-21. No additional COLA
changes are required as a result of this RAI.
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RAI 03.08.04-26

QUESTION:

Follow-up to Question 03.08.04-16 (RAI 3323)

In the response to Question 03.08.04-16, the applicant provided details of how hydrodynamic
loads were included in the Ultimate Heat Sink (UHS) finite element model following the
guidance provided in SRP 3.7.3, but did not include any information in the FSAR. The applicant
is requested to include in the FSAR a summary description about how hydrodynamic loads were
included in the UHS structural model to meet the guidance provided in SRP 3.7.3, Acceptance
Criterion 14.

RESPONSE:

See attached COLA revision.

COLA Part 2, Tier 2, Section 3H.6.6.2.1 will be revised as shown below:

3H.6.6.2.1 UHS Basin, UHS Cooling Tower Enclosure, and RSW Pump House

The analysis described in Subsection 3H.6.6.1 considers the following loads, combined in
accordance with Subsection 3H.6.4.3.4:

" Dead and live loads on the UHS basin, UHS cooling tower enclosures, and RSW pump
houses as specified in Subsection 3H.6.4.3.1, plus the weight of the UHS cooling tower
fill, equipment and commodities in the RSW pump house.

" Hydrostatic and hydrodynamic (impulsive and convective) loads corresponding to the
water in the basin, and on the walls and the piers of the UHS basin. These
hydrodynamic loads are calculated in accordance with Subsection C3.5.4 of ASCE 4
Odmet, the' .00dance, provd ~l~.RP •:.73,o Acceptance Crite~jý14

Specifically the "Housner in TID-7024 is used to determine
theh y dro d ynam icmnpulsive andd convective masses.'

The impulsive masses areappled to the walsoftlhe HSSoil-Structure

nteraction (SSl) model. Therelore, the horzontal im pulsive-mode spectral
acc~eleration is based on con~sideration of the~ flexibility of thle tank.~

* Theseismically nducedohydrodynamic pressures on thetank, walls are
determined by the modal and spatial combination methods outlined in SRP
Section_3.7.2"including the effects of soil-structure interactioniF

,Since the fundamental sloshing (convective) frequency is soo loW (0.135 cycs
per second in the N-S direction and 0.078 cycles per second in the E-W
dir'ection), -the convective mass is not included in the SSI model but is considered
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,in the desgn,•-by empoipying the 'spectral acceleration0of the-horizontal convective
qrequencyat0.5 percent damping.

*The hydrodynamic pressure is added to the hydrostatic pressure to account for
the induced tension and compression forces on basin walls in the design.

" At-rest lateral soil pressure on the walls of the UHS basin and RSW pump houses.
Hydrostatic pressures on the walls of the UHS basin and RSW pump houses due to
groundwater.

" Dynamic lateral soil pressures on the walls of the UHS basin and RSW pump houses
due to an SSE, calculated using the methodology defined in Subsection 3.5.3.2.2 of
ASCE 4.Surcharge pressure of 300 psf (14.4 kPa) applied to the access road to the
UHS basin and RSW pump houses.

" SSE forces corresponding to the weight of the structures being acted on by the
accelerations established by the SSI analysis.

" Wind loads on the UHS basin, UHS cooling tower enclosures, and RSW pump houses
calculated as indicated in Subsection 3H.6.4.3.2. Tornado wind and pressure loads on
the UHS basin, UHS cooling tower enclosures, and RSW pump houses calculated as
specified in Subsection 3H.6.4.3.3.1. Overall global effects of applicable tornado
missiles on the UHS basin walls and cooling tower enclosure walls.

" The design flood loads on the RSW pump houses and tunnels are as stated in
Subsection 3H.6.4.2.3.


