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General Comment

The endorsed standard (i.e., ISA 67.04.01-2018) contains a figure that is misleading (i.e., Figure 1, "Relation
between setpoint parameters") which should be clarified in the RG. Typically, the accident analysis presumes
a particular protective action is initiated at a particular process parameter value (i.e., the analytical limit) and
takes an assumed amount of time to achieve the protective action. The accident analysis then determines the
most extreme values that all the process parameters reach; these extreme values are then compared to the
associated safety limits. That is, the process parameter that initiates the protective action (e.g., primary
coolant temperature) generally is not the same process parameter that has an associated safety limit; that is,
the safety limits (typically listed in the technical specifications) are very few, and are often not directly
measurable by sensors (i.e., they are calculated). Therefore, the analytical limit and the associated safety limit
are generally on two different process parameters. An explanation superior to this one should be included in
the RG.
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