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c ESSAR gg:%’?:lCATION

1.0 EQUATIONS OF MOTION

I'he equations of motion used in the Finite Difference inalysis of
Section 3.6.2.2.2.2 are of the form:

B (P =Wy, = <M ., + 3 -8 _.) (3,6A-1)
where:

h = the node spacinrg

Pk = the externally axppii=d lateral loads at node k

my = the lumped mass at node k

Yy = the lateral cdeflection at node k

M - the internal resistirg moment in the beam at node
k.

Power law moment-curvature relationship is assumed and the
central difference approximation for the curvature,

. e (~Y + 2y, = % (3.6A-2)

k+1 k1!

is used.

A timewise central-difference scheme is used to solve the dynamic
equations

y(t + at) = atly(t) + 2y(t) - y (t - at) (3.6A-3)
and for the first time step
2
y(t) = aty(0) (3.6A-4)

A time step equal to 1/10 the shortest period of vibration is
used in the integration.

2.0 ELASTIC-PLASTIC MOMENT~-CURVATURE LAW

The pipe 1is assumed to obey an elastic-strain hardening plastic
moment-curvature law with isotropic strain hardening. The
symbols used are defined as follows:

M = moment

‘ M current yield moment

i
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E - elastic modulus of material at temperature
1 = moment of inertia

i = IE

b - curvature

’, = M/Z = elastic curvature

Ad = increment of plastic curvature

¢p = ¢|a®| = effective plastic curvature

Wo = ¢A¢p = permanent s~t curvatuire

At the end of each integration step, new values of ¢ are
calculated at each node.

The known values of ¢_, @0, and M at the start of the step are
used to calculate M, M and A¢p by the following procedure:

it jo =68, |] < M/2

Ne 3= (3.6A-5)
and

a6, = 0 (3.6A=6)
if | ~ o | > M/2Z

M=M=F(|¢ -&_| + ¢p) sin (¢ ~ o)
and

f@p =0 - ¢ - M/Z
where

F () = K (®)n.
3.0 POWER LAW MOMENT-CURVATURE RELATIONSHIP

The following stress strain law is assumed in the plastic range:
o = K (¢) (3.6A=7)
The ;orrespond%nq moment-curvature law is:

M=K () (3.6A-8)
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where:
R W @R L TRRa L T k6 € L TR ) e L
Kws+n R Ry )rr(1/2)n + 3/2) R (3.6A~9)
or, to a good approximation,
_ 4K j o 2 3+n _ o 3+n , e
K= g4 (1 - .291n - .076n") (R, R, (3.6A=10)
in which:
R, = pipe outside radius
R = pipe inside radius

In the elastic range the moment-curvature law is:
M = EI® (3.6A~11)

The transition from elastic to plastic behavior en initial
loading occurs at:

X
n-1
b = iﬂ%(——- (3.6A-12)
4.0 SETRAIN RATE EFFECTS

The effect of strain rate in carbon steel is accounted for by
using a rate dependent stress strain law of the form:

1/5

o (e, ¢) = (1 + mﬁ—i—)— G(e) (3.6A-13)

Where G(¢) is the static stress stain relationship. For
stainless steel, the effect of strain rate is less pronourced so
that a 10% increase in yield and ultimate strength is used.

5.0 RESTRAINT BEHAVIOR

The analysis is capable of handling a bilinear or power law
restraint Dbehavior. The behavior of the restraint is
unidirectional. The restraint wunloads elastically only ¢teo

zero state, being left with a permanent set, and reloads
along a bilinear or power law curve.
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3.7 SEISMIC DESIuN

3.7:4 SEISMIC INPUT |
l

. i S R Design Resporise Spectra

This section discusses the seismic design of those systems and sub-systems
important to safety and classified as Cetegory I in Section 3.2,

The System 80 standard Design as defined by CESSAR is rot based on a specific
site, therefore seismic and geologic information cannot be provided.

Seismic response spectria which envelope actual design requirements for
current System 80 plants arc provided in Figures 7.3.1-1 through 3.7.1-4.
These spectra reflects responses for several different building types

located throughout the cortinental tinited States.

The response spectra shown in Figures 3.7.1-1 thru 3.7.1-3 are applicable
to the upper most horizontal support on the component named. Figure 3.7.1-
4 is applicable to the vertical supports of all of the RCS major components.

The effect of differential seismic displacement on the equipment and supports
is included in the site cpecific analysis of the Reactor Ccolant Systam
described in Section 3.7.2.1.

CE provides the following to assist the Applicant in his design of support
structures:

a) A simplified mathematical model which accounts for the mass and stiffness
properties of the System 20 system, suitabie for coupling with the
mathematical model of the supporting structures and foundations.

b) A set of design basis seismic loads transmifted from the System 80
systems to the supporting structures at all support locations.

¢) The set of design besis floor response spectra at each support location,
upon which the design basis loads are based,

The final verification of the design basis seismic loads 1is oerformed as
described in Section 3.7.2 and 3.7.3, based on the site specific seismic
excitations provided by the Applicant.

3.7.1.2 Design Time History

See Applicant's SAR for site specific information.
3.7,1.3 Critical Damping Values

Critical damping values used for Category I Systems and Components are
given in Table 3.7.¢-1.

3. 1.:.1.% Supporting “edia for Category I Structures

See Applicant's SAR.
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3. 7.2 SEISMIC SYSTEM ANALYSIS

3.7.2.1 Reactor Coolant System

a.7.8.0:1] Introduction

The major components of the Reactor Coolant System are designed to the
appropriate stress and deformation criteria of the ASME Code, Section III
for the set of loadings included in the component design specification.

The adequacy of seismic loadings used for the design of the major components
of the reactor coolnat system are confirmed by the methods of dynamic
analysis employing time-history and response spectrum techniques. The

major components are the reactor vessel, the steam generators, the reactor
coolant pumps, the reactor coolant piping and the pressurizer.

In order to account for possible dynamic interaction effects between the
components, a composite coupled model is employed in the dynamic analysis
of the reactor vessel, the two steam generators, the four reactor coolant
pumps and the interconnecting reactor coolant piping. The analysis of
these dynamically coupled multisupported components utilizes different time
dependent input excitations applied simultaneously to each support. Thus,
the effect of differential seismic displacements on the equipment and
supports is accounted for. In addition, the representation of the reactor
vecsel assembly used in this coupled model includes sufficient detail of
the reactor internals to account for possible dynamic coupling from the
reactor coolant system supports to the internals. The results of the
analysis of the coupled components of the reactor coolant system include an
appropriate time history forcing function used in a separate analysis of a
more detailed model of the reactor internals.

A representation of the coupled components, of sufficient detail to account
for possible dynamic coupling effects from the containment internal support
structure to the reactor coolant system components, is supplied to the
Applicant for performing the analysis of the containment internal support
structure. The results of the analysis of the contairment internal support
structure include the time history forcing functions for use in the separate
analysis of the more detailed model of the coupled components of the reactor
coolant system.

The analyses of the pressurizer and the surge line piping employ separate,
uncoupled, mathematical models and utilize either response spectrum or
time-history techniques.

In the analyses, dynamic responses to vertical seismic excitation are
combined with the responses to seismic excitations in two orthogonal hori-
zontal directionc See Section 3.7.2.1.4 for methods of combination of
resul’s f.om exc cations in three orthogonal directions.

The square root of the sum of the squares methods will normally be used to
combine the modal responses when the response spectrum modal analysis
method is employed. In those cases, however, where modal frequencies are
closely spaced, the responses of the closely spaced modes will be combined

3.7
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by the sum of the absolute values method and, in turn, combined with the
responses of the remaining significant modes by the square root of the sum
of the square method.

Contributions from all significant modes of response are retained in the
analyses.

The damping factors used in seismic analysis of Category I structures,

systems and equipment are selected from Table 3.7.2-1. Modal damping

factors of 2 to 3 percent of critical and 1 to 2 percent of critical for

the SSE and OBE, respectively, are used in the seismic analysis of the
coupled components of the reactor coolant system. Modal damping factors

of 1 to 2 percent of critical and 1/2 to 1 percent of critical for the SSE and
0BE, respectively, are used in separate seismic analyses of branch runs of
piping for which C-E has responsibility for supply, such as the “urge line
piping. The damping factors given in Table 3.7.2-1 include and are in
agreement with those recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.61.

The dynamic analyses of the major components of the reactor coolant system
to confirm the seismic adequacy of the design are scheduled for completion
such that a report of the results will be included in the Applicant's FSAR.

8.7.2.1.¢8 Mathematical Models

In the descriptions of the typical mathematical models which follow, the
spatial orientations are defined by the set of orthogonal axes where Y is

in the vertical direction and X and Z are in the horizontal plane, in the
directions indicated on the appropriate figure. The mathematical representa-
tion of the section properties of the structural elements employs a 12 x 12
stiffness matrix for the three-dimensional space frame models, and employs

a 6 x 6 stiffness matrix for the two-dimensional plane frame model. Elbows
in piping runs include the in-plane/out-of-plare bending flexibility factors
as specified in the ASME Code, Section III.

The methods used to combine the responses due to the different components
of Earthquake Motion are described in Section 3.7.2.1.4 for the dynamic
seismic system analysis, and in Section 3.7.3.6 for the seismic subsystem
analysis,

Reactor Coolant System - Coupled Components

A schematic diagram of the typical composite mathematical model used in the
analyses of the dynamically coupled components of the reactor coolant

system is presented in Figure 3.7.2-1. This model includes 30 mass points
with a total of 83 dynamic degrees of freedom. The mass points and corres-
ponding dynamic degrees of freedom are distributed to provide appropriate
representations of the dynamic characteristics of the components, as follows:
the reactor vessel, with internals, is represented by 4 mass points with a
total of 11 dynamic degrees of freedom; each of tre two steam generators is
represented by 4 mass points with a total of 10 drnamic degrees of freedom,
each of the four reactor coolant pumps is represented by 2 mass points with

a total of 6 dynamic degrees of freedom; and each branch of piping is
represented by a mass point with 3 dynamic degrees of freedom. The represen-
tation of the reactor vessel internals is formulated in conjunction with

Amendment No. 1
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the analysis of the reactor vessel internals discussed in Section 3. 7.3.18,
and is designed to simulate the dynamic characteristics of the models used
in that analysis.

The mathematical model provides a three-dimensional representation of the
dynamic response of the coupled components to seismic excitations in both
the horizontal and vertical directions. The mass is distributed at the
selected wus” points and corresponding translational degrees of freedom are
retained to include rotary inertial effects of the components. The toat]
mass of the entire coupled system is dynamically active in each of the
three coordinate directions.

Pressurizer

The mathematical model employed in the analysis of the pressurizer is shown
schematically in Figure 3.7.2-2. This lumped parameter, 3-dimensional
model provides a multimass representation of the pressurizer which includes
6 mass points with a total of 13 dynamic degrees of freedom.

Surge Line

The Tumped parameter, multimass mathematical model employed in the analysis
of a typical surge line is shown schematically in Figure 3.7.2-3. The
surge line is modeled as a three dimensional piping run with end points
anchored at the attachments to the pressurizer and the reactor vessel
outlet piping. In the definition of this particular mathematical model, 10
mass points with a total of 27 dynamic degrees of freedom were selected to
provide a three-dimensional representaion of the dynamic response of the
surge Tine. A1l supports defined “or the surge line assembly are included
in the mathematical model. The tot2] mass nf the surge 1ine is dynamically
active in each of the three coordinate uirections.,

3.7:2.1.8 Calculations

General

The general malrix form of the undamped coupled equations of motion can be
written (Reference 8) as follow:

MX + KU = F (1)

wWhere X represents the absolute acceleration of the mass point dynamic
degrees of freedom, and U represents the displacements of the mass and
support point dynamic degrees of freedom relative to a datum support which
is chosen to eliminate free body motion.

Expanding Equation (1) gives:

i Ritha e e
R EE R WS L. XK iid | 0 |
m , m + rmm ms Lm f (2)
oM || !
s S L )

i('s, tfsm Kss;

J
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=
i

a diagonal submatrix of the system model Tumped masses.

a submatrix of inertia terms associated with the support joints of the
system. For the purposes of this analysis, Ms = 0, because there is
no mass lumped at support joints.

=
"

F = the reaction forces at the system support points due to the response
of the system to the motion of the supporting structure.

K = the stiffness matrix of the system model condensed in a manner such
chat only mass point elements (subscript m) and active, non-released,
non-datum support elements (subscript s) remain in the matrix. (The
method used for this analysis employs the choice of a datum support to
eliminate free body motions.)

U = displacement of mass point dynamic-degrees-of-freedom relative to the
datum support.

U = displacement of support points relatvie to the datum support.

X = absolute acceleration of the mass point dynamic-degrees-of-freedom of
the model.

X = absolute acceleration of the stem support points.
The first equation of the set of equations (2) yields:

mem + Kmmum + Kmsus =0 (3)
A separation of variables can be achieved by defining the absolute motion
of a n..ss point in terms of motion relative to the datum support, such
that:

| - -
Lm xm YXsd (4

y = a vector defining the direction of excitation, such that:

¥ > 1, if the ith dynamic-degree-of-freedom is in the direction of support
motion, or

" 0, if the ith dynamic-degree-of-i1reedom is not in the direction of

support motion.
Xsd: the absolute acceleration of the datum support in a given direction.
Fquation (5) then becomes:

Mu +K

mm mmUm » -Mmyxsd * KnsY (5)

ms s

At this point it is to be noted that the equations of motion are in a form
expressing three dimensional response of the system mass points, due to

multiple support excitations in a single direction. Methods for determination

of the responses due to two or more directions of excitation are discussed
later in this presentation.

3.7-§




Introducing the normal mode co>rdinate transformation:
U= ¢q, (6)
where: ¢ = the matrix of eigenvectors,

then the equations of motion can be uncoupled and written in the followine
form:

2 T

q= oM™ (o"MyX_ + o'k ), (7)

q *+ 2bwq + w ms s

where: w" = diagonal matrix of eigenvalues,
¢ = matrix of eigenvectors, and
28w = diagonal matrix of mode) damping terms.

Having the stiffness and mass properties of the model, the eigenvalue
solution, and the digitized support excitations X . and U , €q (7) can be
solved in closed form for the time historiss of tﬁg mass Boint responses,
U and X .

m m

Frequency Analysis

An eigenvalue analysis is perfomed utilizing the ICES STRUDL II computer
code, Reference 5, to calculate the mode shapes and natural frequencies of
the composite mathematical models. Fodifications to \he standard ICES
STRUDL IT program have been implemented by Combustion Esginsering to include
a Jacobi diagonalization procedwe in the eigenvalue aialysis, and to

pre ‘e appropriate influence coefficients and stiffness matrices for use

in Lhe response and reaction calculations.

The natural frequencies and dominant degrees of freedom calculated for
typical systems are shown in Tables 3.7.2-2 and 3.7.2-3 for the Reactor
Coolant System, the surge line and the pressurizer,

4ass Point Response Analysis

The time history cf mass point respoiises to seismic excitation are computed
using TMCALC, a C<E code. This code peiforms a closed form integration of
the equations of motion for singly or multiply supported dynamic systems
utilizing normal mode theory. For the multiply supported systems, the
separate time histories of each support are imposed on the system simul-
taneously. The results are time history responses of the mass points.

The mass point responses resulting from spectrum analysis are found utilizing
the IVES STRUDL 1! computer code. This code performs a normal mode response
spectrum analysis resulting in the modal inertial loads at each mas: point.
Tiie mass point responses of the pressurizer are found using the response
spectrum for the pressurizer support. The mass point responses of the

surge line are found using an envelope of the spectra for the surge line
nozzies on the ntarconnected major components.

¥

3.7°6




A description c¢f the TMCALC code is given in Appendix 3A.

Seismic Reaction

The dynamically induced loads at all system design points due to the superimposed

time history support excitations and mass point responses are calculated
utilizing FORCE, a C~E computer code. This code performs a complete loads
analysis of the deformed structure at each incremental time step by computing
internal and external system reactions (forces and momen*s) by superposition
of the reactions due to the mass point displacements and the non-datum
support displacements.

A description of the FORCE code is given in Appendix 3A.

Influence coefficients for each desired reaction are computed for the
effect of unit displacements of each mass point and each non-datum support.
There is a complete set of mass point and support influence coefficients
for each component of force, moment, stress, or displacement to be computed
at the locations of interest throughout the system. The given support
displacements and computed mass point displacements at eac.. time step are
multipled by the set of influence coefficients, to perform a complete
reaction analysis of the system at each time step.

The desired components of reaction (force, moment, stress, or deflection)
are computed at each time step as follows:

R(t) = CmUm(t) + CSUS(t), (8)
where:

R(t) = a vector of reaction components at time t,

Cm = a matrix of mass point unit displacement influence coefficients
(one column per mass point and one row per reaction component),

o) = a matrix of non-datum support unit displacement influence

" ccefficients (one column per non-datum support and or row per

reaction component),

Um(*) = a vector of mass point relative displacements at time t, ana

Us(t; = a vector of non-datum support relative displacements at time t.

In & similar manner, the absolute acceleration of any po.rt in the system

can be computed by multiplying the mass point and support relative accelerations

by the influence coefficients for displacement reactions, and adding in the
datum support absolute acceleration, as follows:

R(L) = YK 4(t) + C U (1) + CU_(t), (9)

- L




where:
R(t) = a vector of absolute acceleration components at time t,
Xsd(t) * the absclute acceleration of the datum support at time t,

C = a matrix of mass point unit displacement influence
coefficients for components of displacement reactions,

Um(t) = a vecter of L.ass point accelérations relative to the datum
at time t,

R = amatrix on non-dat m sunport unit dicplacement influenc

% coefficients for componenis of displacement reactions, and

Us(t) = a vector of non-datum support relative accelerations at
time t.

Y = a vector defining the direction of excitation, such that:

Y =1, if the it“ componert-of-reaction is in the direction of
support motion, or

Y =0, if the ith component-of-rexction is not in the direction

of support motion.

This method, therefore permits the calculation of any “¢sired force or
moment, or non-miss point motion, on a time-history bacis.

Using this linear superpusition approach, the simultaneous results from two
or more directions of excitation can be combined at each time step. Two or
more <ets of nas, point displacement responses and support point displacement
excitation. are combined at each time step prior to the influence coefficient
multiplications.

The support and mass point displacements due to both horizontal and the
vertical seismic excitations are added at eacn time step. The maximum
component of each reaction for the entire time domain, and its associated
time of occurrence, are selected.

The maximum reactions for the pressurizer and surge line resulting from the
response soectrum analysis are found by applying the modal inertial loads

for each mode to the structural model using the STRUDL computer code. The
design point reactions due to each moaal loading are comboned by STRUDL by
summing the aosoiute values and by Root-Sum-Square of the modal reactions,

as appiopriate. The surge line analysis includes consideraticn of the
relative end displacements. The reactions found by statically imposing the
maximur relative displacemetns of the two ends of the surge line are included
with the inertial response from the spectrum analysis.

3.7-8




- e Results

The reaction (forces and moments) at all design po'nts in the system,
obtained from the dynamic seismic analysis, are compared with seismic loads
in each component design specification. The results of this comparison are
sumnarized n tabular form for the points of maximum calculated load.

The maximum response due to each of the three components of the earthquake
motion are calculated separately on a time history basis and combined by
vie SkSD method.

When the three components of earthquake motion are statistically independent,
the maximun responses are calculated by a simultaneous application of

motion resuiting from ail three “omponents of earthquake. In either case

the maximum seiwnic Joaci calculated by the %ime history techniques are the
result of a search and comparison over the entire time domain of each
individual component of load. The maximum ca.culated components of load

for each design lucation Go not in qeneral accur at the same time and
therefore use results in a conservative worst case.

The maximum seismic loads calculated by the response spectrum techniques
are the result of combining the modal reactions due to both horizenatal and
vertical excitations. The method of modal combination is discussed in
Section 3.7.2.5. The maximum responses cue to each of the three earthquake
comporents are then conbined by the SRSS method.

3.7 0.1.9 Conclusion

It is conc’uded that the seismic loadings specified for the design of the
reactor ccolant syster components and supports are adequate, when all
seismic loads calculated by the dynamic seismic analysis are less than the
corresponding loads in the component design specification.

3.7.8.2 Natural Frequencies and Response Loads

This section is provided in the Applicant's SAR.

3.7.2.3 Procedure Used for Modeling

This procedure used for modeling NSSS components and interconnec*ing piping
are described in Section 3.7.2.1.2.

3. 7.2.4 S0il1/Structure Interaction

See Applicant's SAR.

37 RD Development of Floor Response Spectra

See Applicant's SAR,

Ame ndment No. 1
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3.7.2.6 Three Components of Earthquake Motion

The procedures for considering the effects of three comporents of earthquake
motion in determining the seismic response of NSSS systems, components and
supports are discussed in Section 3.7.2.1.4

3.7.2.7 Procedure for Combining Modal Responses

The square roeot of the sum of the squares method is the procedure normally
used to combina the modal responses when the modal analysis response spectum

method of analysis is employed. The procedure is modified only in two cases:

Amendment No. 1
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a. In the anaiysis of simple system where three or less dynamic degrees-
of-freedom are involved, the modal responses are combined by the
summation of the absolute values method;

b. In tie analysis of complex systums where closely spaced modal frequencies
are encountered, the resporses of the closely spaced modes are combined
by the summation of the absolute values method and, in turn, combined
with the responses of the remaining significant modes by the square
voot of the sum of the squares method. Mocal frequencies are considered
closely spaced when their diflerence is less than +10 percent of the
lower frequency.

.7k g% 8 Interaction of Non-Categorv I Structures with Seismic
Category I Structure

See Applicant's SAR.

3.7.2.9 Effects of Parameter Variations in Floor Response Spectra

See Applicant's SAR,

3.7.2.10 Use of Constant Vertical Static Factors

A constant seismic vertical load factor is not used for the seismic design
of Seismic Category I structures, components and equipment.

2.7.8,11 Torsionael Effects of Eccertric Masses l 1

The mathematical models used in seismic analysis of Category I systems,
compcnents, and piping systems include sufficient mass points and corresponding
dynamic degrees-of-freedom to provide a three-dimensional representation of

the dynamic characteristics of tne system. The distribution of mass and

the selected location of mass points account for torsional effects of

valves and other eccentric masses.

3:.7:2:18 Comparison of Responses 1

See Applicant's SAR,

3.7.2.13 Methods for Seismic Analysis of Dams

See Appiicant's SAR.

7814 Determination of Seismic Category I Structure Overturning
Moments

See Applicant's SAR.

3.7.2.1% Analysis Procedure for Damping

Uniform modal damping factors given in Section 3.7.2.1.1 are used in the 1
analysis of the coupled components of the reactor coolant system.

Procedures for accounting for system damping are included in Section 3.7.2.1.3.

. Amendment No., 1
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. TABLE 3.7.2-1
DAMPING VALUES USED IN ANALYSIS OF CATEGORY }

Maximum Allowable
Damping percent of
critical viscous damping

Operational Basis Safe Shutdown

PRI WA | - Earthquake Earthquake
Equipment and large diameter piping

systems, pipe diameter greater

than 12 inches 2 3
Small diameter piping systems,

diameter less than or equal

to 12 inches 1 2
Welded steel structures 2 4
Bolted steel structures 4 7

Amendment No. 1
Febiuary 20, 1981




TABLE 3.7.2-2

(Sheet 1 of 2)

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

Dominant Degrees of Freedom

|
NATURAL FREQUENCIES AND DOMINANT DEGREES OF FREEDOM

Mode Frequency
Number  _ (CPS) Juint Number Direction Locations R
1 1.79 9911 7 Reactor Internals
2 1.74 9911 X Reactor Internals
3 12.18 9916 4 R.V. Tep Mass
4 13.06 9916 x R.V. Top Mass
5 17.43 404, 3404 X S.G Top Masses
6 17.54 4103, 2103, etc. X Top Masses of all RCP
7 17.63 2103, 4103 « Top Masses of RCP 1B & 2B
8 17.67 1103, 5103 X Top Masses of RCP 1A & 2A
9 17.83 3408, 408 Z 5.G. In*ternals
10 17.83 408, 3408 Z S.G. Internals
1 17.94 4103, 2103 X Top Masses of KCP 1B & 2B
12 18.00C 5103, 1103 X Top Masses of RCP 1A & 2A
13 19.76 9995 VA R.V. Lower Masg
14 20.23 9911 Reactor Iunternals .
15 21.02 2103, 4103, etc. /4 Top Masses for all RCP
16 21.02 5102, 4103, etc. z Top Masses for all RCP
17 21.02 1103, 5103 3 Top Masses er RCP 1A & 2A
18 21.02 2103, 4103 4 Top Masses fer RCP 1B & 2B
19 22.34 5103, 1103, etc. Y A1l RCP
20 22.36 1103, 5103, »tc. Y A1l RCP
| 21 22.36 4103, 2103, etc. Y A1i RCP
22 22.36 2103, 4103, etc. Y A1) RCP
23 28. 11 9905, 9995 X RV Internals & Externals
24 24.16 404, 3404 Y S.G. Externals
25 25.23 3404, 404 Y S.G. Externals
26 24,55 408, 3408 X S.G. Internals
27 25.89 9905 X R.V. Internals
28 29.37 404, 3404 VA 5.G. Top Masses
29 29.37 3404, 404 Z S.G. Top Masses
30 30.05 2580, 4580 - 4 | C.L. Piping
3 32.18 4580, 2580 - C.L. Piping
32 32.40 9911 Y Reactor Internals
33 32.46 1580, 5580 i A C.L. Piping
34 32.53 5580, 1580 Z, X C.L. Piping
35 56. 14 5580, 1580 X C.L. Piping
36 36.40 4580, 2580 X C.L. Piping
37 36.44 5580, 1580 X C.L. Piping
38 36.5) 2580, 4580 X C.L. Piping
39 39.4) 2580, 4580 X C.L. Piping
40 39.79 1580, 5580 ¥ C.L. Piping




TABLE 3.7.2-2 (Cont'd.) (3heet 2 of 2)

NATURAL FREQUENCIES AND DOMINANT DEGREES OF FREEDOM

Mode Frequency
Number (CPS)
41 39.81
42 39.91
43 41.78
44 44.99
45 47.85
46 48.04
47 48. 39
48 48. 39
49 51.05
50 1. 1)

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

Dominant Deyrees of Freedom

Joint nNumber

Direction

4580, 2580
1580, 5580
5580, 1580
994%

412, 3412,
3412, 412,
412, 3412,
3412, 412,
412, 3412

3412, 412

> > <

XXKNNXX X « -

etc.
etc.
etc.
etc.

NNN

Locations

LU unmnouoUunUmoOCcCoOo
OO <<rrr—r

Piping

Piping

Piping

Lower Mass
Internals
Internals
Internals
internals
Internals
Interna!s




TABLE 3.7.2°3

NATURAL FREQUENCIES AND DOMINANY DEGREES OF FREEDOM
PRESSURIZER AND SURGE LINE

__Dominant Degrees of Freedom

Mode Frequency i
Number  _ (CPS) Joint Number Direction Locations
1 29.17 135 X Pressurizer
2 29.19 135 l Pressurizer
3 40.05 135 Y Pressurizer
4 54.68 135 X Pressurizer
5 54.71 135 z Pressurizer
6 116. 31 110 X Pressurizer
7 116. 34 110 Z Pressurizer
8 185.72 135 X Pressurizer
9 185. 81 135 l Pressurizer
10 221.80 110 X Pressurizer
11 221.84 110 l Pressurizer
12 3U7.48 125 X Pressurizer
13 307.48 125 4 Pressurizer
] 9.75 7. B, "3 Y Surge Line
2 11.29 8. 7, #l X Surge Line
3 1..98 5, Hl Y Surge Line
4 21.79 8, 9, M3 Z Surge Line
5 25.81 9, H3 Y Surge Line
6 32.12 8, 9 X Surge Line
7 40. 35 10 X Surge Line
8 73.64 5 Z Surge Line
9 108. 52 3 X Surge Line
¢ 129.12 10 Y Surge Line
L 151.51 7. H3 X Surge Line
) 2 155.03 7 Y Surge Line
13 174.76 7, W1 § Surge Line
14 186. 39 H1 X Surge Line
15 229.30 W, 11 l Surge Line
16 260. 38 1 X Surge Line
17 304. 86 3 Y surge Line
18 320.52 7 X Surge Line
19 503. 60 H1 X Surge Line
20 525. 21 8 Y Surge Line
21 535.87 8 X Surge Line
22 542. 64 1 4 Surge Line
23 668. 06 4 X Surge Line
24 752.11 4 l Surge Line
25 338. 66 1 Y Surge Line
26 1327.41 8 l Surge Line
27 1807. 56 “ Y Surge Line
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3.7.3 SEISMIC SUBSYSTEM ANALYSIS

The discussion presented in this section describes procedures employed in
seismic subsystem analysis.

2.3:91 Seismic Analysis Methods

Analysis methods used for the major components of the reactor coolant system,
defined and analyzed as a "seismic system”, are described in Section 3.7.2.

Seismic analysis methods used for the reactor internals, fuel assemblies, and
control element drive mechanism are giver in Section 3.7.3.14. le

Mechanical systems and components and Category 1 inctrumentation aqd electrical
equipnent supplied by the NSSS vendor are analyzed in accordance with the methods
described in Sections 3.9 and 3.10, respectively.

3:.7.9:8 Determination of Number of Earthquake Cycles

The procedure used to account for the fatigue effect of cyclic motion
asscciated with the OBE recognizes that the actual motion experienced
during a seismic event consists of a single maximum or peak motion, and
some number of cycles of lesser magnitude. The total or cumulative fatigue
effect of all cycles of different magnitude will result in an equivalent
cumulative usage factor. The equivalent cumulative usage factor can also
be specified in terms of a finite number of cycles of the maximum or peak
motion. Based on this consideration, Seismic Category 1 subsystems, compo-
nents, and equipment are designed for total of 200 full-load cycles about a
mean value of zero and with an amplitude equal to the maximum response
produced during the entire OBE event.

3.7:3.3 Procedure Used For Modeling

Modeling of reactor internals, core, and control element drive mechanisms is
described in Section 3.7.3.14. Modeling procedures used for analysis of NSSS 6
vendor supplied auxiliary components are given in Section 3.9.3.

3:.7.3.4% Basis for Selection of Forcing Frequencies

The basis for acceptability of the seismic design of equipment and subsystems

is that the stresses and deformations produced by vibratory mction of the
postulated seismic events, in combination with other coincident loadings,

be within the limits established by applicable codes and standards

in Section 3.9.3 of CESSAR. 6

Within practical limitations, the seismic design is accomplished in a

manner to maintain the resonant frequencies well above the range which i3
significantly excited by the forcing frequencies. If the stresses and
deformations resulting from analysis of the preliminary design exceed

the established acceptable l1imits the stiffness of the restraint and

supports system is modified as required to maintain the fundamental frequen-

cies of equipment and subsystems sufficiently removed from the resonant

range and, thereby, maintain the seismic response within the loads given in

the component design specifications. The subsystem supports design is 6

Amendment No. 6
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sufficiently adaptable that, dependent on the quantitative change in frequency
required and the subsystem involved, modifications can be made either by
changino the stiffness of existing support assembly components or by adding
additional support system restraints to the subsystems or components whose
response otherwise exceeds the established limits.

If, during the arulysis of the preliminary design, frequencies of the reactor coolant
system were found to be in the range of resonance with those of the building,

the supports for vach of the components could be modified to increase their

natural frequencies,

Specifically, the fundamental frequencies of the raactor vessel can be increesed
in beth horizontal directions by the welding of a set of keys to the RV to
further restrain lateral motion or rotation of the vessel. The keys would be
aterally restrained by a structure supported by the primary shield wall.

Tre RCP moves in all three directions when seismically excited in any one
direction. The fundamental frequency of the RCP can be raised by relocating
the snubber from the top of the motor mount to tne top of the motor. The
orientation of the snubber would remain unchanged.

The SG frequency can be raised in the direction parallel to the axis of the
RV cutlet piping by the addition of a second set of snubbers and levers and
in the direction perpendicular to the axis o the RV outlet piping by an
additional set of keys above the original set.

See Section 3.9.3.1.3.1 for auxiliary components. ’ |

3.7.3.% Use of Equivalent Static Load Method of Analysis

can be realistically represented as single-degree-of-freedom systems or by

simple beam or frame type models. This method involves the multiplication

of the total weight of the equipment or component member by the specific seismic
acceleration coefficient. The magnitude of the seismic acceleration coefficient

is esteblished on the basis of the expected dynamic response characteristics

of the component. Components that can be adequately characterized as a
single-degree-of-freedom system are considered to have a modal participation

factor of one. Seismic acceleration coefficients for simple multi-degree of |6

The equivalent static load method is limited to analysis of components which I
6

Amendment No. 6
Movember 20, 1931

3.7-11a




freedom systems, which may be in the resonance region of the amplified
response spectrum curves, are increased by 50% to account conservatively for
. the increased modal participation.

3.7.3.6 Three Components of Earthquake Motion

Procedures for considering the effects of three components of earthquake motion
in determining the seismic response of NSSS vendor supplied seismic subsystems
and components are in accordance with Regulatory Guide 1.92.

Section 3.7.3.14 discusses the procedures used in the analysis of reactor 6
internals, fuel assemblies, and control element drive mechanisms. Procedures
for considering the effects of three components of earthquake motion for
auxiliary components are provided in Section 3.9.3.1.

3.7.%.7 Combination of Modal Response

See Section 3.7.2.7.

3.7.3.8 Analytical Procedures for Piping

The interconnecting piping of the major components of the reactor coolant 6
system is included in the seismic system analysis described in Section 3.7.2.

3.7.3.9 Multiply Supported Equipment Components With Distinct Inputs

The criteria and procedures used for seismic analysis of the multiply supported
major components of the reactor coolant system are described in Section 3.7.2;

‘ analysis mothods used for the reactor internals and fuel assemblies are given
in Section 3.7.3.14.

Other seismic subsystems supported at two or more locations are analyzed using
an upper bound envelope of all individual support response spectra to calculate
maximum inertial responses. Responses due to relative support displacements,
imposed on the supported subsystem in the most unfavorable combination, are
then combined with the responses due to inertial effects by the absolute sum
method.

3.7.3.18 Use of Constant Vertical Static Factors

See Section 3.7.2.10.

3. 7.3:11 Torsional Effects of Eccentric Masses

See Section 3.7.2.11.

3:.7.3:48 Buried Seismic Category I Piping Systems and Tunnels

See Applicant's SAR.

3. 7+3:.13 Interaction of Other Piping With Category I Piping

‘ See Applicant's SAR. There are no CESSAR interfaces with non-Category I piping. |5

Amendment No., 6
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3.7.3.14 Seismic Analysis of Reactor Internals, Core and CEDMs

373 18,1 Reactor Internals and Core

The seismic analyses of the reactor internals and core consists of two
phases;. In the first phase, linear lumped-parameter models are formulated,
natural frequencies and mode shapes for the models are determined, and the
response 15 obtained utilizing the modal analysis response spectrum method.
The response spectra used are based upon the acceleration of lhe reactor
vessel flange. The response spectrum analysis is used to obtain prelim-
inary design seismic loads and displacements in the vertical and horizontal
directions.

Amendment No. 6
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In the second phase, because the relative displacements between the core
and core shroud and between the core-support barrel and pressure-vessel
snubbers are sufficiently large to close the gaps that exist between these
components, a nonlinear horizontal time history analysis is performed. The |6
horizontal nonlinear analysis is divided into two parts. In the first

part, the internals and core are analyzed to obtain the internals response

and the proper dynamic input for the reactor core model. In the second

part, the core plate motion from the first part is applied to a more detailed
nonlinear model of the reactor core. The input excitation to the internals

model is the response time-history of the reactor vessel at the internals

support determined from the RCS analysis. Coupling effects between the

internals and reactor vessel are accounted for by including a simplified
representation of the internals with the RCS model. This is discussed in
subsection 3.7.2. When the linear vertical analysis indicates that _.he

response of the core may he sufficiently large to cause it to 1ift off the

core plate, a verticail nonlinear analysis of the internals is also performed.

If this method is used a statement will be provided in the Applicant's SAR

that a nonlinear analv-is was performed and that the results were acceptable.

In these analyses, two horizontal components and one vertical component of
the seismic excitation are considered and the maximum responses for the

ti. . e components are combined by the method of square root of the sum of
the squares.

Clasely spaced modes are considered in accordance with Regulatory Guicde 1.92. |5
3..3.30.1. Mathematical Models |

Equivalent multimass mathematical models are developed to represent the
reactor internals and core. The linear mathematical models of the internals
are constructed in terms of lumped masses and elastic-beam elements. At
appropriate locations within the internals and core, points (nndes) are |
chosen to lump the weights of the structure. A sketch of the internals and
core showing the relative node locations for the horizontal model is presented
in Figure 3.7.3-1. Figures 3.7.3-2 and 3.7.3-3 show the idealized linear
horizontal and linear vertical models. The criterion for choosing the

number and location of mass concentration is to provide for accurate repre-
sentation of the dynamically significant modes of vibration of each of the
internals components. Between the nodes properties are calculated for
moments of inertia, cross-section areas, effective shear areas, and lengths.
Separate horizontal and vertical models of the internals and core are
formulated to more efficiently account f.-» structural differences in these
directions. In the horizontal nonlir ar lumped mass representation of the
internals and core, shown in Figure 3.7.3-4, gap and spring elements are

used to represent contact between the fuel and core shroud. Lumped-mass

nodes in the core are positioned to coincide with fuel-spacer grid locations.
To simulate the nonlinear motion of the fuel, nonlinear spring couplings

are used to connect corresponding nodes to the fuel assemblies and core
shroud. Incorporated into these nonlinear springs is the spacer grid

impact stiffnesc derived from test results. The core is modeled by subai-
viding it into fuel assembly groupings and chocsing stiffness values to
?dequately characterize its beam responss and contaciing under dynamic

oading.

Amendment No. 6
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The horizontal nonlinear reactor core model consisting of one row of 17
individual fuel assemblies is depicted in Figure 3.7.3-5. In this model
each fuel assembly is represented with mass points located at spacer grid | 6
locations. To simulate the gaps in the core, nonlinear spring couplings .
are used to connect corresponding nodes on adjacent fuel assemblies and

core shroud. The impact stiffness and impact damping (coefficient of
restitution) parameters for the gap elements are derived from the impact

tests which are described in Section 4.2. The spacer grid impact representation
used for the analysis is capabie of reprecenting two types of fuel assembly
impact situations. In the first type, only one side of the spacer grid is
loaded. This type of impact occurs when the peripheral fuel assembly hits

the core shroud, or when two fuel assemblies strike one another. The second 6
type of impact loading occurs typically when the fuel sssemblies pile up on
one side of the core. In this case, the spacer grids are subjected to a
through-grid compressive loading.

The fuel assemblies in the coupled core/internals model and the detailed

core model are modeled with beam elements to represent the horizontal
stiffness between mass points and rotational springs at each end to simulate
the end fixity existing at the t~~ and bottom of the core. The value used
for fuel horizontal stiffness and end fixity are based upon a parametric
study in which analytic predictions are correlated with fuel assembly

static and dynamic test data. Fuel assembly structural damping as a func.ion
of vibrational amplitude was derived from fuel assembly forced vibration

and pluck tests defined in Section 4.2. The damping values used in the
seismic analysis of the reactor internals are in accordance with the values
in Table 3.7.2-1. | 6

The vertical nonlinear model incorporates nonlinear spring couplings to
account for the nonlinear behavior of the internals in the vertical direction.
The vertical nonlinear model is shown in Figure 3.7.3-8.

Additional salient details of the internals and core models are discussed
in the following paragraphs.

A. Hydrodynamic Effects

It has been shown both analytically and experimenta]]y(g) that imersion
of a body in a dense-fluid medium lowers its natural frequency and
significantly alters its vibratory response as compared to that in

air. The effect is more pronounced where the confining boundaries of
the fluid are in clos proximity to the vibrating body as in the case
for the reactor internals. The method of accounting for the effects

of a surrounding fluid on a vibrating system has been to ascribe tn

the system additional or "hydrodynamic mass".

The hydrodynamic mass of an immersed system 1s a function of the
dimensions of the real mass and the space between the real mass and
confining boundary.

Hydrodynamic mass effects for moving cylinders in a water annulus are
discussed in Reference 9 and 10. The results of these references are
applied to the internals structures to obtain _he total (structural
plus h,drodynamic) mass matrix that is then used in the evaluation of
the natural frequencies and mode shapes.

Amendment No. 6
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B. Core Support Barrel

The core support barrel is modeled as a beam with shear deformation.

It has been show: -’ at the use of beam theory for cylindrical shells (11)(12)
d

gives sufficient!y .ccurate results when shear deformation is include

o

Fuel Ass wblies

The fuel assemblies are modeled as uniform beams with rotational
springs at each end to represent the proper end condition. The member
properties for the beam elements representing the fuel assemblies are
derived from the results of experimental tests of the fuel-assembly
load deflection characteristics and fundamental natural frequency.

D. Support-Barrel Flanges

To obtain accurate lateral and vertical stiffness of the upper and
lower core-support barrel flanges and the upper guide structure support
barrel upper flange, finite-element analyses of these regions are
performed. As shown in Figure 3.7.3-6 these areas are modeled with
quadrilateral and triangular ring elements. Unit deflections and
rotations are applied in the lateral and axial directions, and the
resulting reaction forces are calculated. These results are then used
to derive the equivalen’ member properties for the flanges.

k. Upper Guide Structure

For the horizontal model, the upper guide structure including CEA
shrouds, connecting plates and tie rods are modeled as contilever
beams. A separate member is modeled to account for the connection
between the tie rods and the upper guide structure supporti plate.

F. Lower Suppori €iructure

To obtain vertical stiffnesses for the lower support structure grid
beams and cylinder, a finite element analysis is performed. A top

view of the finite element medel is shown in Figure 3.7.3-7. Displace-
ments due to vertical (out-of-plane) loads applied at the beam junctions
are calculated through the use of a computer program (13). Average
stiffness values based ont these results yield an equivalent member
cross-section area for the vertical model.

3.72.3..1.2 Analytical Technigues.

Natural Frequencies and Mode Shapes

The mass- and beam-element properties of the models are utilized in a
computer prog: am to obtain the natu-al frequencies and mode shapes. This
computer code is described in Section 3.9.1.2.2.7. The program utilizes

the stiffrness-matrix method of structural analysis. The natural frequencies
and mode shapes are extracted from the system of equations:
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2 &
wn M) o = 0

K = model stiffness matrix

M = model mass matrix

wn = natural circular frequency for the nth mode
¢n = normal mode shape matrix for nth mode

The mass matrix, M, 1.cludes the hydrodynamic and structural masses.
B. Response Calculations Methods
| Response Spectra Method

The response spectrum analysis is performed using the modal
extraction data and the following relationships for each mode:

a. Nodal Accelerations

X. =y

in A ¢1n (13)

nn

X. = absolute acc:leration at node "i" for node "n"
Yo ¥ modal participation factor
A= modal acceleration from response spectrum

¢. = mode shape factor at node "i" for node "n"

b. Nodal Displacement

X,

2 i)
Yin ® » (14)
n
where:
Y, = displacement at node "i" for mode "n" relative to base

th

natural circular frequency for n~ mode




G, Member Forces and Moments

o
"II') ¢ Yoy “ann“ Fo (15)
iy

n
where:
Fn = actual member force for mode "n"
?n = modal member force for mode "n"

The effect of the fluid environment is accounted for by
defining the modal participation as follows:

M
N
Y, ® "M'J:F]T"J""L”" (16)
7 e e

whe i
‘II" s

The SRS5 method is normally used to combine the modal responses.
Where modal frequencies are closely spaced, the responses of
these modes are combined by the sum of their absolute values.
The modal damping factors are obtained by the method of

"mass mode weighting", which gives:

=
i

structural weight of node "i"

structural + hydrodynamic weight terms

-
"

number of masses

Nt N
By ® ?Fgf‘}ﬁ:;“"”‘ (17)
where:
Bn = modal damping factor
M, = structural mass of mass node "i"
¢;, = absolute value of the mode shape at mass node "i"

o
.
-
o
"

damping associated with = aint "{"
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Nonlinear Analysis

The nonlinear seismic response and impact forces for the internals and fuel
are determined using the CESHOCK computer program (refer Section 3.9.1.2).
The computer program provides the numerical solution to transient dynamic
problems by step-by-step integration of the differential equations of
motion. The input excitation for the model is the time-history accelogram
of the reactor vessel.

Input to the CESHOCK computer program consists of initial conditions, nodal
Tumped masses, linear-spring coefficients, mass moments of inert.a, nonlinear
spring curves, and the acceleration time-histories. The output from the
CESHOCK computer program consists of displacements, translational and

angular accelerations, impact forces, shears, and moments.

8.2.8.14.17.3 Results

The nonlinear response loais for the internals, including impacting if any
exist, are determined for the veriical and horizontal directions. Loads
for the fuel are determined in a separate reactor core nonlinear analysis.
The results are determined for the Safe Shutdown Earthquake (SSE) and the
Operational Basis Earthquake (OBE).

3.7.5.04.2 Control Element Drive Mechanisms (CEDM)

The pressure-retaining components of the CEDM are designed to the appropriate
stress criteria of ASME Code Section III for all loadings specified. The
structural integrity of the CEDM when subjected to seismic lcadings is
verified by combination of test and analysis. Methods of modal dynamic
analysis employing response spectrum techniques or time hist..y analysis

are supported with experimentally obtained information.

3:7:3,18. 2.0 Input Excitation Data

For the dynamic analyses, a response spectra or time history definition of
the excitation at the base of the CEDM nozzle is obtained from the seismic
analysis of the RCS. The excitation is applied simultaneously in three
mutually perpendicular directions (2 horizontal and 1 vertical).

$:7:3:18. 2.8 Aralysis

A dynamic analysis of the mathematical structural model is performed utilizing
one or more of the computer programs discussed in Section 3.9.1.2.

3:7:.3.18,2.3 Tests

A functional test ultilizing a minimum drop weight is performed to verify
that drop characteristics meet the input design requirements. Results from
this test are compared to the calculated CEDM deflections under seismic
loading for the individual site. Verification of the proper function is
thus established based on both analytical and test results.
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3.8 DECIGN OF CATEGOPY I STRUCTURES

3.8.1 CONCRETE CONTAINMENT
See Applicant's SAR.
3.8.2 STEEL CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS

See Applicant's SAR.

3.8.3 CONCRETE AND STEEL TNTERNAL STRUCTURES OF STEEL OR CONCRETE
CONTAINMENTS
3.8.3.1 Description of the Internal Structires

Descriprion ¢f steel or concrete internal structures provided to'suppgrt,
shield or otherwise interface with the o£SSAR scepe will be provided in the
Applicant's SAR.

3.8.3.2 Applicable Codes, Standards, and Specifications

See Applicant's SAR for criteria used in the design of inte:nal structures.

38,33 Loads and Load Combinations

Loads at all structural interfaces with the CESSAR licensing scope of
equinment are provided to the Applicant by C-E for use in the design of
interna: structures. The loads and loading combinations provided for use
in the design of internal structures ai» the same as specified for design
for the mating equipment, discussed in Section 3.9.1.4.

Fo~ details of the design of internal structures considering the equipment
interface loads, see the Applicant's SAR.

3.8.3.4 Design and Analysis Procedures

For procedures used in the design of internal structures see the Applicant's
SAR.

For procedures used in the design and analysis of reactor coolant system
linear supports, sez Section 3.9.1.4.

3.8.3.5 structural Acceptance Criteria

Ses Section 3.9.1.4 for equipment in the CESSAR scope.
3.8.4 OTHER SEISMIC CATEGORY J STRUCTURES

See Apprlicant's SAR.

3.8.5 FOUNDATIONS

See Applicant's SAR.
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3.9 MECHANICAL SYSTEMG AND CCMPONENTS
3.9.% SPECIAL TOPICS FOR MECHANICAL COMPONENTS
2.9.3,1 Design Transients

The following information identifies the transients used in the
design and fatique analysis of ASME Code Class 1 components,

reactor internals and component supports. Cyclic data for the
design of ASME Code Class 2 and 3 components, as applicable, are
discussed in Sectinn 3.9.3. All transients are classified with

respect to the component operating condition categories
identified as Level A, B, and D and testing as defined in the
ASME Code, Section I1I. The transients specified below represent
conservative estimates for design purposes only and do not
purport to be accurate representations of actual transients, or
necessarily reflect actual operating proceaures; nevertheless,
all envisaged actual transients are accounted for, and the number
and severifty of the design transients exceeds those which may be
anticipated during the life of the plant.

Pressure and temperature fluctuations resulting from the normal.
upset, emergency and faulted transients are computed by means of
computer simulations of the reactor coolant system, pressurizer,
and steam generators. Design transients are detailed in the
equipment specifications. The component designer then uses the
specification curves as the basis for design and fatigue
analysis.

In support of the design of each Code Class 1 component, a
fatigue analysis of the combined effects of mechanical and
thermal loads is performed in accordance with the vrequirements of
Section III of the ASME Code. The purpose of the analysis is to
demonstrate that fatigue failure will not occur when the
components are subjected to typical dynamic events which may
occur at the power plunt.

The fatigue analysis is based upon a series of dynamic events
depicced in the respective component specifications. Associated
with each dynamic event is a mechanical, thermal-hydraulic
transient presentation aleng with an assumed number of
occurrences for the event. The presentation is gencrally simple
and straightfoiward, since it is meant to envelope the actual
plant response. The intent is to present material for purposes
of design.

Similarly, the characterization of a given dynamic event with a
specific name is unimportant. Any plant dynamic occurrence with
consequences which fall within the envelopes associated with one
of these dynamic everts is by definition represented by that

Amendment E
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dynamic event. The fundamental concept is to ensure that the
consequences of the normal and upset conditions which are
expected to occur in the power plant are enveloped by one or more
of the dynamic event portrayals in the component specifications.
The number of occurrences selacted for each dyna-ic event is
conservative, so that in the aggregate, a 60-year useful life |
will be provided by this design process. lE

Design load comkinations for ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3
components are given in Section 3.9.3. Design loading |
combinations for Code Clasg CS internals structures are presentedlg

in Soction 3.9.5.2. l

The principal design bases of the reactor coolant system (RCS)
and reactor intevnals structures are given in Seccions 5.2 and
3.9.5, respectively.

Table 3.9~1 summarizes the transients used in the stress analysislE
of primary systein Code Class 1 comporents. Additional specific
component *ransients for the reactor coolant pumps, steam
generators; reactor coolant piping, and the pressurizer are
provided in Sections 5.4.1, 5.4.2, 5.4.3, and 5.4.10 respec-
tively. The basis for the transients is indicated, and the
number of occurrences specified is to provide a system/component
desigr that will not be limited by expected cyclic operation over

the life of the plant. The number of occurrences is generally
based on a once/day, once/week, once/month, and so forth, type of
evaluation. It is expected that the frequency of cyclic

life and significantly less than design after the first year of
operation with cumulative occcurrences less than design values.
System integrity is further assured by using conservative methods
of predicting the range of pressure and temperature for the
transients. The 1list of transients is intended to include
startup and shutdown operations, inservice hydrostatic tests,
emergency and recovery operatiors, inservice hydrostatic tests,
emergency and recovery operations, switching operations, and
seismic events. An explanatory discussion of each transient is
also given. The applicable operating condition category as
designated by the ASME Code Section III is also indicated in each
case.

|
transients will be greater than design at the beginning of plant ‘
|
\
\

The transients listed include allowance for less severe
transients, such as rod withdrawal incident or boron dilution
ircident. The number of transients listed are beiieved to be far
ir excess of any number or severity that can be anticipated to
occur during the life of the facility.

Prescsure and thermal stress wvariations associated with the design
transients are considered in the design nf supports, valves, and
piping within the reactor coolant pressure boundary (RCPB).

Amendment E
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In addition to the design transients listed above and included in
the fatigue analysis, the loadings produced by the OBE and SSE
were also applied in the design of components and support |f
structures of the RCS. The OBE and SSE are classified as upset
and faulted condition events respectively. For the number of
cycles pertaining to the OBE, refer to Secticen 3.7.3.2.

3.9.1.2 Computer Programs Used in Stress Analyses
3.9.1.2.1 Reactor Coolant System

The following paragraphs provide a summary of the applicable
computer programs used in the structural analyses for ASME Code
Class 1 systems, components, and supports in the CESSAR-DC scope.
The summaries include individual descriptions and applicability
data. The computer codes employed in these analyses have been
verified in conformance with design control methods, consistent
with the quality assurance program described in Chapter 17.

3.9.1.2.1.1 MDC STRUDL

The MDC STRUDL computer program provides the ability to specify
characteristics of framed structure and three-dimensional solid

' s’ ‘ucture problems, perform static and dynamic analyses, and
reduce and combine results.

Analytic procedures in the pertinent portions of MDC STRUDL apply lE
to framed structures. Framed structures are two~ or
three-dimensional structures composed of slender, linear members
that can be represented by properties along a centroidal axis.
Such a structure is modeled with joints, including support

joints, and members connecting the joints. A variety of force
conditions on members or joints can be specified. The member
stiffness matrix is computed from beam theory. The total

stiffness matrix of the modeled structures is obtained by
appropriately combining the individual member stiffness.

Jae stiffness analysis method of solution treats the joint
displacements as unknowns. The solution procedure provides
results for Jjoints and members. Joint results include
displacements and reactions and joint loads as calculated from
member end forces. Member results are member end forces and
distortions. The assumptions governing the beam element
representation of the structure are as follows: linear, elastic,
homogeneous, and isotopic behavior, small deformation, plane
sections remain plane, and no coupling of axial, torque, and

bending.
The program is used to define the dynamic characteristics of the
structural models used in the dynamic seismic analyses of the

reactor coolant system components. The natural frequencies and

Amendment E
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mode shapes of the structural models and the influence
coefficients which relate member end forces and moments and
support reactions to unit displacements are calculated. The
influence coefficients are <calculated for each dynamic
degree-of-freedom of each mass point and for each degree-of-
freedom of each support point.

The program can perform either time-history analysis or spectrum
analysis using the modal super position technique. Support
reactions, member loads and joint acceleration are computed by
back substituting from the modal coordinates to physical
coordinates through the applicable transformation matrice and
then combining modal contributions from each individual mode
included in the response analysis.

MDC STRUDL is a program which is in the public domain and has had
sufficient use to justify its applicability and validity.
Extensive verification of the C-E version has been performed to
supplement the public documentation. The version of the program
in use at C-E was developed by the McDonnell Automation
Company/Engineering Computer International and is run on the
IBM computer system. MDC STRUDL is described in more detail in k
Reference 1.

3.’01-2.102 C-E ch

The C-E MARC program is a general purpose nonlinear finite
element program with structural and heat transfer capabilities.
It is described in detail in Reference 2.

C-E MARC is used for stress analysis of regions of vessels,
piping or supports which may deform plastically under prescribed

loadings. It is also used for elastic analyses of complex
geometries where the graphics capability enables a well defined
solution. The thermal capabilities of C-E MARC are used for

complex geometries where simplification of input and graphical
output are preferred.

C~-E MARC is the C-E modified version of the MARC program, which F

is in the public domain and has had sufficient use to justify its
applicability and validity. Extensive verification of the C-E
version has been performed to supplement the public
documentation.

3.9.1.2.1.3 JEST

JEST is a proprietary computer code developed for evaluation of
nuclear piping systems with hypothesized flaws. The code
pertforws fracture mechanics related calculations such as
J-Integral parameter and crack mouth opening displacements used
in leak-before-break and stability evaluations. Input to the

Amendment E
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This program is wused to perform preliminary sizing and
reinforcement calculations for hemispherical heads 'n the reactor
vessel. Program was verified by comparisons of program results
and hand calculated solutions of classical problems.

3.9.2.2.1.9 CE102, Flange Fatigue Program k

This program computes the redundant reactions, forces, moments,
stresses, and fatigue usage factors in a reactor vessel head,
head flange,closure studs, vessel flange, and upper vessel wall
for pressure and thermal loadings. Classical shell equations are
used in the interaction analysis.

This program is used to perform the fatigue analysis of the
reactor vessel closure head and vessel flange assembly. Program
was verified by comparisons of program results and hand-
calculated solutions of classical problems.

3.9.1.2.1.10 CE105, Nozzle Fatigue Program 3

This program computes the redundant reactions forces, moments,
and fatigue usage factors for nozzles in cylindrical shells.

This program is used to perform the fatigue analysis of reactor
vessel nozzles and steam generator feedwater nozzle. Program was
verified by comparisons of program results and hand-calculated
solutions of classical problems.

2.9.0.8.1.48 CEC26, Edge Coefficiants Program d

This code calculates the coefficients for edge deformations of
conical cylinders and tapered cylinders when subjected to
axisymmetric unit shears and moments applied at the edges.

This program is used to perform the fatigue analysis of reactor
vessel wall transition. Program was verified by comparisons of
program results and hand-calculated solutions of classical
problems.

3.9.3.2.2.12 CEl124, Generalized 4 x 4 Program £

This program computes the redundant reactions, forces, moments,
stresses, and fatigue usage factors for the reactor vessel wall
at the transition from a thick to thinner section and at the
bottom head juncture.

This program is used to perform fatigue analysis of reactor
vessel bottom head juncture. Program was verified by comparisons
of program results and hand-calculated solutions of classical
problens.

Amendment E
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3.9.1.2.1.17 CE362, Tube-To-Tubesheet Weld Program

This code performs a three body interaction analysis of the
tube~to-tubesheet weld juncture. The code calculates primary,
secondary, and peak stresses and computes range of stress and
fatigue usage factors.

This program is used in the fatigue analysis of steam generator
tube~to-tubesheet weld. Program was verified by comparisons of
program results and hand-calculated solutions of classical
problems.

3.9.3.2.3.10 CE286, Support Skirt Loading Program lE

This code calculates the stresses in the conical support skirt of
the steam generator for external loads.

This program is wused in the structural analysis of steam
generator support skirt. Program was verified by comparisons of
program results and hand-calculated solutions of classical
problems.

3:9..2:3.%9 CE210, Principal Stress Program |E

This code sums stresses for three load conditions and computes
principal stress intensity, stress intensity range, and fatigue
usage factor.

This program is used in the fatigue analysis of steam generator
components. Progran was verified by comparisons of program
results and hand-calculated solutions of classical problems.

3:90:3:.8:3.89 CE211, Nozzle Load Resolution Program E

A special purpose code, used to calculate stresses in nozzles
produced by piping loads in combination with internal pressure.

This program is used in the fatigue analysis of steam generator
nozzles. Program was verified by comparisons of program results
and hand-calculated solutions of classical problems.

3.9.1.2.1.21 KINI2100 Program £

A general purpose finite difference heat transfer program. This
program is used for steady-state and transient thermal analysis.

This program is used in numerous thermal relaxation analysis for
all components. Program was verified by comparisons of program
results and hand-calculated solutions of classical problems.

Amendment E
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3.9.1.2.1.22 CEFLASH-4A

A code used to calculate transient conditions resulting from a
flow line rupture in a water/steam flow system. The program is
used to calculate steam generator internal loadings following a
postulated main steam line break.

This program is used in a steam line break accident structural
analysis. Program was verified by comparisons of program results
and hand-calculated solutions of classical problems.

30’.1-2-1023 CRIBE 'E

A one-dimensional, two-phase thermal hydraulic code, utilizing a
momentum integral model of the secondary flow. This code was
used to estaplish the recirculation ratio and fluid mass
inventories as a function of power level. The code is in the
public domain and further verification is not required.

This program is used for determining steam generator performance.
Program was verified by comparisons of program results and hand-
calculated solutions of classical problems.

3.9.1.2.2 Code Class C8 Internals, Fuel and CEDMs

The following computer programs are used in the static and
dynamic analyses of reactor internals, fuel, and CEDMs.

3.9.1.2.2.1 MRI/STARDYNE

The MRI/STARDYNE program uses the finite element method for the
static and dynamic analysis of two- and three-dimensional solid
structures subjected to any arbitrary static or dynamic loading
or base acceleration. In addition, initial displacements and
velocities may be considered. The physical structure to be
analyzed is modeled with finite elements that are interconnected
by nodes. Each element is constrained to deform in accordance
with an assumed displacement field that is required to satisfy
continuity across element interfaces. The displacement shapes
are evaluated at nodal points. The equations relating the nodal
point displacements and their associated forces are called the
element stiffness relations and are a function of the element
geometry and its mechanical properties. The stiffness relations
for an element are developed on the basis of the theorem of
minimum potential energy. Masses and external forces are
assigned to the nodes. The general solution procedure of the
program is to formulate the total following equations:

Amendment E
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(K] » {(8) = {(P) (1)
w?(mi(q) - (K] (q) = 0O (2)
where:

{§) = the nodal displacement vector

(P) = the applied nodal forces

(m] = the mass matrix

w = the natural frequencies

{q) = the normal modes

Equation (1) applies during a static analysis which yields the
nodal displacements and finite elements internal forces.
Equation (2) applies during an eigenvalue/eigenvector analysis,
which yields the natural frequencies and normal modes of the
structural system. Using the natural frequencies and normal
modes together with related mass and stiffness characteristics of
the structure, appropriate equations of motion may be evaluated
‘ to determine structural response o a predescribed dynamic load.

The finite elements used to date in C-E analyses are the elastic
beam, plate and ground support spring members. The assumptions
governing their use are as follows: small deformation,
linear-elastic behavior, plane sections remain plane, no coupling
of axial, torque and bending, geometric and elastic properties
constant along length of element.

Further description is provided in Reference 4.

The MRI/STARDYNE code 1is used in the analysis of reactor
internals. The program is used to obtain the mode shapes,
frequencies and response of the internals to predescribed static
and dynamic loading. The structural components are modeled with

beam and plate elements. Ground support spring elements are
used, at times, to represent the effects of surrounding
structures. The geometric and elastic properties of these
elements are calculated such that they are dynamically equivalent
to the original structures. The response analysis is then
conducted using both modal response spectra and modal time
history techniques. Both methods are compatible with the
program.

3.9=11
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The program is also used to perform a static finite element
analysis of the lower support structure to determine its
structural stiffness.

MRI/STARDYNE is in the public domain and has had sufficient use
to justify its applicability and validity. Extensive
verification of the C-E version has been performed to supplement
the public documentation.

3.9.1.2.2.2 ANBYS

ANSYS is a general purpose nonlinear finite element program with
structural and heat transfer capabilities. It is described in
Reference 5.

ANSYS is used to perform detailed stress analyses of the fuel
assembly due to combined lateral and vertical dynamic loads
resulting from postulated seismic and loss-of-coolant-accident
conditions.

static finite element analyses of reactor internal structures,
such as flanges, expansion compensating ring and core shroud, are
performed with ANSYS to determine vertical and lateral
stiffnesses and thermal stresses.

ANSYS is a proprietary code in the public domain. The
developers, Swanson Analysis Systems, Incorporated have published
an ANSYS verification manual with numerous examples of its usage.
3.9.1.2.2.3 ASHSD

The ASHSD program uses a finite element technique for the dynamic
analysis of complex axisymmetric structures subjected to any

arbitrary static or dynamic loading or base acceleration. The
three-dimensional axisymmetric continum is represented as an
axisymmetric thin shell. The axisymmetric shell is discretcized

as a series of frustums of cones.

Hamilton’s variational principle is used to derive the equations
of motion for these discrete structures. This leads to a mass
matrix, stiffness matrix, and 1load vectors which are all
consistent with the assumed displacement field. To minimize
computer storage and execution time, the nondiagonal "consistent"
mass matrix is diagonalized by adding off-diagonal terms to the
appropriate diagonal terms. These equations of motion are solved
numerically in the time by a direct step-by-step integration
procedure.

3.9-12
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The assumptions governing the axisymmetric thin shell finite
element representation of the structure are those consistent with
linear orthotropic thin elastic shell theory. Further
description is provided in Reference 6.

ASHSD is used to obtain the dynamic response of the core support
barrel under normal operating conditions and dne to a LOCA. An
axisymmetric thin shell model of the structure is developed. The
spatial Fourier series components of the time varying normal
operating hydraulic pressure or LOCA loads are applied to the
modeled structure. The program yields the dynamic shell and beam
mode response of the structural system.

ASHSD has been verified by demonstration that its solutions are
substantially identical to those obtained by hand calculations or
from accepted experimental tests or analytical results. The
details of “hese comparisons may be found in References 6 and
p

3.9.1.2.2.4 CESHOCK

The computer program CESHOCK solves for the response of
structures which can be represented by lumped-mass and spring
systems and are subjected to a variety of arbitrary type
loadings. This is done bytﬂumerically solving the differential
equations of motion of an n degree of freedom system using the
Runge-Kutta-Gill technique. The equations of motion can
represent an axially responding system or a laterally responding
system (i.e., an axial motion, or a coupled lateral and
rotational motion). The program is designed to handle a large
number of options for describing load environments and includes
such transient conditions as time-dependent forces and moments,
initial displacements and rotations, and initial velocities.
Options are also available for describing steady-state loads,
preloads, accelerations, gaps, nonlinear elements, hydrodynamic
mass, friction, and hysteresis.

The output from the code consists of minimum and maximum values
of translational and angular accelerations, forces, shears, and

moments for the problem time range. In addition, the above
quantities are presented for all printout times requested. Plots
can also be obtained for displacements, velocities and
accelerations as desired. Further description is provided in

Reference 8.
The CESHOCK program is used to obtain the transient response of

the reactor vessel internals and fuel assemblies due to LOCA and
seismic loads.

3.9+=13
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Lateral and vertical lumped-mass and spring models of the

internals are formulated. various types of springs (linear,
compreseion only, tension only, or nonlinear springs) are used to
represent the structural components. Thus, judicious use of

load-deflection characteristics enables effects of components
impacting to be predicted. Transient loading appropriate to the
horizontal and verticali directions is applied at mass points and
a dynamic response (displacements and internals forces) is

obtained.

CESHOCK has been verified by demonstration that its solutions are
substantially identical to those obtained by hand calculations or
from accepted snalytical results via an independent computer
code. The « tails of these comparisons may be found in
References 7 and 8.

3.9.1.2.2.5 SAMMSOR/DYNASOR

SAMMSOR/DYNASOR provides the ability to perform ronlinear dynamic
analyses of shell structures represented by axisymmetric
finite ~lements and subjected to arbitrarily varying load
configurations.

The program employs the matrix displacement method of structural
analysis, wutilizing a curved shell element. Geometrically
nonlinear dynamic analyses can be conducted using this code.

stiffness and mass matrices for shells of revolution are
generated utilizing the SAMMSOR part of this code. This program
accepts a description of the structure in terms of the
coordinates and slopes of the nodes, and the properties of the
elements joining the nodes. Utilizing .he element properties,
the structural stiffness and mass matrices are generated for as
many as twenty harmonics and stored on magnetic tape. The
DYNASOR portion of the program utilizes the output tape generated
by SAMMSOR as input data for the respective analyses.

The eqrations of motion of the shell are solved in DYNASOR using
Houbolt’s numerical procedure with the nonlinea: terms being
moved t¢ the right-hand side of the equilibrium eguations and
treated as generalized pseudo-loads. The displacements and
stress re.ultants can be determined for both symmetrical and
asymmetrica' loading conditions. Asymmetrical dvnamic buckling
can be investigated using this program. Solutions can be
obtained for n.ghly nonlinear problems utilizing as many as five
circumferential Fourier harmonics. Further description is
provided in References 9 and 10.

3.9-14
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This program is wused to analyze the dynamic buckling
characteristic of the core support barrel during a LOCA hot-leg
break. The program’s nonlinear characteristics provide this
capability.

A finite element model of the CSB is formulated which is
consistent with the computer program. Taking into account the
initial deviation of the structure and the shell mode which is
most likely to give the minimum critical pressure, the
time-dependent pressure load is applied to the barrel. The
maximum displacement occurring in the barrel is obtained.

SAMMSOR/DYNASOR has been verified by demonstration thit its
solutions are substantially identical to those obtained by hand
calculations, accepted experimental test or analytical results,
and results obtained with a similar independently written program
in the public domain. The details of these comparisons may be
found in Reference 7.

3.9.1.2.2.6 MODSK

MODSK is a C-E computer program which solves for the natural
frequencies and mode shapes of a structural system. The natural
frequencies and mode shapes are extracted from the system of
equations:

J -
(K-W_ M) ¢ =0

where:
K = model stiffness matrix
M = model mass matrix
wn = natural circular frequency for the nth mode
¢ = normal mode shape matrix for the nth mode

n

The solution to the general eigenvalue problem is obtained using
the dual Jacobi rotation method.

The MODSK code is used in the analyses of reactor internals to
obtain frequencies and mode shapes, and damping parameters. The
results of these analyses are incorporated into overall reactor
vessel internals models, which calculates dynamic response due to
seismic and LOCA conditions,
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The MODSK program was developed by C-E and is used on the CCC 7600
computer. To demonstrate the validity of the MODSK program,

results from lateral and vertical test problems were obtained and

shown to be substantially identical to those obtained from an

equivalent analysis using the public domain program ANSYS (Refer

to Section 3.9.1.2.2.2).

3.9.1.2.2.7 8APIV

The SAPIV computer code is a structural analysis program capable
of analyzing two and three-dimersional linear complex structures
subjected to any arbitrary static and dynamic loading or base
acceleration. The analysis technique is based on the finite
element displacement method. The structure to be analyzed can be
represented using bars, beams, plates, membranes and three-
dimensional finite elements.

Structural stiffness and load vectors are assembled frcom the
element matrices which are derived assuming various displacement
functions within each element whereas lumped mass matrices are
used to represent inertia characteristics of the structure. 1In
the stati~ analysis, the assembled equations of equilibrium are
solved b, using a linear equation solver. Dynamic analysis
capabilities include modal analysis, modal superposition and
direct integration methods of computing dynamic response and
response spectrum techniques.

SAP1V has been applied to the eigenvalue and response spectra
analyses of spent fuel storage racks and lifing rig structures.

The SAPIV code ig used in the computation of dynamic response of
control element drive mechanisms under mechanical and seismic
lrads. Both modal analysis and response spectrum capabilities of
the code are used to find the natural frequencies and mode shapes
and the dyaamic loads in CEDM components.

SAPIV is in the public domain and has had sufficient use to
justify its applicability and validity. Extensive verification
of the C-E version has been performed to supplement the public
documentation.

3.9.1.2.2.8 CEFLASH-4B

The CEFLASH-4B computer code (Reference 14) predicts the reacctor
pressure vessel pressure and flow distribution during the
subcooled and saturated portion of the blowdown period of a
Loss-of-Coolant-Accident (LOCA). The equations for conservation
of mass, energy and momentum along with a representation of the
egquation of state are solved simultaneously in a node and flow
path network representation of the primary reactor coolant
system.

3:9»]186
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CEFLASH-4B provides transient pressures, flow rates and densities
throughout the primary system following a postulz .ed pipe break
in the reactor coolant system.

The CEFLASH-4B computer code is a modified version of the

CEFLASH-4A code (References 15 through 17). The CEFLASH-4A
computer code has been approved by the NP7 (References 18 and
19). The capability of CEFLASH-4B to predict experimental

blowdown data is presented in Reference 14.
3.9.1.2.2.9 LOAD

LOAD calculates the applied forces of the axial internals model
which (s contained within water control volumes using results
from thi CEFLASH-4B blowdown loads analysis as input. The fluid
momentur. equation is applied to each volume and a resultant force
is calculated. Each force is then apportioned to the various
structural nodes contained within the volume. Use of tl.e fluid
momentum equation takes into account pressure forces, fluid
friction, water weight, and momentum changes within each volume.
The resultant forces are combined with the reactor vessel motions
obtained from the reactor coolant system analysis before the
structural responses are determined, The LOAD code has been

. verified by demonstrating thet its colutions are substantially
identical to those obtained from hand calculations.

3.9.1.2.3 Non~-NS888 Structures and Components

The following computer programs are used in the analyses of
Non-=NS8SS structures and components.

(LATER)

3.9.1.3 Experimental Stress Analyses

Requirements for experimental stress analysis have not been

imposed on any equipment in the CESSAR-DC scope. e

3.9:%.48 Considerations for the Evaluation of the Faulted
Condition

3.9.1.4.1 Seismic Category . RCS Items

The major components of the reactor coolant system (RCS) are
designed to withstand the forces associated with the design basis
pipe breaks discussed in Section 3.6, in combination with the
forces associated with the Safe Shutdown Earthquake and normal

operating conditions. For structural evaluation, the design
basis pipe breaks are those breaks for which leak-before-break
cannot be demonstrated. Since the dynamic effects of breaks in

Amendment E
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piping systems listed in Section 3.6.2.2.1 are eliminated by
leak-before~-break, the pipe break loads analysis procedure
considers only those branch line pipe breaks not eliminated by
leak-before-break.

See Section 3.9.3 for discussion of loading combinations.

Analyses are performed to generate component loads and motions
due to the forces associated with branch line pipe breaks. the
analyses account for the reactor vessel and supports, major
connected piping and components and the reactor internals. The
results of the analyses include loads on major component supports
and RCS piping loads.

The analyses performed for branch line breaks use MDC STRUDL code
(see Section 3.9.1.2.1.1).

The resultant component and support reactions are specified, in
combination with the appropriate normal opzrating and seismic
reactions, for design verification by the mecthods discussed below
and in Section 3.9.3.

The system or subsystem analysis used to establish, or confirm,
loads which are specified for the design of components and
supports is performed on an elastic basis.

When an elastic system analysis is employed to establish the
loads which act on components and supports, elastic stress
analysis methods are also used in the design calculations to
evaluate the effects of the loads on the components and supports.
In particular, inelastic methods such as plastic instability and
limit analysis methods, as defined in Section III of the ASME
Code, are not wused in conjunction with an elastic system
analysis. Figure 3.9-1. The RCS and its supports, which are
analyzed using elastic methods, are shown in diagram form in
Figure 3.9-1,

Inelastic methods of analysis are used in cases where i%: is
deemed desirable and appropriate to permit significant 1.cal
inelastic response. In “hese cases, if any, the system or
subsystem analysis performed ‘o establish the loads which act .i
components and component supports are modified to include th:e
inelastic strain compatibility in the local regions of the
components and component supports at which significant 1local
inelastic response is permitted.

Inelastic methods defined in Section III of the ASME Code as
plastic instability or limit analysis methods are not used.

Amendment E
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3:9.0.4.3:1 Reactor Intarnals and CEDMs
See Sections 3.7.3.%24 and 3.9.2.5.
3.9,1.4.1.2 Non~Code Items

The componercs not covered by the ASME Code but which are related
to plant ~afety include:

A. Iaternal Structures (Class IS).

B. Fuel.

= o8 Control element a:..~ w.chanisms (CEDMs).
5. Control element assemblies (CEAs).

Each of these components is designed in accordance with specific
criteria to ensure their operability as it relates to safety.
The fuel assembly and control elemert assembly design |is
discussed in Section 4.2. The non-code ¢omponents of the control
element drive mechanisms (CEDMs) are proven by testing as
described in Section 3.9.4.4.

3.9.1.4.2 Seismic Category I Non-NSSS Items

The analytical method for evaluating the faulted condition uses
a linear elastic model as described in Section 3.7.3. The ASME
Section II1 allowable stress limits will be met for faulted
loads, including the safe shutdown earthquake and system
transient loads described in Section 3.9.1. For any exceptions
to the above, such as the pipe break analysis described in
Section 3,6.2, maximum allowable strain limits from accepted
standards will be satisfied.

3.9%.2 DYNAMIC SBYSTEM ANALYSIS AND TESTING

3.9.2.1 Piping Vibrations, Thermal Expansion, and Dynamic

Safety~-related piping systems were designed in accordance with
the ASME B&PV Code, Section II1. The preoperational test program
for the Class 1, 2 and 3 piping systems will simulate actua.
operating modes to demonstrate that “he appurtenances comprising
these systems will meet functional esign requirements and that
pipina vibrations are within acceptaible levels.

Amendment E
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3.9.2.1.1 steady-State Vibration

Essential systems and systems with the potential to experience
significant vibration will be monitored for steady-state
vibration. The piping will be monitored during normal operating
and test modes along with operating modes expected to result in
the most severe vibration. The piping will be visually inspected,
ard vibration movements will be taken using portable
instrumen' ation at locations where the vibration is judged to be
the most sev2re. When necessary, the piping will be instrumented
and monitored remotely.

The measured piping displacements will be compared with allowable
displacement limits that are based on the allowable amplitudes,
Sa, given below.

$ = 7,690 psi for carbon steel with UTS < SO]ﬁips/inz. This
rgpresents the alternating stress intensity at 10" cycles and is
extrapolated from Figure 1I-9.1 of Appendix I of ASME Code,
gection 1. &_ for staigless steel is equal to the alternating |¢
stress intensi at 10 cycles taken from Figure I-9.2 of
Appendix I of ASME Code, Section III.

If the measured piping displacements exceed allowable limits, one
or more of the following actions will be taken so that the
vibration can be qualified.

A, Analyses will be performed to show that the measured
displacements are acceptable.

B. Additional testing will be performed to show that the peak
stresses due to the vibration are acceptable.

o The source of the excessive vibrations will be eliminated.

D. The pipe supporting arrangement will be modified to reduce

the vibration to acceptable levels.
3.9.2.1.2 Transient Vibration

Vibration monitoring will be completed for systems expected to
experience significant transients. The piping will be
instrumented to measure the system response during the transient
events.

The measured response will be compared with analytically
predicted values from the piping stress report. If the predicted
values are exceeded, the measured response will be shown to be
acceptable by additional analyses or testing; or the source of .

Amendment E
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the transient will be eliminated or modified to reduce the
transient 1loadings or nodifications to the pipe supporting
arrangement will be made *o reduce the system response to
acceptable levels.

3.9.2.4.) Thermal Expansion

Safety-related systems that are expected to experience
significant thermal movements will be monitored for thermal
expansion. A preheatup walkdown will be performed so that
locations of potential thermal interferences can be identified
and appropriate corrective action taken prior to heatup. One
complete thermal cycle, i.e., cold position to hot position to
cold position, will be monitored. The piping and components will
be visually inspected and piping displacements will be monitored
at predetermined locations. The measurement locations will be
based on the locations of snubbers, hangers, and expected large
displacements. When necessary, the piping will be instrumented
and monitored remotely.

Acceptable limits of pipe displacement, based on analytically
predicted movements from the piping stress reports, will be
determined prior to testing. The measured displacements will be
compared to the acceptance limits to determine whether the piping
systems are free to expand as expected. If the measured
displacements are not within the acceptance limits, then analyses
will be performed or corrective action will be taken, as
appropriate, to ensure that pipe stress and support and equipment
allowables are not exceeded.

3.9.2.3 geismic Qualification Testing of Safety-Related
Mechanical Equipment

3.9.2.2.1 Nuclear Steam Supply System

The operability of all active safety-related mechanical equipment
relateu to the NSSS is demonstrated by analysis and/or testing.
The methods and procedures used and the results of tests and
analyses that confirm implementation of the design criteria for
safety-related mechanical equipment, including supports, are
provided in Section 3.9.3.2.

3.9.2.2.2 NOD'NBSS Item'

The following dynamic testing procedures are used for Seismic
Category I mechanical equipment and equipment supports.

Amendment E
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3.9.2.2.2.1 Beismic Testing and Analysis

The ability of equipment to perform its Seismic Category 1
functions during and after an earthquake = demonstrated by tests
and/or analysis. The selection of test: and/or analysis for a
particular piece of equipment is 1sed on practical
considerations. When practical, the ¢ismic Category I

operations are activated and tested during the vibra;ory testing.
When th'!s is not practical, these operations are simulated by a
combination of tests and analysis.

3.9.2.2.2.2 Beismic Analysis

Equipment that is large, simple (e.g., panels, pumps and valves),
and/or consumes large amounts of power is usually qualified by an
analysis to show that the loads, stresses, and deflections are
less than the values which give assurance of proper operation.
Analysis is also used to show that there are no natural
frequencies below the frequency range of a test facility.

3.9.2.2.2.3 Basis for Test Input Motion
When equipment is gualified by test, the response spectrum or the

time history at the point of attachment to the supporting
structure is the basis for determining the test input motion.

3.9.2.2.2.4 Random Vibration Input

When random vibration input is used, the actual input metion
envelopes the appropriate floor input motion at the individual
modes. However, single frequency input, such as sine beats, is
used provided one of the following conditions are met:

A. The characteristics of the required input motion are
dominated by one frequency.

B. 'he anticipated response of the equipment is adequately
represented by one mode.

B The input has sufficient intensity and duration to excite
all modes to the required magnitude, such that the testing
response spectra will envelope the corresponding response
spectra of the individual modes.

3.9.2.2.2.5 Input Motion

The input motion is applied to the vertical and one horizontal
axis simultaneously. However, 1f the equipment responss along
the vertical direction is not sensitive to the vibratory motion ‘
along the horizontal direction, and vice versa, then the input

Amendment E
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motion 1s applied to one direction at a time. In cas of single
frequency input, the time phasing of the inputs in the vertical
and horizontal directions 1s such that a purel: rectil inear
resultant 1nput 1s avoided.

3.9.2.2.2.6 Fixture Design

design simulates the actual serv
dynamic coupling to the equipment

3:.9.2:.2.2,7 Equipment Testing

Equipment testing 1s based on prototype
betwee! e equipment beling tested and the
18 assured. 'hlis 1s usually done by the vendor

gulpme
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3.9.2.3.2 Pericdic Forcing Function
3.9.2.3.2.1 Core Bupport Barrel Assembly

An analysis based on an idealized hydrodynamic model is employed
te obtain the relationzhip between reactor coolant pump
pulsations in the inlet ducts and the periodic pressure
fluctuations on the core support barrel. A detailed description
of this model and subsequent solution are given in References 21
through 27. The model represents the annulus of coolant between
the core support barrel and the reactor vessel. 1In deriving the
governing hydrodynamic differential equation for the above model,
the fluid is taken to be compressible and inviscide. Linearized
versicns of the equations of motion and continuity are used. The
excitation on the hydraulic model is harmonic with the
frequencies of excitation corresponding to pump rotational speeds

and blade passing frequencies. The result of the hydraulic
analysis is a system of equations which define the forced
response, natural frequencies and natural modes of the
hydrodynamic model. The forced response equations define the

spatial distributions of pressure on the core support barrel
system as a function of time.

3.9.2.3.2.2 Upper Guide Structure

The dynamic force on the upper guide structure assembly is due to
flow induced forces on the tube bank. The periodic components of
these forces are caused by pressure pulsations at harmonics of
the pump rotor and blade passing frequencies, and vortex shedding
due to crossflow over the tubes.

A series of tests on full size tubes at reactor pressure and
temperature indicated no evidence of periodic vortex shedding at
the Reynolds Number and turbulence levels expected in the tube
bank (Reference 28). Thus, the only significant periodic force
is that due to pump pulsations. Data from this same test series
was utilized to determine the magnitude of these pulsations at
the pump rotor, twice the rotor, blade passing, and twice blade
passing freguencies.

3.9.2.,3.2.3 Lower Support Structure Assembly

The ICI nozzles and the skewed bheam supports for the ICI support
plate are excited by periodic ':nd/or random, flow induced forces.

The periodic component of this .iocading is due to pump related
pressure fluctuations and vortex shedding due to crossflow. High
turbulence intensity caused by jetting through the flow skirt
makes it wunlikely that regular vortex shedding will occur
(References 29 and 20). If it were assumed to occur, the maximum
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shedding frequency would be well below the lowest structural
frequency for both the ICI support nozzles and skewed beams. The
magnitude and frequency of this periodic force are accounted for
based on data in the literature for crossflow over both vertical
(References 31 and 32) and skewed (Reference 33) isolated tubes.

Derivation of pump freguency related loads is accomplished by
assuming that these periodic pre. sure variations are propagated
undiminished through the flow skirt from the lower portion of thre
core barrel - reactor vessel annulus. The magnitude of these
pulsations is based on a combination of analytical predictions,
based on Reference 21, and cdata from previous precritical
programs (References 23 and 24).

3.9.2.3.3 Random Forcing Function
3.9.2.3.3.1 Core Bupport Barrel Assembly

The random hydraulic forcing function is developed by analytical
and experimental methods. An analytical expression is developed
to define the turbulent pressure fluctuation for fully developed
flow (Reference 34). This expression is modified, based upon the
result of scale model testing (References 35 and 36), to account
for the fact that flow in the downcomer is not fully developed.
Based upon tests results, an expression is developed tc define
the spatial dependency of the turbulent pressure fluctuations.
In addition, experimentally adjusted analytical expressions are
developed to define the peak value of the pressure spectral
density associated with the turbulence and the maximum area of
coherence, in terms of the boundary layer displacement, across
which the random pressure fluctuations are in phase (References
25, 28 and ' 27). The transient behavior of the random
fluctuations during loop startup and shutdown is assumed to be
identical to that of the periodic excitations.

3.9.2.3.3.2 Upper Guide Structure
Results of the full size tube tests (Reference 28) showed that at

normal operating conditions the shroud tubes are excited by
upstream and wake produced turbulent buffeting (References 28, 37

and 38). The forcing function for this type of loading can be
represented as a band limited white noise power spectrum
(Reference 28). The magnitude of this spectrum is computed based

on data from these tests. The resultant velocity dependent force
is combined with static drag loads to compute the amplitude
response and stress levels.

3,9-25
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3.9.2.3.3.3 Lower Bupport Structure Assembly

The ICI nozzles and ICI support plate support beams are both
subject to turbulent buffeting by the flow skirt jets. The
outermost ICI nozzles and beams receive full impact of the jets
before the jets decay due to fluid entrainment and the presence
of inner tube rows. The force spectrum of these jets is assumed
to be represented as wide band white noise. The magnitude of
this spectrum is based on data in the literature for impingement
of turbulent jets (Reference 39 and 40). This velocity dependent
magnitude is applied to each tube, assuming no charge in jet
characteristics, between the outermost and inner tubes. The
approach ve]oc1ty for each tube is calculated from an analytical
expression Dbased on experimental data on the velocity
distribution in the lower portion of the reactor vessel-core
barrel arnulus and the flcw skirt.

3:9:8.3.% Mathematical Models

A finite element analysis is performed on each of the reactor
internals components using mathematical models. These models are
designed to provide the most efficient analysis under the most
significant loading condition to which each structure is exposed
The core support barrel assembly is modeled as a shell using the
ASHSD computer code (Reference 6) (Figure 3.9-3). The structure
is fixed at the upper flange to determine the beam modes and
frequencies. The shell modes and frequencies are found by
considering the upper flange fixed and the lower flange pinned.
These analyses include  hydrodynamic mass effects. All
significant mode shapes and frequencies are used in combination
to perform the normal operating deterministic response ana1y51=
A simplified finite element model of the barrel assembly is
generated on the STARDYNE computer code (Reference 4) for use in
the random response analysis.

The control element shroud tubes in the upper guide structure
assembly are modeled as beams supported at the ends by plate
elements. The end plates are in turn supported by spring
elements which represent the stiffness of additional surrounding
structure. A typical model of this configuration is shown in
Figure 3.9-4. The STARDYNE computer code (Reference 4) is
enmployed to allow the same models tc be utilized for modal
analysis as well as deterministic and random response analysis.

The lower support structure assembly is modeled in several ways.
Beam and plate elements are assembled in a comparatively coarse
mesh to model the entire Instrument Nozzle Assembly (Figure
-5) . This representation of the structure is used on the
STARDYNE computer code (Reference 4) to determine the modes,
frequencies and response actions of the assembly as a system.

3.9-26
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The reaction points in this model are taken at the bottom plate
level of the LSS Assembly. Typical ICI nozzles (Figure 3.9-6)
and Skewed Beams (Figure 3.9-7) are modeled as fine mesh beanm
elements reacted at the support points by spring elements
representing the surrounding structure flexibility. These
component models are used on the STARDYNE computer code
(Reference 4) to provide the individual structural modes,
frequencies and responses within the system. The results of both
individual and system analysis are combined to provide the total
response.

3.9.2.3.5 Response Analysis
3.9.2.,3.5.1 Deterministic Response

The normal mode method (Reference 41) is used to obtain the
structural response of the reactor internals to the deterministic
forcing functions developad in Section 3.9.2.3.2. The method is
applied to the appropriate finite element models described in
Section 3.9.2.3.4. Generalized masses based on mode shapes and
the ma=s matrices from the .inite element computer programs are
calcurated for each component’s modes of vibration. Modal force
participation factors are based on the mode shapes and the
predicted periodic forcing functions are calculated for each mode
and forc1ng function. The generalized coordinate response for
each mode is then obtained through solution of the corresponding
set of independent second order single-degree of freedom
equations. Utilizing displacement and stress mode shapes from
the finite element computer programs, the modal responses of the
reactor internals are obtained by means of the appropriate
coordinate transformations. Response to any specific forcing
function is obtained through summation of the component modes for
that forcing function.

3:.9.2.3.5.2 Random Reuponse

The normal mode method (Reference 41) is used to obtain the
structural response of the reactor internals subjected to random
forcing functions. The random forcing functions are assumed to
be of both the band limited and wide band white noise varieties
as described in Section 3.9.2.3.3. Experimental and analytical
expressions are used to define the force power spectral density
associated with flow related turbulence and jet impact. The
appropnate mathematical models described in Section 3.9.2.3.4
are used in the STARDYNE computer code (Reference 4). This code
computes the response RMS displacements, loads and siresses in a
multi-degree-of-freedom linear elastic structural model subjected
to stationary random dynamic loadings, such as those described in
Section 3.9.2.3.3.
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The largest response of the Core Support Barrel is expected to be
in the "beam" mode. The simplified finite element model of this
structure, described in Section 3.9.2.3.4, is used to compute
these displacements.

The Upper Guide Structure and Lower Support Structure will not
respond to random excitation as complete assemblies but rather
will experience local disturbances of individual components
within the assemblies. The modal analyses from the
finite element models of these components, (Figures 3.9-4, 3.9-5
and 3.9-7) already used for deterministic analysis, are once
again utilized to determine the random responses via the normal
mode procedure.

3.9.2.4 Comprehensive Vibration Assessment Program (CVAP)

In accordance with Regulatory Guide 1.20 (Reference 44), a CVAP
is developed for System B80+. System 80+ is designated as
non-prototype Category I, per Regulatory Guide 1.20, with Palo
verde Unit 1, a Combustion Engineering System 80 Reactor as the
valid prototype (Reference 44). Palo Verde Unit 1 and System 80+
design are substantially the same with regard to arrangement
design, size and operating conditions.

The CVAP for System 80+ design will consist of an Analysis and
Inspection Program. The Analysis Program will consist of dynamic
analyses which will be documented in an ASME Design Stress
Report. In addition, flow loads and structural responses for
system 80+ will be compared with System 80 to confirm System 80+
design is as non-prototype Category 1 reactors.

The Inspection Program will consist of a pre-hot functional and a
post-hot functional inspect.on of the reactor internals. The
duration of the hot functional testing will be established to
insure that 10E+7 cycles of vibration will have occurred before
the post-hot functional inspection. A detailed inspection of
major load bearing surfaces, contact surfaces, welds, and maximum
stress locations identified in the Analysis Program will be

performed. Photographic documentation will be taken of all
observations made during the pre- and post-hot functional
inspections. A comparison will be made of the structures to

verify that no loss in structural integrity due to flow induced
vibration has occurred.

The Aralysis Program and Inspection Program will together confirm
the adequacy of the analysis prediction techniques and the
structural integrity of System 80+ design according to the
guidance of Regulatory Guide 1.20.
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3.9.2.5 Dynamic System Analysis of the Reactor and CEDMs
Under Faulted Conditions

Dynamic ana yses are performed to determine blowdown loads and
structural responses of the reactor internals and fuel to
postulated pipe break and SSE loadings and to verify the adequacy
of their design.

Because of Leak-Before-Break arguments, all main RCS loop pipe
breaks and all major primary branch line pipe breaks have been
eliminated from consideration of dynamic effects. The reactor
vessel motion and blowdown loads associated with small branch
line breaks result in loads on the reactor internals which are
calculated and determined to be neglible compared to the SSE
loads. To obtain the total stress intensities for faulted
conditions, the SSE loads are increased by a factor of 1.10 to
account for the minor contribution of these pipe breaks to the
combined stress.

8:0:8.8 Correlation of Test and Analytical Results

Analytical predictions are compared with data obtained from the
precritical program to ensure ccnsistency.
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3.9.3 ASME CODE CLASS 1, 2 AND 3 COMPONENTS, COMPONENT
SUPPORTS AND CLASS C8 CORE SUPPORT SBTRUCTURES

ASME B&PV Code Section III Class 1, 2 and 3 Piping and Components
are designed and constructed in accordance with Section III of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesscl Code and Code Case(s).

In accordance with ASME Code, a specification is provided for
piping supports which defines the jurisdictional boundary for the
NF portion of the piping support.

For equipment component supports, such as those for pumps and
vessels, the supports are generally furnished by the manufacturer
along with the eguipment. The supports are designed and
classified by the vendors and meet either ASME Subsection NF, the
rules for the class of the component being furnished, or AISC, as
appropriate.

Reactor coolant loop piping and associated components and
component supports are designed aid analyzed by Combustion
Engineering. Loading conditions, stress limits, design
transients, and methods of analysis for ASME Code Class 1
reactor coolant loop piping and associated components and
component supports are discussed in Section 3.9.3.1.

2.9:5:% Loading Combinations, Design Transients and Stress
Limits

The loading combinations specified for the design ASME B&PV
Section 111 Code Class 1 components, supports, and piping are
categorized as normal, upset, emergency and faulted. The
following specific loading combinaticns are specified for design:

A. The concurrent lcoadings associated with the Level~A (normal)
plant conditions of dead weight, pressure and the thermal
and expansion effects during startup, hot standby, power
operation and normal shutdown to cold shutdown conditions.

B. The concurrent loadings associated with either the normal
plant condition or the Level-B (upset) plast condition and
the vibratory motion of the Operntional Basis Earthquake
(OBE) .

- The concurrent loadings associated with the Level-C
(emergency) condition.

D. The concurrent loadings associated with the Level-A (normal)

plant condition, the vibratory motion of the SSE, and the
dynamic system loadings associated with the Level-D
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(fauited) system condition (postulated pipe rupture forl|t
branch line breaks not eliminated by leak before break
analysis). The SSE and pipe rupture loadings are combined
by the SRSS method or a more conservative method.

The specific design transients specified for design are discussed
in Sec%*ion 3.9.1.1.

ASMI’ B&PV Code Class 1, 2 and 3 piping and components of flu.d
systems are designed and constructed in accordance with Section]E
111 cf the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code. Hydrostatic
testing is performed per Section I.I.

Design pressure, temperature, aand other loading conditions that
provide the bases for design of fluid systems are presented in
the sections which describe the systems.

Stress analysis was used to determine structural adequacy of
pressure components under the operating conditions of normal,
upset, emergency or faulted, as applicable.

Significant discontinuities were considered such as nozzles,
flanges, etc. 1In addition to the design calculation required by
. the ASME B&PV Section III code, stress analysis was performed by
methods outlined in the code appendices or by other methods by
reference to analogous codes or other published literature.

3.9.3.1.12 ASME Code Class 1 Components and Supports

Design transients for ASME Code Class 1 components, supports and
piping are discussed in Section 3.9.1.1. Loading combinations
for ASME Code Class 1 components are described in Table 3.9-2.

Stress limits for ASME Code Class 1 components, supports and ;
piping are described in Table 3.9-3. The operating pressures of
Code Class 1 active valves are limited to the pressures taken
from the applicable primary pressure class pressure-temperature
rating of the ASME Code, Section III, for the maximum temperature
for the applicable condition.

3.9.3.1.2 Core Support Structures (Class CS) and Internal E

Structures (Class I8)

Design transients for reactor internals structures are discussed
in Section 3.9.1.1. Loading cumbinations and stress limits are
presented in Se~ction 3.9.5.
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3.9.3.1.3 ASME Code Class 2 and 3 Components and Supports

Loading combinations applicable to Code Class 2 and 3 components
and supports are described in Table 3.9-2. System operating
conditions due to the design transients defined in Table 3.9-1,
as well as any other auxiliary system specific conditions, are
reviewed to determine the appropriate operating parameters to be

used in the design of Code Class 2 and 3 components.

The design stress limits for each of the component’s 1oadipg
conditions are presented in Tables 3.9-5 through 3.9-9. Inelastic £
methods, as permitted by ASME Section III for Class 1 components,
were not used for these components.

3.9.9.1.%.1 Tanks, Heat Exchangers, and Filters

Pressure vessels supplied for the auxiliary systems are:

A. Shutdown Cooling Heat Exchanger. £

B. Safety Injection Tanks.

o Containment Spray Heat Exchanger.
D. Containment Spray Mini-Flow Heat Exchanger.
E. Shutdown Cooling Mini-Flow Heat Exchanger.

Vessel assemblies, including supports, support attachment welds,
and anchor bolts, are capable of withstanding specified
horizontal and vertical seismic accelerations. The seismic
accelerations are applied separately at the center of gravity
acting in each of twc orthogonal horizontal directions and either
vertical direction. The stresses or reaction loads at a given
point, due to the three separate analyses, are combined by the
SRSS method to define a total seismic design condition. The
design allowable nozzle forces and moments act in directions that
yield the highest stress which combined with the seismic loads,
as determined above, and other concurrent loads.

For Class 2 and 3 pressure retaining parts under the concurrent
loadings of the OBE and normal operation Level-B (upset
conditions), the primary membrane stress is less than 1.18, and
the primary membrane plus bending stress is less than 1.65S. No |t
Level~-C (emergency) condition trat has been identified for the
applicable components is more severe than the upset condition;
therefore, no appropriate stress criteria are provided. Under
the concurrent loadings of the normal operating condition and the
SSE, the primary membrane stress is less than 2.0S, and the
primary membrane plus bending stress is less than 2.4S (where S =
Allowable value of ASME B&PV Code, Section III).
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Vessel components not subject to fluid pressure, such as
supports, attachment welds, and anchor bolts, were degigned to
the stress criteria of ASME B&PV Code, Section III for the
‘oading conditions defined above.

In cases where the natural frequency could not be increased to
avoid amplification of the floor response of the postulated
seismic input for a specific plant, the components are modeled as
multi-mass systems, and their modal frequencies and maximum
reactions are determined from the floor response spectra for the
plant. The maximum damping values used are 2% for OBE and 3% for
SSE. The design point reactions due to each modal loading are
combined as the sum of the absolute values cr by root sum square
of the modal reactions, as appropriate per recommendation of
Regulatory Guide 1.92.

3.9.%3.1.3%3.2 Valves

ASME Class 2 and 3 valves are designed by analysis to standard
rules. For all loading conditions for active valves, the design
pressure rating and Level-A stress limits are not exceeded.
Loading combinations are in accordance with Table 3.9-2, Stress
limits are in accordance with Note (a) of Table 3.9-3 for Class 1
active valves and Table 3.9-8 for non-active valves.

S.8: 5.4 Pumps

Pumps supplied for the Auxiliary Systems are:

A. Safety Injection (active) (Safeguard) Code Class 2.
B. Shutdown Cooling (active) (Safeguard) Code Class 2.
g Containment Spray (active) (Safeguard) Code Class 2.

The design rules and associated design stress limits applied in
the design of ASME Code Class 2 and 3 pumps are in accordance
with the ASME Code, Section 1I1, Subsections NC and ND,
respectively. The results are as described herein.

Stress limits for active pumps are shown in Table 3.9-1 and
stress limits for non-active pumps are shown in Table 3.9-6.
Loading combinations are in accordance with Table 3.9-2.

Pump assemblies, including supports, support attachment welds,
and bolts, are capable of withstanding specified horizontal and
vertical seismic accelerations. The seismic accelerations are
applied separately at the center of gravity acting in each of two
orthogonal horizontal directions and either vertical direction.
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The stresses or reaction loads at a given point, due to the three
separate analyses, are combined by the SRSS method to define a
total seismic design condition. The design allowable nozzle
forces and moments act in directions that yield the highest
stress when combined with the seismic loads, as determined above,
and other concurrent loads.

The stress criteria of the ASME Code, Section III are applied in
the design of component supports to the same Code Class as the
pressure boundary involved within the jurisdiclional boundaries
defined in the code for the loading conditions defined above.
Those steel support structures which are considered to be an
extension of the building structure, but supplied with the pump
assembly (i.e., bedplates), are designed to the stress criteria
of the AISC Manual of Steel Construction.

In addition, the Safeguard Pump assemblies are required to be
capable of withstanding the following thermal transients:

A. safety Injection and Containment Spray suction temperature
increases from 40°F to 300°F in 10 seconds. After each
temperature change the end point is assumed to hold until
temperature equilibrium is attained. Temperature returns to
40°F in several days. This transient would be applied a
minimum of 10 times during the design life of the pump.

B. Shutdown cooling operation applied for 500 cycles as |t
follows:
1. Suction temperature increases from 70°'F to 350°F in

about 1 minute.
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25 Suction temperature decrease from 350°F to 70°F in
several hours.

Note that the containment spray pumps will also experience a
limited number of shutdown cooling transient cycles.

3.9.3.1.4 Piping and Piping Supports
3.9.3.1.4.1 ASME Code Class 1
A. Piping

For ASME Code Class 1 piping, the combinations of design
loadings are categorized with respect to service levels,
identified as Level A, Level B, Level C, or Level D, as
shown in Tables 3.9-10 and 3.9-11. The design stress limits
for each of the loading combinations are found in ASME B&PV
Code, Section III, NB~3600.

Piping Supports

For pipe supports, the design loading combinations are
presented in Tables 3.9-11 and 3.9-14. The design service
stress limits for all 1loading service levels shall be
consistent with ASME B&PV Section III, Subsection NF.

3:i0:3:4.4.2 ASME Code Class 2 and 3

A.

B.

Piping

For ASME Code Class 2 and 3 piping the combinations of
design and service loadings are categorized with respect to
system service levels identified as Design, Level A, B, C
and D &s shown in Tables 3.9-12 and 3.9-13. The design
stress limits for each of the 1loading combinations are
found in ASME B&PV Code, Section III, NC/ND-3600.

Piping Supports

For pipe supports, the design and service loading
combinations are presented in Tables 3.9-11 and 3.9-14. The
design stress limits for all loading service levels shall be
consistent with ASME Section III, Subsection NF.

Functional Capability
To address the functional capability of piping, the criteria
outlined in Texas Utilities letter TXX 3423 is used. These

criteria have been reviewed and accepted by the Mechanical
Engineering Branch of the NRC.
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3.9.3.2 Pump and Valve Operability Assurance

3.9.3.2.1 Active ASME Code Class 2 and 3 Pumps and
Class 1, 2 and 3 Valves Furnished with the N8sS

3.9.3.2.1.3 Operability Assurance Program

Active pumps and valves are defined as pumps and valves that must
perform a mechanical motion in order to shut down the plant,
maintain the plant in a safe shutdown condition, or mitigate the
consequences of a postulated event. The operability (i.e.,
performance of this mechanical motion) of active components
during and after exposure to design bases events is confirmed by:

A. Designing each component to be capable of performing all
safety functions during and following design bases events.
The design specification includes applicable 1loading
combinations, and conservative design limits for active
components. The specification requires that the
manufacturer demonstrate operability by analysis, by test,
or by a combination of analysis and test. The results are
independently reviewed by the NSSS Supplier considering the
effects of postulated failure modes on operability.

B. Analysis and/or test demonstrating the operability of each
design under the most severe postulated loadings.
Methods/res'.lts of operability demonstration programs are
detailed ‘n Su«ctions 3.9.3.2.1.2 and 3.9.3.2.1.3.

oo Inspection of each component to assure compliance of
criticul parameters with spec ‘tions and drawings. This
inspection confirms that spec (ied materials and processes

were used, that wall thicknesses met code requirements, and
that fits and finishes met the manufacturer’s requirements
based on design clearance reguirements.

D. Shop testing of each component to verify “as-built"
conditions, as defined in Sections 3:9.8:2.:%.% and
3:9.3:24043s

E. Startup and periodic in-service testing in accordance with
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section XI %o
demonstrate that the active pumps and valves are in
operating condition throughout the life of the plant.

NSSS active pumps are listed below with a brief description of
active safety function of each. NSSS5 active valves are listed in
lable 3.9~4.
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Active Components Active Safety Function
Safety injection pumps Operate at flow rates

to runout

Shutdown cooling pumps Operate at design flow
Containment spray Operate at design flow
3.9.3.,2.1.2 Operability Assurance Projram Results for

Active Pumps

Operability of the Safety Injection, Shutdown Cooling and
Containment Spray pumps under required conditions has been
demonstrated by analyses of the assemblies and by analyses and
tests of the motors.

For the safety injection, shutdown cooling and containment spray
pumps, allowable stresses are not oxceeded, clearances are
acceptable and shaft and pedestal bolt deflections do not cause
stresses to exceed the normal values.

Where necessary, lumped mass models are used with the computer
programs to deteimine the natural frequencies and displacements.
The models are conservative (i.e., simplifications tend to make
them more flexible).

To verify "as-built" conditions the pumps are hydrostatically
tested in accordance with the ASME B&PV Code, Section III to
confirm acceptability of structural integrity of pressure
retaining parts, tested for seal 1leakage, and tested for
performance and NPSH characteristics in accordance with the
Hydraulic Institute Standard to verify operation within specified
parameters. The motors are Class IE and are tested in accordance
with IEEE Standard 112A-1978 to verify cperation within specified
parameters. Additionally, IEEE Standard 323-1974, as endorsed by
Regulatory Guide 1.89, and IEEE Standard ,14-1975, as endorsed by
Regulatory Guide 1.100, are applicable for motors to assure
operability during and following design basis events.

3.9.3.2.1.3 Operability Assurance Program for Active Valves

Safety-related active valves must perform their mechanical motion
during or after design basis events. The qualification program
assures that these valves will operate during a seismic event.
Qualification tests and/or analyses are conducted for all active
valves.
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Class 1, 2 and 3 valves are designed/analyzed according to the
rules of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section III,
Section NB-3500, NC-3500, and ND-3500 respectively.

Procurement specifications for safety-related active valves shall
conform to the intent of Regulatory Guide 1.48 and will stipulate
that the valve vendor shall submit either detailed calculations
and/or test data to demonstrate operability when subjected to the
specification loading and stress criteria (normal through faulted
conditions). The decision to accept actual or prototype test
data, or analysis for operability assurance is made during the
normal design and procurement process. The decision to test is
based on:

A. Whether the component is amenable to analysis.
B. Whether proven analytical methods are available.
o Whether applicable prototype test data is available.

If analysis or prototype test data is not suificient, testing is
conducted to qualify the component or to verify the analytical
technique.

Where appropriate, valve stem deflection calculations are
performed to determine deflections due to short term seismic and
other applicable loadings. De“lections so determined are
compared to allowable clearances. It must be noted that seismic
events are of short duration; thus, contact (if it occurs) does
not demonstrate that operability is adversely affected. Cases
where contact occurs are reviewed on a case by case basis to
determine acceptability.

The operability of active Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components is
assured through an extensive program of design verification

qualification testing and thorough surveillance of the
manufacturing, assembly and shop testing of each active
component. Each aspect of the design related to pressure
boundary integrity and operability is either tested or verified
by calculations. Procedures for testing are developed by
component manufacturers and reviewed and approved before the
tests are conducted. The design analyses of the component take
into consideration environmental conditions including loadings
developed from seismic, operational effects, and pipe loads.
Where necessary and feasible, the conclusions of these analyses
are confirmed by test.
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On all active valves, an analysis of the extended structure is
also performed for static equivalent SSE loads supnlied at the
center of gravity of the extended structure. The maximum stress
limits allowed in these analyses show that structural integrity
is within the limits developed and accepted by the ASME Code.

The safety-related valves are subjected to a series o{ tests
prior to service and during the plant life. Prior to
installation, the following tests are performed:

A. Shell hydrostatic test to ASME Sections III requirements.

B. Backseat and main seat leakage tests.

C. Disc hydrostatic test.

D. Functional tests to verify that the valve will cpen and

close within the specified time limits.

E. Operability qualification of motor operators for the
environmental conditions over the installed life (i.e.,
aging, radiation, accident environment simulation) according
to IEEE Standard 382-1972, as endorsed by Regulatory Guide
. G i BN

Cold hydro qualification tests, hot functional gqualification
tests, periodic in-service inspections, and periodic in-service
operation are performed in situ to verify and assure the
functional ability of the valves. These tests ensure the
reliability of the valve for the design life of the plant. The
valves are designed using either stress analyses or the pressure
containing minimum wall thickness requirements.

All the active valves shall be designed to have a first natural
frequency which is greater than 33 Hz. This is shown by suitable
test or analysis.

In addition to the above, the following specific operability
assurances are provided for the various type valves:

3:.9.3.2.3.3.1 Pneumatically Operated Valves

Pneumatic operated valves are furnished by several vendors.
Methods of operability demonstration are summarized below.
Spring actuation of the valve is the required active safety
function. Loss of electric power or supply air will result in
venting of the actuator and return of the valve to the safe
position. Each vendor provides their own method to demonstrate
valve operability. The operability for these valves |is
demonstrated by analysis, test or bv a combination of analysis
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and test. The vendor considers concurrent loads including
seismic, design f =sure and pipe loads.

The three-way solenoid valve was qualified by test and analysis
to 1EEE Standard 382-1972, as endorsed by Regulatory Guide 1.73,
IEEE Standard 323-1974 and 1IEEE Standard 344-1975. Testing
included thermal aging, radiation aging, wear aging, vibration
endurance, seismic event simulation, and
loss-of-coolant-accident., All test results provided satisfactory
evidence of air solenoid valve operability.

Limit switches, used to determine valve position, were qualified
by testing and analysis to IEEE Standard 323-1974, IEEE Standard
344~1975 and IEEE Standard 382-1972. Switches were successfully
performance tested for aging simulation, wear aging, radiation
exposure, seismic qualification, and design basis event
environment.al conditions. For valves outside of containment and
utilizing kA=-170 limit switches, the switches were seismically
qualified to IEEE Standard 344-1975 and were test2d to sustain
radiation dosages up to 2 x 10 rads.

3.9.3.2.1.3.2 Motor Operated Valves

Motor operated valves are qualified by analysis as 7 winimum as
described above. The analysis for each valve asser'.ly considers
the effects of seismic loads, design pressure, and piping
reaction forces to provide assurance of operability.

To provid2 full qualification of the motor operated valve
actuator, environmental and seismic qualification tests were
conducted to simulate the following conditions:

A. Inside Containment (LOCA).
B. Outside Containment.

s Seismic Qualification.

D. “team Line Break Accident.

Mid-size valve actuators were subjected to complete environmental
qualification consisting of inside containment and outside
containment. Each qualification exposed the actuator to thermal
and mechanical aging, radiation aging, seismic aging,
environmental transient profile test, and steam linc break. For
the steam line break test an actuator was subjected to a very
high superheated temperature to demonstrate that the electrical
components of the actuator n2ver exceeded the saturated
temperature corresponding to the ambient pressure for the short
duration of the test. This short term test provided evidence
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that the existing gualification envelopes the steam line break
for superheated temperatures as high us approximately 492°‘F for a |
few minutes (see Section 3.11).

The qualification of the mid-size valve actuator was used to
generically qualify all sizes of mid-size valve actuator
operators for the environmental test conditions in accordance
with IEEE Standard 382-1972. All sizes are constructed of the
same materials with components designed to equivalent stress
levels, and to the same clearances and tolerances with the only
difference being in physical size which varies corresponding to
the differences in unit rating.

All the qualifications were conducted per IEEE Standard 382-1972
and meet the requirements of IEEE Standard 323-1974 and IEEE
Standard 3¢4-1975 as they apply to valve motor actuators.
Further, since the actuators performed satisfactorily without
maintenance throughout the various qualifications, the valve
actuators are fully gqualified for use in CE Nuclear Power
Generating Plants.

3.9.3.2.1.3.3 Pressurizer Safety Valves

. Pressurizer Safety valves are 6 x 8 valves. Operability has been
successfully demonstrated by a combination of dynamic testing and
analysis or by static testing. Operability was successfully
demonstrated with a 6g seismic load by one vendor or with a 7.1g
seismic load by another vendor. Dynamic testing has demonstrated
that the natural frequency of both valves was greater than 33 Hz.
A summary of the test programs follows:

As Vendor A Safety Valves
1 Natural Frequency Demonstration

Vibration input was in a single, horizontal direction.
It was established by previous experience that the
horizontal direction was more significant than the
vertical direction, and that there was no material
difference between the various horizontal directions.
The frequency of vibration was increased from 5 to 75
Hz at a rate of 1 octave per minute. Accelerometers
were mounted on the valve assembly. The actual natural
frequency under test conditions was 1318 Hz.

2 Operability Demonstration
A series of tests demonstrated that +he valve would

fully open and reseat during and after a seismic
acceleration. Vibration input ranged from 3 to 6g and

Amendment E
3.9-41 December 30, 1988




CESSAR ZiiFicanon

10 to 33 Hz. The tests were performed using saturated
steam. In addition, analysis was used to establish the
significance of nozzle loading. The results indicated
that deformation was significantly less than the inter-
nal clearances. Thins loading was, therefore, neglected
in the seismic operability tests.

Vendor B Safety Valves
1. Natural Frequency Demonstration

A resonance survey was performed along three orthogonal
axes with one axis being the centerline of the outlet

port. (valve mounted on inlet port.) No resonant
frequencies were detected in the range of 1-50 Hz on
any axis.

| &)

Operability Demonstration

A series of tests demonstrated that the valve would
fully open and reseat during and after applying the
frllowing loading combinations: Static seismic loads
up to 7.1g were applied to the valve in the direction
of least bendiny stiffness. In addition the maximum
permissible piping loads were applied concurrently.
The tests were perforred using saturated steam. Valve
operation was satisfactory.

EPRI Testing of Safety Valves

'ressurizer safety valves were tested in *he EPRI Test
rrogram under fu’:l pressure and full flow conditions. This
testing has demonstrateu that stable valve operation under
these conditions is dependent wupon the inlet pipe
configuration, built up back pressure range and blowdown
setting. Prior to valve shipment, the inlet pipe
configuration and o»Huilt up back pressure range for the
specific plant will be examined by CE and the applicable
valve vendor. If necessary, the valves will be adjusted to
provide blowdown settings which will result in stable valve
cperation. These blowdown settings will be recommended by
the vendor and approved by CE. These adjustments will be
kased on the results obtained in the EPRI ‘Yest Program.
Required adjustments to the valve to assure operabiiity will
be documented in the site-speciiic SAR.

3:9:3:8:3:3:4 Check Valves

The check valves are characteristically simple in design and
their operation will not be affected by seismic ancelerations cr
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Active ASME Code Class 2 and 3 Pumps
l, 2 and 3 Valves
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response spectra. The deflection determined from the static
shaft analysis is compared to the allowable rotor
clearances. The pump manufacturer is required to
demonstrate the pump operability during and after the SSE.

If the natural frequency is found to be below 33 Hz, an
analysis is performed to determine the amplified input
accelerations necessary to perform the static analysis. The
static deflection analyses are performed using the adjusted
accelerations.

B. The maximum seismic nozzle loads are also considered in an
analysis of the pump supports to ensure that unacceptable
system misalignment cannot occur.

e To complete the seismic qualification procedures, the pump
motor and all appurtenances vital to the operation of the
pump are independently qualified for operation during the
maximum seismic event in accordance with IEEE Standard
344-1975. If the testing option is chosen, sine-beat or
sweep testing for the electrical equipment is justified by
satisfying one or more of the following requirements to
demonstrate that multi-frequency response is negligible or
that the sine-beat or sine-sweep is of sufficient magnitude
to conservatively account for this effect:

The equipment response is basically due to one mode.

2 The sine-beat response spectrum in the region of
significant response.

3, The floor response spectrum consists of one dominant
mode and has a narrow peak at this frequency.

The degree of coupling in the equipment, in general, determines
if a single or multiaxis test is required. Multiaxis testing is
required if there is considerable cross-coupling. 1If coupling is
very light, then single-axis testing is justified or, if the
degree of coupling can be determined, then single-axis testing
can be used with the input sufficiently increased to include the
effect of coupling on the response of the equipment.

From this, it is concluded that the safety-related pump/motor
assemblies manufacturer show that it will not be damaged and will
continue operating under SSE loadings and will perform their
intended functions.
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3.9.3.2.2.2 Valves

Safety-related active valves are subjected to the following
tests:

A. Shell hydrostatic tests, in accordance with ASME B&PV Code,
Section II1 requirements.

B. Backseat and main seat leakage tests.

0

Disc hydrostatic tests.

D. Functional tests that verify that the valve will open and
clcse with the specified time limits when subjected to the
design differential pressure.

E. Operability qualification of motor operators for the
environmental conditions over the installed 1life (i.e.,
aging, radiation, accident, environment simulation) in
accordance with IEEE Standards 323-1974, 344-1975, and
382~1972.

After installation, cold hydrostatic tests, hot functional

. tests, and periodic inservice operation are performed to verify
and assure the functional ability of the valve. These tests
enhance reliability of the valve for the design life of the
plant.

The valves are designed using either stress analysis or standard
design rules for minimum wall thickness requirements. On all |E
active valves with extended topworks, an analysis is also
performed for static equivalent OBE loads applied at the center
of gravity of the extended structure.

The maximum stress limits allowed in the analyses are those
recommended by the ASME Code for the particular ASME Class of
valve analyzed.

In addition to these tests and analyses, valves are tested for
verification of operability during a simulated seismic event by
demonstrating operational capabilities within the specified
limits. The valve is mounted in a manner that represents typical
valve installation. The valve unit includes the operator and all
appurtenances normally attached to the valve appurtenances in
service. The operability of the valve during SSE is demonstrated
by satisfying the following criteria:

A. All the active valves with extended topworks are designed to
. have a first natural frequency greater than 33 Hz. This may
be shown by test and/or analysis. Valves with a first

natural frequency less than 33 Hz are discussed below.
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B. While in the shop and installed in a suitable test rig, the
extended topworks of the valve are subjected to a statically
applied equivalent seismic load. The load is applied at the
center of gravity of the operator in the direction of the
weakest axis of the yoke. The design pressure of the valve
is simultaneously applied to the valve during the static
load tests.

9

The valve is then operated with the equivalent seismic
static load applied (i.e., from the normal operating status
to the faulted operating status). The valve nust perform
its safety-related function within the specified operating
time limits. Three full-stroke operations are required.

D. Motor operators and other electrical appurtenances necessary
for operation are qualified as operable during the SSE by
IEEE Standard 344-1975, Seismic Qualification Standards,
prior to their installation on the valve.

The piping designer supports the piping in such a way that the
equivalent seismic static load accelerations are not exceeded at
the valve inlet and outlet support points. If the frequency of
the valve with topworks, by test or analysis, is less than 33 Hz,
a dynamic analysis of the valve is performed to determine an
equivalent acceleration that is to be applied during the static

test. The analysis provides the amplification of the input
acceleration considering the natural frequency of the valve and
frequency content of the plant floor response spectra. The

adjusted accelerations are determined using margins similar to
that contained in the horizontal and vertical accelerations used
for "rigid" valves. The adjusted accelerations are used in the
static analysis, and valve operability is assured by the methods
outlined in 1listings B to D above, wusing the modified
acceleration input.

The above testing program applies only to valves with overhanging
structures (e.g., the operator). The testing is conducted on a
representative number of valves. Valves from each of the primary
safety-related design types (e.g., motor-operated gate valve) are
tested. Specific valves are qualified by the tests, and the
results are extended to qualify valves within a range of sizes.
An analysis is conducted to prove the similarity between the
tested valve and the installed ones.

Due to the simple characteristics of check valves and other
compact valves, they are qualified by the following tests and
analysis:

A. Stress analysis of the attached piping for SSE loads.

B. In-shop hydrostatic test.
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C. In-shop seat leakage test.

D. Periodic valve exercise and inspection to assure the
functional ability of the valve.

Using the methods described, safety-related active valves in the
system are qualified for operability during a seismic event.

3:.9.3.3 Design and Installation Details for Mounting of
Pressure Relief Devices

Safety valves and relief valves are analyzed in accordance with
the ASME Section III Code.

The method of analysis for safety valves and relief valves
suitably accounts for the time-history of loads acting
immediately following a valve opening (L8, first few
milliseconds). The fluid-induced forcing functions are
calculated for each safety valve and relief valve using
one-dimensional equations for the conservation of mass, momentum,
and energy. The calculated forcing functions are applied at
locations along the associated piping where a change in fluid
flow direction occurs. Application of these forcing functiors to
the associated piping model constitutes the dynamic time-history

analysis. The dynamic response of the piping system |is
determined from the input forcing functions. Therefore, a |,
dynamic amplification factor is inherently accounted for in the
analysis. Alternatively, an equivalent static analysis may be

used following the criteria given in Appendix II of the ANSI/ASME
B31.1 Code. This appendix provides a methodology for calculating
appropriate dynamic load factors. Where more than one safety
relief valve is installed on the same piping run, the sequence of
openings that induces the maximum stress will be considered.

Snubbers or strut-type restraints are used as required. The
stresses resulting from the loads produced by the sudden opening
of a relief or safety valve are combined with stresses due to
other pertinent loads and are shown to be within allowable limits
of the ASME Section III Code. Also, the analyses show that the
loads applied to the nozzles of the safety and relief valves do
not exceed the maximum loads specified by the manufacturer.

3.9.3.4 Component Supports

Supports for ASME Section III Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components
are specified for design in accordance with the loads and loading
combinations discussed in Section 3.9.3.1 and presented in
Table 3.9-2,

Component supports which are loaded during normal operation,
seismic and following a pipe break (branch line breaks not
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3.9.4 CONTROL ELEMENT DRIVE MECHANISMS
3.9.4.1 Descriptive Information of CEDM

The control element drive mechanism (CEDMs) are magnetic jack
type drives used to vertically position and indicate the position
of the control element assemblies (CEAs). Each CEDM is capable
of withdrawing, inserting, holding, or tripping the CEA from any
point within its 153-inch stroke 1in response to operation
signals.

The CEDM is designed to function during and after all normal
plant transients. The CEA drop time for 90% insertion is 4.0
seconds maximum. The drop time is defined as the interval
between the time power is removed from the CEDM coils to the time
the CEA has reached 90% of its fully inserted position. The CEDM
pressure boundary components have a design life of 60 years. The
CEDM is designed to operate without maintenance for a minimum of
1-1/2 years and without replacing components for a minimum of 3
years. The CEDM is designed to function normally during and
after being subjected to the Operating Basis Earthquake loads.
The CEDM will allow for tripping of the CEA during and after a
Safe Shutdown Earthquake.

The design and construction of the CEDM pressure housing fulfill
the requirements of the ASME boiler and Pressure Vessel Code,
Section III, for Class 1 vessels. The CEDM pressure housings are
part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary, and they are
designed to meet stress requirements consistent with those of the
vessel. The pressure housings are capable of withstanding,
throughout the design life, all normal operating loads, which
include the steady-state and transient operating conditions

specified for the vessel. Mechanical excitations are also
defined and included as a normal operating load. The CEDM
pressure housings are service rated at 2500 psi at 650°F. The

loading combinations and stress limit categories are presented in
Table 3.9-16 and are consistent with thos: defined in the ASME
code.
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3.9.4.2.3.1 ~¥nNM Pressure Housing

The CEDM pressure housing consists of the motor housing assembly
and the upper pressure housing assembly. The motor housing
assembly is attached to the reac*or vessel head nozzle by means
of a threaded joint and seal welaed. Once the motor housing
assembly is seal welded to the head nozzle, it need not be
removed since all servicing of the CEPM is performed from the top
of the housing. The upper pressure housing is threaded into the
top of the motor housing assembly and seal welded. The upper
pressure housing encloses the CEDM extension shaft and contains a
vent.

3.9.4.1.1.2 Motor Assembly

The motor assembly is an integral unit which fits into the motor
housing and provides the linear motion to the CEA. The motor
assembly consists of a latch guide tube, upper latches and lower
latches.

Both upper latches and lower latches are used to perform the
stepping of the CEA and by proper sequencing perform a load
transfer function and to minimize latch and extension shaft wear.
The upper latch also performs the holding when CEA motion is not
required. Engagement of the extension shaft occurs when the
appropriate set of magnetic coils is energized. This moves
sliding magnets which cam a two-bar linkage moving the latches
irrtard. The upper latches move vertically 7/16 inches while the
lower latches move vertically 3/8 inches to perform both the load
transfer and stepping action. Total CEA motion per cycle is 3/4
inches,

3.9.4.1.1.3 Coil Stack Assembly

The coil stack assembly for the CEDM consists of four large DC
magnet coils mounted on the outside of the motor housing
assembly. The coils supply magnetic force to actuate mechanical
latches for engaging and driving the CEA extension shaft. Power
for the magnetic coils is supplied from two separate supplies. A
CEPM control system actuates the stepping cycle and obtains the
correct CEA position by a forward or reverse stepping sequence.
CEDM hold is obtained by energizing the upper latch coil at a
reduced current while all other coils are deenergized. The CEAs
are tripped upon interruption of electrical power to all coils.
Electrical pulses from the magnetic coil power programmer provide
one of the means for transmitting CEA position indication.

A conduit assembly containing the lead wires for the coil stack
assembly is located at the side of the upper pressure housing
shroud.

3,950
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3.9.4.1.1.4 Reed Bwitch Assembly

Two reed switch assemblies provide separate means for
transmitting CEA position indication. Reed switches and voltage
divider networks are used to provide two independent output
voltages proportional to the CEA position. The reed switch
assemblies are positioned so as to utilize the permanent magnet
in the top of the extension shaft. The permanent magnet actuates
the reed switches as it passed by them. The reed switch
assemblies are provided with accessible electrical connectors at
the top of the upper pressure housing.

3.9.4.2.1.9 Extension Shaft Assembly

The extension shaft assemblies are used to link the CEDMs to the
CEAs. The extension shaft assembly is a 204 stainless steel rod
with a permanent magnet assembly at the top for actuating reed
switches in the reed switch assembly, a center section called the
drive shaft and a lower end with a coupling device for connection
to the CEA.

The drive shaft is a long tube made of Type 304 stainless steel.
It is threaded and pinned to the extension shaft., The drive
shaft has circumferential notches in 3/4 inch increments along
the shaft to provide the means of engagement to the control
element drive mechanism.

The magnet assembly, located in the top of the extension shaft
assembly, consists of a housing, magnet and plug. The magnet is
made of two cylindrical alnico -5 magnets. This magnet assembly
is used to actuate the reed switch position indication and is

contamod in a housing which is plugged at the bottom of the
housing.

3.9.4.1.2 Description of the CEDM Motor Operation

Withdrawal or insertion of the CEA is accomplished by programming
current to the various coils. There are three programmed
conditions for each coil (i.e. high voltage for initial gap

closure, low voltage for ma1nta1n1ng the gap closed and zero
voltage to allow opening of the gap).

3.9.4.1.2.1 Operating Sequence for the Double Stepping
Mechanism

The initial condition is the hold mode. 1In this condition, the
upper latch coil is energized at low voltage.

3.9-81
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A. Withdrawal (Ref. Figure 3.9-8)

1. The upper 1lift coil is energized causing the 7/16"
upper lift gap to close lifting the CEA.

2. Low current is supplied to hold the CEA in the
withdrawn position.

3. The lower latch coil is energized causing the lower
latches to engage the drive shaft with 1/32-inch
clearance.

4. The upper 1lift coil is deenergized allowing the upper

latches to drop 7/16 inches and the drive shaft to
lower 1/32 inches placing the 1load on the lower
latches.

b“

The upper latch coil is deenergized disengaging the
upper latches.

6. The lower 1lift coil is energized lifting the drive
shaft 3/8 inches.

y 4P The upper latch coil is energized engaging the upper
latches in the drive shaft with 1/32-inch clearance.

8. The lower lift coil is deenergized allowing the lower
latches to drop 3/8 inches and causing the drive shaft
to drop 1/32 inches applying the load on the upper
latches.

9. The lower latch coil is deenergized disengaging the
lower latches from the drive shaft.

B. Insertion

1. The lower latch coil is energized causing the lower
latches to engage the drive shaft.

8. The lower 1lift coil is energized lifting the lower
latches 3/8 inches and lifting the drive shaft 1/32
inches thus applying the ioad to the lower latches.

\
|
|

3. The upper latch coil is deenergized causing the upper
latches to disengage the drive shaft.

4. The upper 1lift coil is energized moving the deenergized
upper latch assembly up 7/16 inches.

E
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S. The upper latch coil is energized engaging the latches
with clearance.

6. The lower lift coil is deenergized allowing the lower
latch to drop with the drive shaft. The drive shaft
will move down 3/8 inch, stopping on the upper latch
assembly, which is energized and in its up position.

¥ The lower latch coil is deenergized disengaging the
lower latches.

8. The upper 1lift coil is deenergized lowering the upper
latch assembly with the drive shaft 3/8 inch.

3.9.4.2 Applicable CEDM Design Specifications

The pressure boundary components are designed and fabricated in
accordance with the requirements for Class 1 vessels per the
applicable Edit.on and Addenda of Section III of the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code. The pressure boundary material
complies with the requirements of Section I1I1 and IX of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Code Case N4-11.

The adeguacy of the design of the non-pressure boundary
components have been verified by prototype accelerated 1life
testing as discussed in Section 3.9.4.4.

The reed switch position transmitter assembly of the CEDM is
designed to comply with 1EEE 323~1974, standard for
"Qualification of Class 1 Electrical Equipment for Nuclear Power
Generating Stations," and IEEE 344-1975, "Recommended Practice
Seismic Qualification of Class I Electric Equipment for Nuclear
Power Generating Stations." The electrical components are
external to the pressure boundary and are non-pressurized.

The test program to verify the CEDM design is discussed in
Section 3.9.4.4.

3.9.4.3 Design loads, Stress Limits and Allowable
Deformations

The CEDM stress analyses consider the following loads:
A, Reactor coolant pressure and temperature

B. Reactor operating transient conditions

B4 Dynamic stresses produced by seismic loading

D. Dynamic stresses produced by mechanical excitations

Amendment E
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Loads produced by the operation and tripping of the
mechanism

The methods used to demonstrate that the CEDMs operate properly
under seismic conditions are presented in Section 3.7.3.14.

The design and fabrication of the CEDM pressure boundary
components fulfills the requirements of the ASME Code, Section
111, for Class I vessels. The pressure housings are capable of
withstanding throughout the design life all the steady state and
transient operating conditions specified in Table 3.9-16.

The adequacy of the design of the CEDM pressure boundary and
non-pressure boundary components has been verified by prototype
accelerated life testing as discussed in Section 3.9.4.4.

Clearances for thermal growth and for dimensional tolerances were
investigated, and tests have proven that adequate clearances are
provided for proper operation of the CEDM.

The latch locations are set by a master gauge, and settings are
verified by testing at reactor conditions.

A weldable seal closure, per Section I1I1 of the ASME Code, is
provided for the vent valve in case of leakage.

The motor housing fasteners are mechanically positively captured,
and all threaded connections are preloaded before capturing.

The coil stack assembly can be installed or removed simply by
lowering or lifting the stack, relative to the CEDM pressure
housing, for ease of coil replacement or maintenance.

3.9.4.4 CEDM Performance Assurance Program
3.9.4.4.1 CEDM Testing
3.9.4.4.1.1 Prototype Accelerated Life Tests

The System 80+ CEDM is similar to and based on existing magnetic
jack mechanisms presently in use on operating reactors such as
Maine Yankee (Docket No. 50-309) and Calvert Cliffs (Docket
50-317), the 150-inch core reactors such as Arkansas Nuclear One
Unit 2 (Docket No. 50-368) and San Onofre Units 2 & 3 (Docket No.
50-361/362), and is the same as the System 80 CEDM presently in
use at Palo Verde (Docket Nos. 50-528, 529).

The significant differences between the System 80+ drives and
pre~System 80 CEDMs are: '
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A. The elimination of the pulldown coil.

B. The use of the lift coils to perform both a load transfer
function and stepping action.

The elimination of the pulldown coil required installation of a

coil spring to ensure positive resetting of the latch assemblies.

In addition, the drive shaft was modified by placing the teeth on

3/4-inch pitch in place of the 3/8-inch spacing of previous drivel
shafts to allow load transfer and stepping with the same coil.

The safety release mechanism uses the same materials and

clearances as on all previous magnetic jack mechanisms. The

following describes accelerated life tests on both a pre-System

80 mechanism as well as on a prototype System 80 CEDM. Both

programs provide design verification for the System 80+ CEDM.

A pre-System 80 prototype CEDM was subjected to an accelerated
life test accumulating a minimum of 157,000 feet of travel on all
CEDM components. In addition, the latch guide tube bearings in
the motor assembly saw an additional 50,000 feet of operation.

The prototype mechanism was installed on a test facility which
was operated at a nominal temperature of 600°F and 2250 psi.
After 50,000 feet of operation lifting 230 pounds at 40 inches
per minute, the motor was removed from the test motor housing and
the bearing surfaces inspected. During this inspection it was
found that excessive wear existed on the upper gripper magnet and
upper gripper housing bearings.

The gripper housing magnet bearing configuration was revised and
replacement parts with this revision were incorporated into the
prototype mechanism. This configuration was reinstalled into the
test facility and the mechanism operated as before for an
additional 157,000 feet of travel. The replacement parts showed
a wear of only .001 inches while the latch guide tube bearings
had a total wear of 0.012 inches. The mechanism at disassembly
was still operational with no abnormalities. This test
constituted operation equivalent to 1.5 to 2.0 times the design
duty requirements of the mechanism.

A prototype System 80 CEDM was assembled and installed in a test
loop, where the accvelerated wear test was conducted at 615°F and
2250 psi. The total weight attached to the CEDM was 450 pounds
and this was moved at a nominal speed of 30 inches per minute. A
total of 34,000 feet of travel was then completed without
difficulty. 1Included in that test footage were 300 full-height
gravity scrams.

The mechanism motor was removed from the test facility and

disassembled for inspection. The latch guide tube bearings
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3.9.4.4.1.9 Operating Experience at the Palc Verde Nuclear
Generating Btation

The System 80+ CEDMs are identical to those in operation at
PUNGS. That experience has shown that the CEDMS operate without
malfunction and without any measurable wear.

3.9.5 REACTOR VESSEL CORE BUPPORT AND INTERNALS STRUCTURES

$.9.8.4 Design Arrangements

The components of the reactor vessel core support structures are
divided into twc major parts consisting of the core support
structure and the upper guide structure assembly. The flow
skirt, although functioning as an integral part of the coolant
flow path, is separate from the internals and is affixed to the
bottom head of the pressure vessel. The arrangement of these
components is shown in Figure 3.9-9.

3.9.5.1.1 Core Support Structure

The major struciural member of the reactor internals is the core
support stiucture. The core support structure consists of the
core support barre! and the lower support structure. The

material for the assenhly is Type 304 stainless steel.

The core support structure is supported at its upper end by the
upper flange of the core support barrel, which rests on a ledge
in the reactor vessel. Alignment is accomplished by means of
four equally spaced keys in the flange, which fit into the keys
in the vessel lodge and closure head. The lower flange of the
core support barrel supports, secures, and positions the lower
support structure and is attached to the lower support structure
by means of a welded flexura)l connection. The lower support
structure provides support for the core by means of support beams
that transmit the load to the core support barrel lower flange.
The locating pins in the beams provide orientation for the lower
ends of the fuel assemblies. The core shroud, which provides a
flow path for the coolant and lateral support for the fuel
assemblies, is also supported and positioned by the lower support
structure. The 1lower end of the core support barrel is
restricted from excessive radial and torsional movement by six
snubbers which interface with the pressure vessel wall.

3.9.5.1.1.1 Core Support Barrel

The core support barrel is a right circular cylinder including a
heavy external ring flange at the top end and an internal ring
flange at the lower end. The core support barrel is supported
from a ledge on the pressure vessel. The core support barrel, in
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turn, supports the lower support structure upon which the fuel
assemblies rest. Press-fitted into the flange of the core
support barrel are four alignment keys located 90 degrees apart.
The reactor vessel, closure head, and upper guide structure
assembly flange are slotted in locations corresponding to the
alignment key locations to provide alignment between these
components in the vessel flange region. The core support barrel
assembly is shown in Figure 3.9-10.

The upper section of the barrel contains two outlet nozzles that
interface with internal projections on the vessel nozzles to
minimize leakage of coolant form inlet to outlet. Since the
weight of the core support barrel is supported at its upper end,
it is possible that coolant flow could induce vibrations in the

structure. Therefore, amplitude limiting devices, or snubbers,
are installed on the outside of the core support barrel near the
bottom end. The snubbers consist of six equally-spaced 1lugs

around the circumference of the barrel and act as a
tongue~-and-groove assembly with the mating lugs on the pressure
vessel. Minimizing the clearance between the two mating pieces
limits the amplitude of vibration. During assembly, as the
internals are lowered into the pressure vessel, the pressure
vessel lugs engage the core support barrel 1lugs in an axial
direction. Radial and axial expansion of the core support barrel
are accommodated, but lateral movement of the core support barrel
is restricted. The pressure vessel lugs have bolted, captured
Inconel X shims. The core support barrel lug mating surfaces are
hardfaced with Stellite to minimize wear. The shims are machined
during initial installation to provide minimum clearance. The
snubber assembly is shown in Figure 3.9-11.

3.9.5.1.1.2 Lower Support Structure and Instrument Nozzle
Assembly

The lower support structure and ICI nozzle assembly position and
support the fuel assemblies, core shroud, and ICI nozzles. The
structure is a welded assembly consisting of a short cylinder,
support beams, a bottom plate, ICI nozzles, and and ICI nozzle
support plate. The lewest support structure is made up of a
short cylindrical section enclosing an assemblage of grid beams
arranged in egg-crate fashion. The outer ends of these beams are
welded to the cylinder. Fuel assembly locating pins are attached
to the beams. The bottoms of the parallel beams in one direction
are welded to an array of plates which contain flow holes to
provide proper flow distribution. These plates also provide
support for the ICI nozzles and, through support columns, the ICI
nozzle support plate. The cylinder guides the main coolant flow
and limits the core shroud bypass flow by means of holes located
near the base of the cylinder. The ICI nozzle support plate
provides lateral suppcrt for the nozzles. This plate is provided
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with flow holes for the requisite flow distribution. The lower
support structure and ICI nozzle assembly is shown in Figure
J.9=12.

3:9:.8.4.4.% Core Shroud

The core shroud provides an envelope for the core and limits the
amount of coolant bypass flow. The shroud consists of a welded
vertical assembly of plates designed to channel the coolant
through the core. Circumferential rings and a top and bottom end
plate provide lateral support. The rings are attached to the
vertical plates by means of welded ribs which extend the full
length of the core shroud. A small gap is provided between the
core shroud outer perimeter and the core support barrel in order
to provide upward coolant flow in the annulus, thereby minimizing
thermal stresses in the core shroud. The core shroud is shown in
Figure 3.9-13. Four hardfaced alignment lugs, spaced 90 degrees
apart, protrude vertically from the top of the core shroud and
engage in corresponding hardfaced slots in the upper guide
structure fuel alignment plate to ensure proper alignment between
the upper guide structure assembly, core shroud, and lower
support structure.

. 3.9.5.1.2 Upper Guide Structure Assembly

The Upper Guide Structure Assembly (UGS) assembly aligns and
laterally supports the wupper end of the fuel assemblies,
maintains the control element spacing, holds down the fuel
assemblies during operation, prevents fuel assemblies from being
lifted out of position during a severe accident condition and
protects the control c<lements from the effects of coolant cross
flow in the upper plenum. The UGS assembly is handled as one
unit during installation and refueling.

The UGS assembly consists of the UGS support barrel assembly and
the CEA shroud assembly (Figure 3.9-14). The UGS support barrel
assembly consists of UGS support barrel fuel alignment plate, UGS
base plate and control element shroud tubes. The UGS support
barrel consists of a right circular cylinder welded to a ring
flange at the upper end and to a circular plate (UGS base plate)
at the lower end. The flange, which is the supporting member for
the entire UGS assembly, seats on its upper side against the
pressure vessel head during operaticn. The lower side of the
flange is supported by the holddown ring, which seats on the core
support barrel upper flange. The UGS flange and the holddown
ring engage the core support barrel alignment keys by means of
four accurately machined and located keyways equally spaced at 90
degree intervals. This system of keys and slots provides an
‘ accurate means of aligning the core with the closure head and
thereby with the CEA drive mechanisms. The fuel alignment plate
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is positioned below the UGS base plate by cylindrical control
element shroud tubes. These tubes are attached to the UGS base
plate and the fuel alignment plate by rolling the tubes into the
plates and welding. The fuel alignment plate is designed to
align the lower ends of the control element shroud tubes which in
turn locate the upper ends of the fuel assemblies. The fuel
alignment plate also has four equally spaced slots on its outer
edge which engage with Stellite hardfaced lugs protruding from
the core shroud to provide alignment. The control element shroud
tubes bear the upward force on the fuel assembly holddown

devices. This force is transmitted from the alignment plate
through the control element shroud tubes to the UGS barrel base
plate.

The CEA shroud assembly limits cross flow and provides separation
of the CEA assemblies. The assembly consists of an assemblage of
large vertical tubes connected by vertical plates in a grid
pattern. The shroud assembly is mounted on the UGS base plate
and is held in position by eight tie rod tube assemblies which
are threaded into the UGS base plate at their lower end. The tie
rods are bolted against vlates located at the top of the CEA
shroud assembly and are pretensioned. The tubes and connecting
plates are furnished with multiple holes to permit hydraulic
communication. Guides for the CEA extension shafts are provided
by the guide structure support system (GSSS).

The holddown ring provides axial force on the flanges of the
upper guide structure assembly and the core support structure in
order to prevent movement of the structures under hydraulic
forces. The holddown ring is designed to accommodate the
differential thermal expansion between the pressure vessel and
the internals in the vessel ledge region.

2:.9.8:.1:% Flow Skirt

The Inconel flow skirt is a right circular cylinder, perforated
with flow holes, and reinforced with two stiffening rings. The
flow skirt is used to reduce inequalities in core inlet flow
distributions and to prevent formation of large vortices in the
lower plenum. The skirt is supported by nine equally spaced
machined sections that are welded to the bottom head of the
pressure vessel.

3.9.5.1.4 In-Core Instrumentation Support System

The complete in-core neutron flux monitoring system includes
self-powered in-core detector assemblies, supporting structures
and guide paths, an external movable detector drive system and an
amplifier sysiom tn process detector signals. The self-powered
in-core detector assemblies and the amplifier system are
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described in Section 7.7. The external movable detector drive
system and the instrumentation supporting structures and guide
paths are described in this section and shown in Figure 2.9-15.

The support system begins outside the pressure vessel, penetrates
the bottom of the vessel boundary and terminates in the upper end
of the fuel assembly. Each in-core instrument is guided over its
full length by the external guidance conduit, the pressure vessel
nozzles, the lower support structure ICI nozzles and the
instrument guide tube of the fuel assembly. Figure 3.9-12 shows
the in-core instrument support  structure. The in-core
instrumentation support system routes the instruments so that
det »ctors are located in selected fuel assemblies throughout the
core. An equal instrument length exists for all locations. The
guide tube routing outside the reactor vessel is a simple 180°
bend to the seal table. The pressure boundaries for the
individual instruments are at the out-of-reactor seal table,
where the external electrical connections to the in-core
instruments are made (Figure 3.9-15).

The in-core instrument assemblies contain a movable detector
guide tube to allow insertion of a miniature movable flux
detector. The assemblies have an integral seal plug which forms
a seal at the instrument seal table and through which the signal
cables and movable guide tube pass. Static O-ring seals are used
to seal against operating pressure.

The movable detector drive system consists of two drive machines,
two transfer machines, two drive cables with detectors and the
interconnecting tubing. Because the two halves of the system are
identical with only several connections between them (leak

detection and gas purge), only half of the system is described
below.

A fission chamber is used as the movable flux detection device.
The detector signal cable is wound with an edgewise helical stee’
wrap to form the drive cable. This cable construction allows a
hobbed wheel in the drive machine to drive the cabie in either
direction. The drive machine consists of a cable reel, a drive
motor, gear reducer, hobbed drive wheel and a shaft position
encoder. The detector may be positioned from the control room by
use of the plant computer or a separate control box.

The detector may be shifted from any location to any other
location in less than eight minutes. The detectors are shifted
by the transfer machine which is mounted above the seal table.
The machine consists of a geared drive motor, multiple position
Geneva positioning mechanism, inlet and outlet tubes and
miscellaneous limit and interlock switches. External commands
control the motor to position the mechanism so that the inlet

3.9-61
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path is lined up with the correct outlet path. The transfer
machine also has connections for inert gas blanketing and for
guide tube leak detection. The gas connection allows an inert
gas supply to blanket the transfer machine and movable d»:tector
guide tubes during machine operation.

The leak detector alarm system is a float switch mounted in a
chamber which is fed from both transfer machines. Any leak which
might cccur in a movable detector guide tube flows to the
transfer machine and then to the transfer machine sump, which
exits to the leak detector. A solenoid valve past the leak
detector allows remote drainage of the leak detector sensing

The following loading conditions are considered in the design of

the core support and internals structures. k

A. Normal operating temperature differences

B. Normal operating pressure differences

o Flow loads ‘
D. Weights, reactions and superimposed loads

E. Vibration loads

F. Shock loads (including operating basis and safe shutdown

earthquakes)

G. Anticipated transient loadings not requiring forced shutdown
H. Handling loads (not combined with other loads above) k
3.9.5.3 Design Loading Categories

The design loading conditions are categorized as follows:
3.9.5.3.1 Lev 21 A and Level B fervice Loadings k

This category includes the combinations of design loadings
consisting of normal operating temperature and pressure |
differences, loads due to flow, weights, reactions, superimposed
loads, vibration, shock loads including operating basis

|
|
|
|
line.
3.9.5.2 Design Loading Conditions
\
\

earthquake, and transient loads not requiring shutdown.

Amendment E
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3.9.5.3.2 Level D Service Loadings

The following lcading combination shall be considered as Level D
Service lLoadings.

A. Normal Operation Loads

B. Either the Design Basis Pipe Break (DBPB), or Main
Steam/Feed Water Pipe Break (MS/FWPB), or Loss of Coolant
Accident (LOCA) Loads

c. Safe Shutdown Earthquake (SSE) Loads

The DBPB is defined as a postulated pipe break that results in
the loss of reactor coolant at a rate less than or equal to the
capability of the reactor coolant makeup system (i.e. less than
150 GPM) .

LOCA is defined as the loss of reactor coolant at a rate in

excess of the reactor coolant normal makcup rate, from breaks in

the reactor coolant pressure houndary inside primary containment

up to, and including, a break equivalent in size to the largest

remaining primary branch line not eliminated by leak before break
. (LBB) criteria.

3.9.5.4 Design Bases for Reactor Internals

The stress limits to which the reactor internals are designed are
listed in Table 3.9-17.

No Level C condition has been identified for the applicable
components. Therefore, no stress criteria are provided.

The operating categories and stress limits are defined in the
applicable section of the Section 111 of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code.

To properly perform their functions, the reactor internal
structures are designed to meet the deformation limits listed
below:

A. Under Level A and Level B service loadings, the core will be
held in place and deflections will be limited so that the
CEAs can be inserted under their own weight as the only
driving force.

B. Under service loading combinations other than Level A and B
service loadings that require CEA insertability, deflections
' are limited so that the core will be held in place, adequate
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core cooling is preserved, and all CEAs can be inserted.
Those deflections that would influence CEA movement are
limited to less than 80% of the deflections required to
prevent CEA insertion.

The allowable deformation limi*ts are listed in the following
tabulation. Allowable limits are established as 80% of the
loss-of~-function deflection limits.

Location Allowable Deflection

Fuel lower end fitting, 2.600 inches ¢
lower supporc structure (Disengagement.)

Fuel upper end fitting, 1.216 inches

upper guide structure (Disengagement)

CEA Shroud (lateral) 0.209 inches

(CEA Insertion)

Amendment E
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In the design of critical reactor vessel internals compone 's
which are subject to fatigue, the stress analysis is performed
utilizing the design fatigue curve of Figure I-9-2 of Section III
of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code. A cumulative usage
factor of less than one is used as the limiting criterion.

As indicated in the preceding sections, the stress :nd fatigue
limits for reactor in‘ernals components are obtained from the
ASME Code. Allowable .eformation limits are established as 80%
of the loss-of-fincti. . deflection limits. These limits provide
adequate safety ractors assuring that so long as calculated
stresses, usage factors, or deformations do not exceed these
limits, the design is conservative.

3.9.6 IN~-BERVICE TEETING OF PUMP8 AND VALVES

The in-service testing program for Code Class 1, 2 and 3 purps
and valves will be developed in accordance with the requirements
of Sectiun XI of the ASME B&PV Code. This program will be
implemented to assess cperational readiness during preservice and
in-service inspection.

2.9.6.1 In-service Testing of Pumps

In-service testing of pumps is limited to those Code Class 2 and
3 pumps which are required to perform a gpecific function in
shutting down a reactor or in mitigating the consequences of an
accident, and that are provided with an emergancy power source.
The required hydraulic and mechanical pai .aeters will be measured
by the methods and with frequency piescribed in Subsection IWP of
ASME Section XI. The pump test plan and schedule are included in
the technical specifications.

5.9.8.:% In-service Testing of Valves

Code Class 1, 2 and 3 valves will be categorized in accordance
with Subarticle TWV-2100 of ASME B&PV Code Section XI. Valves
will be tested to the requirements of Subsection IWV for each

valve category. The testing plan will not include those Code
tlass 1, 2 and 3 valves which “.re exempt from testing in
accordance with Subarticle IWV-1200 of Section XI. The valve

test procedure and schedule are included in the technical
specifications.
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TABLE 3.9-1
(Bheet 1 of 3)

TRANSIENTS USED IN STRESS ANALYSIS OF

...Occurrence

Heatup and
cooldown cycles

Power changes

Normal cyclic
variations

CODE CLASS 1 COMPONENTS
Normal Conditions

Conditions

500 heatup and cooldown cycles during the
design life of the components in the system.
The rate of heating and cooling is 100°F/hr
between 70°F and 565°'F except for the
pressurizer which has a rate of 200°F/hr
between 70°F and 653°F. The heatup and
cooldown rate of the system is
administratively limited to assure that these
limits will not be exceeded. This condition
is based on a normal plant cycle of one
heatup and cooldown per month rounded up to
the next highest hundred.

15,000 power change cycles over the range of
15% to 100% of full load at a rate of 5% of

full load per minute either increasing or
decreasing.

10°® step changes of #100 psi and +10°F
(£20°F for surge 1line) when at operating
conditions. This condition is selected based
on 1 million-cycles approximating an infinite
number of cycles so that the limiting stress
is the endurance limit. Grouped together in
these cycles are: pressure variations
associated with fluctuation in pressurizer
pressure between the sutpoint fnr actuation
of the backup heaters and the opening of the
spray valves; cemperature variations
associated with the CEA controller deadband;
and 2,000 step power changes of +10% of full
load assuming 1 cycle per week for 50 weeks
of the year.
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TABLE 3.9-1 (Cont’d)

(Bheet 2 of 3)

TRANSIENTS USED IN STRESS ANALYSIS OF
CODE CLASS 1 COMPONENTS

_.Occurrence

Upset Conditions

Conditions

Reactor trip, 480 cycles are used to envelope all

turbine trip, anticipated upset transients, (one occurrence

loss of reactor per month for the life of the plant) which

coolant flow includes any combination of reactor trips,
equipment malfunction:, or a total loss of
reactor coolant flow. Fur design purposes,
conservative temperature/pressure time
histories are provided in the design
specification for each Class 1 component,
which reflects its unique response during
these events. Further thermal transient
information is specified for the nozzles on
these components, when they experience
additional transients due to changing flow
conditions.

OBE condition See Section 3.7.3.2 for the procedures used
to determine the number of earthquake cycles
during the seismic event.

Faulted Condition

| The concurrent loading produced by normal operation at full

power, plus

the design basis earthquake, plus

loss~-of-coolant-accident (pipe rupture) are used to
determine the faulted plant loading condition.

r Loss of Secondary Pressure: One cycle of a postulated loss
of secondary pressure due to a complete double ended

severance of one

steam generator or feedwater nozzle, but

not simultaneously. These are not considered credible
events in forming the design basis of the reactor coolant

system. However,

they are included to demonstrate that the

reactor coolant system components will not fail structurally
in the unlikely event that one of these events occur.
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TABLE 3.¢~1 (Cont’qd)

(8heet. 3 of 3)

TRANSIENTS USED IN STRESS ANALYSIS OF
CODE CLASS 1 COMPONENTS

Test Condition

Occurrence Conditions
Primary system 10 primary side cycles from 15 psi to
hydrostatic 3,125 psi at a temperature between 120°F to
400°F. These cycles are based on one initial

hydrostatic test plus a major repair every 4
years for 36 years which includes equipment
failure and normal plant cycles. The
secondary side of the steam generator is at
atmospheric pressure during this test.

Primary system 200 cycles from 15 psi to 2250 psi at a

Leak temperature between 120°F to 400°F. These
cycles are based on a normal plant
maintenance operation involving 5 shutdowns
per year for 60 years. E
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TABLE 3.9-2

LOADING COMBINATIONS ASME CODE CLASS 1, 2, AND 3 COMPONENTS

(a)

Design Loading
Combination
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TABLE 3.9-3

STRESS LIMITS FOR ASME CODE CLASS 1
COMPONENTS, PIPING, AMD COMPONENT SUPPORTS

COMPONENT AND PIPING COMPONENT SUPPORT
STRESS LIMITS (a) STRESS LIMITS (c)
Design NB-3221, NB-3231 and NB-3652 NF-3221 or NF-3321, and NF-3225
Level A (Normal) NB-3222, NB-3232 and NB-3653  NF-3221 or NF-3321, and NF-3225
Level B (Upset) NB-3223. NB-3233 and NB-3654 NF-3221 or NF-3321, and NF-3225E

Level C (Emergency) NE-3224, NB-3234 and NB-3655 NF-3221 or NF-3321, and NF-322
Level D (Faulted) NB-3225, NB-3235 and NB-3656 NF-3221 or NF-3321, and NF-322

NOTES: a. Stress limits listed are used as required by ASME Section 111, and
applicable addenda for all components except active compunents.
Active components are designed to the stress limits of NB-3221 and
NB-3231 for Design Conditions and the stress limits of NB-3222 and
NB-3232 for all other conditions for active components.

b. For faulted condition loadings, bolts in the load path connecting
two members of an NF support for Class 1 components are designed in
accordance with Appendix XVII of the ASME Code for friction type
connections with tensile stresses limited te the lesser of 0.7 Su or
Sy.

c. Stress limits used are as required by ASME Section II1I and modified
by Regulatory Guide 1.124 and 1.130. Component standard supports
may be designed to the limits of NF-3280. E
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TABLE 3.9-4
(Sheet 1 of 7)
SEISMIC 1 ACT ALV

ASME
VALVE SYSTEM NAME VALVE SECTION 111 ACTUATOR
_NO. (safety function) TYPE CODE _CLASS CTYPE
S1 197 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
SI 196 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
CS 547 Containment Spray Sys. Swing Check 2 None
(Operate)
CS 546 Containment Spray Sys. Swing Check 2 None
(Operate)
SD 769 Shutdown Cooling Suction Relief 2 None
Relief (Operate)
SD 768 Shutdown Cooling Suction Relief 2 None
Relief (Operate)
ST 239 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
‘ (Operate)
S1 244 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
S1 238 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
SI 246 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
S1 237 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
51 2845 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
S1 236 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
S1 247 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
S$1 317 Safety Injection Sys. Globe 2 Motor
(Operate)
$1 319 Safety Injection Sys. Globe 1 Pneumat i
(Close)
S1 318 Safety Injection Sys. Globe 1 Pneumat i
(Close)
S1 165 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
ST 169 Safety Injection Sys. Swing Check 1 None
(Operate)
. SD 766 Shudown Cooling Sys. Swing Check 2 None
Check (Operate)

Amendment E
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TABLE 3.9-4 (Cont’d)
(Sheet 2 of 7)
SEISMIC 1 ACTIVE VALVES
ASME

SYSTEM NAME VALVE SECTION 111 ACTUATOR
(safety function) TYPE CODE CLASS TYPE

2
£
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VALVE

51

NO.

325
34]
310
311
313
345
336
324
312
654
655
673
672
671
670
659
658
656

503

TABLE 3.9-4 (Cont’d)

SYSTEM NAME
(safety function)

Safety Injection Tank
Vent (Operate)
Safety Injection Tank
Isolation (Operate)
Safety Injection
Throttie (Operate)
Safety Injection
Throttle (Operate)
Safety Injection
Valve (Operate)
Safety Injection
Sys. (Close)
Safety Injection Tank
Fill Valve (Close)
Safety Injection Tank
Vent (Operate)
Safety Injection Sys.
Valve (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling Sys.
Isolation (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling Sys.
Isolation (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling
Suction (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling
Suction (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling
Suction (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling
Suction (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling
Suction (Operate)
Shutdown Cooling
Suction (Operate)
Shutdowr Cooling Sys.
(Operate)
Shutdown Cooling Sys.
(Operate)
Containment Spray Sys.
(Operate)

(Sheet 3 of 7)
SEISMIC 1 ACTIVE VALVES

VALVE
TYPE

Globe
Gate
Globe
Globe
Globe
Globe
Globe
Globe
Globe
Globe
Globe
Gate
Gate
Gate
Gate
Gate
Gate
Globe
Globe

Swing Check

ASME
SECTION I11

CODE CLASS
2
1

Amendment E
December 30,

ACTUATOR
5 | WS

Solenoid

Motor

Motor

Moton

Motor

Pneumat

Pneumat

SO](‘H:E 1 ¢}
Motor

Motor

Motor
Motor
Motoi
M()! Or
Mot or

Mot oy

Motor

Mot o

Motor

Nong

198¢

(

|
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DESIGN
CERTIFICATION

SYSTEM NAME
__(safety function)

TABLE 3.9-4 (Cont’'d)
(Sheet 4 of 7)

SEISMIC 1 ACTIVE VALVES

Containment Spray

Sys. (Operate)

Safety
Safety
Safety

Safety

Injectinn
(Operate)
Injection
(Operate)
Injection
(Operate)
Injection
(Operate)

Shutdown Cooling

(Operate)

Shutdown Cooling

Containment Spray Sys.
Containment Spray Sys.
Hot Leg Injection
Hot Leg Injection

Containment Spray

(Operate)
(Operate)
(Operate)
(Operate)

(Operate)

Isolation Valve

Containment Spray

(Operate)

Isolation Valve

(Operate)

SOCHX Throttle

(Operate)

SDCHX Throttle

(Operate)

SDCHX Bypass

(Operate)

SDCHX Bypass

Safety Injection Sys.

Safety Injection Sys.

(Operate)
(Operate)

(Operate)

Sys.

Sys.
Sys.
Sys.
Sys.

Sys.

VALVE

SR AR

Swing
Swing
Swing
Swing
Swing
Swing
Swing
Swing
Swing
Gate

Gate

Gate

Gate

Check
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check

Butterfly

Butterfly

Globe

Globe
Check

Check

ASME
SECTION 111
CODE CLASS_

2
2

"~

o

~ny

Amendment E
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ACTUATOR
)

None
None
None
None
None
None

None

None
None
Motor
Motor

Motor
Motor

Motor
Motor
Motor
Motor

None
None “II’

1988
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TABLE 3.9-4 (Cont’d)
(Sheet 5 of 7)

SEISMIC I ACTIVE VALVES
ASME
VALVE SYSTEM NAME VALVE SECTION 111 ACTUATOR
__NO. . (safety function) TAGA CODE_CLASS s . A
S1 340 Safety Injection Sys. Check 1 None
(Operate)
CH 205 Auxiliary Spray (Close) Globe 1 Solenoid
CH 208 Charging Line (Close) Globe 1 Solenoid
CH 209 Charging Line Bypass Globe 1 Manual
(Close)
CH 24] Seal Injection Flow Globe 2 Pneumatic
Control Diaphragm
CH-242 Seal Injection Flow Globe 2 Pneumatic
Control Diaphragm
CH 243 Seal Injection Flow Globe 2 Pneumatic
Control Diaphragm
CH 244 Seal Injection Flow Globe 2 Pneumatic
‘ Control Diaphragm
CH 255 Seal Inj. Containment Globe 2 Motor
Isolation (Operate)
CH 303 Charging Line Isolation Check 2 None
Check (Close)
CH 304 SDC Purification Check 2 None
Isolation (Close)
CH 307 SDC Purification Contain. Gate 2 Manua)l
Isolation (Close)
CH 431 Auxiliary Spray Check Lift Check 1 None
(Close)
CH 433 Charging Line Check Lift Check 1 None
(Close)
(H 447 Auxiliary Snray Check Check 1 None
(Close)
CH 448 Charging Line Check Check 1 None
(Close)
CH 494 RMW Supply Line to RDT Lift Check 2 None
Check (Close)
CH 505 RCP Controlled Bleed-Off Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 506 Containment Isolation Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 515 Letdown Isolation Valve Globe 1 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 516 Letdown Line Isolation Globe | Pneumatic
(II' Valve (Close)

Amendment E
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CERTIFICATION

CESSA

TABLE 3.9-4 (Cont’d)
(Sheet 6 of 7)

SEISMIC 1 ACTIVE VALVES ]
ASME
VALVE SYSTEM NAME VALVE SECTION 111 ACTUATOR
NO., ___(safety function) TYPE CODE CLASS I
CH 560 RDT Suction Isolation Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 561 RDT Suction Isolation Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 580 RMW Supply Isolation to Globe 2 Pneumatic
RDT Iso. (Close)
CH 787 Seal Injection Check Lift Check 1 None
(Operate)
(H 802 Seal Injection Check Lift Check 1 None
(Operate)
CH 517 Letdown Line Isolation Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 523 Containment Isolation Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 524 Charging Line Isolation Globe 2 Motor‘
(Close)
CH 520 Containment Isolation Globe 2 Pneumatic
(Close)
CH 807 Seal Injection Check Lift Check 1 None %
(Operate) A
CH 812 Seal Injection Check Lift Check | wone
(Operate)
CH 835 Seal Injection Check Lift Check 2 None
(Operate)
(H B66 Seal Injection Check Lift Check 1 None
(Operate)
CH 867 Seal Injection Check Lift Check ! None
(Operate) |
CH 86f Seal Injection Check Lift Check 1 None
(Operate) |
(H-869 Seal Injection Check Lift Check 1 None |
(Operate) |
RC 200 RCS (Operate) Safety 1 None |
RC 201 RCS (Operate) Safety 1 None |
RC 202 RCS (Operate) Safety 1 None |
RC 203 RCS (Operate) Safety | None
RC 244 RCS (Operate) Check 1 None
D 1 Safety Depressurization Gate 1 Motor
System
SD 2 Safety Depressurization Globe/Angle 1 Motor
System
Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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TABLE 3.9-4 (Cont’d)
(Sheet 7 of 7)
SEISMIC 1 ACTIVE VALVES
ASME

VALVE SYSTEM NAME VALVE SECTION III ACTUATOR

.. (safety function) TYPE CODE CLASS _ 1rE

SD 3 Safety Depressurization Gate 1 Motor
System

SD 4 Safety Depressurization Globe/Angle 1 Motor
System

RV 101 Safety Depressurization Globe 2 Solenoid
System

RV 102 Safety Depressurization Globe 2 Solenoid
System

RV 103 Safety Depressurization Globe 2 Solenoid
System

RV 104 Safety Depressurization Globe 2 Solenoid
System

RC 105 Safety Depressurization Globe 1 Solenoid
System

RC 106 Safety Depressurization Globe 1 Solenoid
System

RC 107 Safety Depressurization Globe 1 Solenoid
System

RC 108 Safety Depressurization Globe 1 Solenoid
System

NOTES: 1.  (Operuce) is defined as valve being capable of both opening and
clo,ing.

2. (Close) is defined as valve being capable of moving to or maintaining
a closed position.

3. (Open is defined as valve being capable of moving to or maintaining an
open position.

Amendment E
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DESIGN
CERTIFICATION

TA 9-

STRESS CRITERIA FOR SAFETY-RELATED ASME
CLASS 2 AND CLASS 3 VESSELS

_Bervice Level Btress Limits*
Design and Level A Om S 1.0 8
(Um or (IL) +0b5 1.9 8
Level B g% 1.3 9
m
(nm or OL) + o) S 1.65 B
Level C o £ 1.9 B
n
(um or GL) + b £ 1.80 &
Level D 0. % K0 B
m
((‘rm or aL) . o) = 2.4 8
* Stress limits are taken from ASME III, Subsections NC and ND
(Table 3321-2).
Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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TABLE 3.9-6
SBTRESS CRITERIA FOR ASMI CODE CLASS 2 AND CLASBE 3
INACTIVE PUMPSE AND PUMP BUPPORTS
Bervice Level Stress Limitse

Design and Level A

Subsections

not exceed the tabulated

1gn pressure.

Amendment

December

factors
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DESIGN CRITERIA FOR ACTIVE PUMPE AND PUMP SUPPORTS

__Bervice Level — _Btress Limitse

Design and Level A ASME B&PV Section III,
Article NC-=3400 and
ND-3400

Level B o

3
+IA

Level C o

3
+ A

Level D o

A
-
N
%)

Q
+1
Q

‘ * The stess limits specified for active pumps are more k
restrictive than the ASME B&PV Section III limits. For Service
Level D (membrane plus bending), stresses may exceed 1.8 S but
must remain below the material yield stress. 1In such cases, a
deflection analysis is performed to assure that the maximum
displacements are within the deflection limits which will not
impair the operability of the equipment.

Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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TABLE 3.95-8
(Bheet 1 of 2)
STRESS CRITERIA FCR SAFETY-RELATED ASME CODE CLASS 2
AND CLASS 3 INACTIVE NEBSS
AND INACTIVE BOP VALVES
Service Level Btress Limits (Notes 1~-4, 6)

)esign and Level A

nozzle (piping load) stress analysis 1is
when both of the following conditions

(1) the section modulus and areas

ne, normal to The flov, through

not
AYeE
of
the

defined as the valve body crotch are at

110% or those for the piping connected

1) © the valve body inlet and ou

2les; and (2) code allowable stress, S,
‘alve body material 1s equal to or greater

the code allowable stress, S, of connected piping

{ ,/',r

tlet

for
thar

material. [f the valve body material allowable

stress 1s less than that of the connected pip
the valve section modulus and area as calcul
in (1) above shall be multiplied by the ratic
VARG ;SRR If wunable to comply with
rB4Bfren2ntS the design by analysis procedure
NB3545.2 1s an acceptable alternate method.

ing,
ate
o f

. Vi

thie

iLAS

of

i

A




,c ESSAR gg{?’lculou

TABLE 3.9-8 (Cont’d)
(Bheet 2 of 2)

STRESS CRITERIA FOR SAFETY-RELATED ASME CODE CLASS 2
AND CLASS 3 INACTIVE NSSS
AND INACTIVE BOP VALVES

casting quality tactor of 1.0 shall be used.

[

NOTES:

3. These stress limits are applicable to the pressure
retaining boundary, and include the effects of
loads transmitted by the extended structures, when

applicable.

4. Design requirements listed in this table are not
applicable to valve stems, seat rings, or other
parts of valves which are contained within the
confines of the body and bonnet.

5. The maximum pressure resulting from Service Levels 3
B, C, or D shall not exceed the tabulated factors
listed under P times the design pressure or the
rated pressuﬂgx at the applicable operating
condition temperature. If the pressure rating
limits are met at the operating conditions, the
stress limits in this table are considered to be
satisfied.

6. Stress limits are taken from ASME I1I, Subsections
NC and ND, (Table 3521-1).

Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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TABLE 3.9-9
BOP DESIGN CRITERIA FOR ACTIVE VALVES

Bervice Level Design Criteria
Level A ASME Section III

Article NC-3500
and ND-3500

Level B g% 30 B

m

‘o + %y £ 1.5 B
Level C R A WS B

m

nm + ob £ 1.65 8
Level D o % 1.8 B

m

(Ym + r!b % 2.8 8B

Notes 1 through 5 of Table 3.9-8 also apply to this
table. E

Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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2 9=

LOADING COMBINATIONS FOR ASME SECTION III CLASS 1 PIPING

Bervice
_Level

Design

Level A

Level B

Level C

Level D

o tio

Design Pressure,
Design Temperature,
Deadweight

Level A
Transients,
Deadweight

Level B

Transients, Deadweight,
Operating Basis
Earthquake

Level C
Transients,
Deadweight

Level D

Transients,

Deadweight, Safe Shutdown
Earthquake

NOTE: The dynamic loads are combined by the square
root of the sum of the squares.

Amendment E

December 30, 1988
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Bervice Level . Load Combination#*
Design Des .gn Pressure, Weight
Level A Level A Transients, Weight
Level B Level B Transients, Weight,
OBE, VT#*x*
Level C Level C Transients, Weight,
VTk*
Level Level D Transients, Weight,
SSE, VT*»
. * Dynamic loads are combined by the square root of the

sum of the squares (SRSS).

* * Valve thrust loads (VT) are loads resulting from the
rapid acceleration or deceleration of a water mass,
noncondensible gases, or both.

Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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TABLE 3.9-12

LOADING COMBINATIONS FOR ASME SECTION III
CLASSES 2 AND 3 PIPING

Bervice
_Level oa at

Level A Design Pressure,
Design Temperature,
Deadweight

B Level B Transients
Deadweight,
Operating Basis
Earthquake

C Level C Transients
Pressure,
Deadweight

D Level D Transients
Deadweight, Safe Shutdown
Earthquake, or Safe Shutdown
Earthquake and Pipe Rupture
Loads

Dynamic loads are combined by the square root of the
sum of the squares (SRSS).

Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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LOAD COMBINATIONE FOR SBAFETY VALVE PIPING
ASME CLASS 2 AND 3 PIPING
Service Level o Load Combination*
Design Design Pressure, Weight
Level A Level A Transients, Weight
Level B Leve! B Transients, Weight,
OBE, VT#*=*
Level C Level C Transients, Weight,
VT**
Level D Level D Transients, Weight,
SSE, VT#%
. ~*  Dynamic loads are combined by the square root of

the sum of tue squares (SRSS).

* ok Valve thrust loads (VT) are loads resulting from
the rapid acceleration or deceleration of a water
mass, noncondensible gases, or both.

Amendment E
December 30,

1988
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DESIGN
CERTIFICATION

TABLE 3.9-14
DESIGN LOADING COMBINATIONS FOR ASBME CODE, CLASBES 1, 2, AND 3
PIPING BUPPORTE

__Bervice Level Loading Combination
Level A and Design DW
Level B DW + OBE + RV

DW + OBE + DU
Testing oW + DT
Level C W + SSE + DE
Level D DW + SSE + DF
Legend:
W - Piping deadweight
)BE = Operating Basis Earthquake
SSE -~ Safe Shutdown Earthquake
DT - Loads associated with testing
RV - Relief Valve
DU - Other transient dynamic events associated

with the upset plant condition

DE - Dynamic events defined as emergency condition
DF - Dynamic events defined as a fault.d condition
NOTE: Dynamic loads are combined by the square root

of the sum of the squares (SRSS).

Amendment E

December 30,

1988



c Es SA DESIGN

CERTIFICATION

TABLE 3.9-1%5

STRESS LIMITS FOR CEDM PRESSURE HNJSINGS

Operating Condition

3. Level A and Level B: Normal
Operating Loading plus Normal
Operating & Upset Plant Transients
plus Operating Basis Earthquake
Forces.

2. Level D: Normal Operating
Loadings plus Faulted Plant

Transients plus Safe Shutdown
Earthquake Forces.

3. Tasting: Testing Plant Transients

For the above listed operating conditions,
function apply:

K Level A and Level B: The CEDMs are designed to function normally during

and after exposure to these conditions.

2. Level D: For SSE, the deflections of the CEDM pressure housing are

limited to the elastic design Timits

(defined above) so that the CEAs can be inserted after exposure to these

conditions.

NOTE:  a. References listed are taken from Section II1 of the ASME Boiler

and Pressure Vessel Code.

Stress Categories and

Limits of Stress Intensities (a)
Figures NB-3221-1 and 3222-1,

including notes.

Article F-1000, Appendix F,
Rules for Evaluation of Service
Conditions Loading with Level D

Service Limits.

Paragraph NB-3226

the following limits regarding

of Article F-1330,

Appendix F

Amendment E
December 30, 1928
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Design Limits
The core support and internal structures shall be designed to
meet the Design Limits defined in NG-3221 of ASME Boiler and

Pressure Vessel Code Section III ESubsection NG for Design
Loadings.

Level A Service Limits

The core support and internal structures shall be designed to
meet the Level A Service Limits defined in NG-s222 of IB1D for
Level A Service Loadings.

Level B Service Limits

The core support and internal structures shall be designed to
meet the Level B Service Limits defined in NG-3223 of IB1D for
I Level B Service Loadings.

Level D Service Limits

The core support structures shall be designed to meet the Level D
Service Limits defined in NG-3225 of IB1D for elastic system

analysis of Appendix F of Referen:e 3.1.2 using Level D Service
Loadings.

Amendment E
December 30, 1988
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3.10 SEISMIC QUALIFICATION OF SEISMIC CATEGORY I
INSTRUMENTATION AND ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT

This section describes the seismic dJdesign criteria and analyses,
tests, procedures, and acceptance criteria applied to Seismic
Category I instrumentation and electrical equipment, except for
valve and pump motors, and their supports. The information
applicable to instrumentation and control equipment is contained
in Combustion Engineering’s Topical Report CENPD-182, "Seisnic
Qualification of C-E Instrumentation Equipment." Valve and pump
motors are discussed in Section 3.9.2.2.

3.10.1 BEIBMIC QUALIFICATION CRITERIA

Instrumentation and electrical equipment used for post-accident
monitoring, the Reactor Protective System (RPS), the Engineered
Safety Features Actuation System (ESFAS), the actuation devices
for ESF system actuated components, and the emergency power
system are designed to Seismic Category I requirements to ensure
the ability to initiate required protective actions during, and
following, a Safe Shutdown Farthquake (SSE); and, to supply
power, following an SSE, to componernts required to mitigate the
consequences of events which require safety system operation.

3.10.2 METHODS AND PROCEDURES FOR QUALIFYING ELECTRICAL
EQUIPMENT AND INSTRUMENTATION

Seismic Category I irstrumentation and electrical equipment
required to perform a safety action during a seismic event, after
a seismic event, or both are qualified (with appropriate
documentation) in accordance with the requirements of the
equipment specifications. These requirements are consistent with
those of IEEE 344-1987, "Seismic Qualification of Class 1

Electrical Equipment for Nuclear Power Generating Stations" and
include the following:

A. The seismic excitation for which the equipment must qualify
will be determined based on location in the plant.

B. The equipment will be designed to perform its intended

function during and after an earthquake of the intensity of
the Safe Shutdown Earthquake.

8 Analysis, testing or operating experience will be required
to substantiate the adequacy of the design depending on the

type of equipment under consideration and its intended
safety function.

Amendment D

3.10-1 September 30, 1988

|0

|0
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DQ

The quality assurance program, as Gescribed in Chapter 17,
illustrates the procedures used in assuring the
implementation of the requirements.

Seismic Category I instrumentatior and electrical equipment
requiring seismic qualification are listed in Section 3.11. The
test program where used will provide the following:

E.

A test program is required to confirm the functional
operability of all Seismic Category I electrical and
associated mechanical equipment and instrumentation during
and after an earthquake of magnitude up to and including the
SSE.

The characteristics of the required input motion shall be
specified by one of the following:

1. response spectrum
P power spectral density function

3. time history

Such characteristics, as derived for the structure or
system seismic analysis, shall be representative of the
input motion at the equipment mounting locations.

Equipment shall be tested in the operational condition.
Operability shall be - erified during and after the testing.

The actual input motion shall be characterized in the same
manner as the required input motion, and the conservatism in
amplitude and multi-frequency energy content up to
approximately 33 Hz shall be demonstrated.

Random vibration input motion shall be used. However,
single frequency input, such as sine beats, may be utilized
provided one of the following conditions are met:

The characteristics of the required input motion

indicate that the motion is dominated by one frequency
(i.e., by structural filtering effects).

Amendment D

D

3.10-2 September 30, 1988
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3. The anticipated response of the equipment is adequately
represented by one mode.

3. The input has sufficient intensity and duration to
excite all modes to the required magnitude, such that
the testing response spectra will envelop the
corresponding response spectra of the individual modes.

J. The input motion shall be applied to one vertical and one
principal (or two orthogonal) horizontal axes simultaneously
unless it can be demonstrated that the equipment response
along the vertical direction is not sensitive to the
vibratory motion along the heorizontal direction, and vice
versa. The time phasing of the inputs in the vertical and
horizontal directions will be such that a purely rectilinear
resultant input is avoided. The acceptable alternative is
to have vertical and horizontal inputs in-phase, and then
repeated with inputs 180 degrees out-of-phase. 1In addition,
the test will be repeated with the equipment rotated 90
degrees horizontally. Biaxial and triaxial input motion may
be utilized where practical.

K. The fixture design shall meet the following requirer.ents:
1. Simulate the actual service mounting.
2. Cause no dynamic coupling to the test item.

L. The in-situ application of vibratory devices to superimpose
the seismic vibratory loadings on the complex active device
for operability testing is acceptable when application is
justifiable.

M. The test program may be based upon selectively testing a
representative number of mechanical components according to
type, load, level, size or other appropriate classification
on a prototype basis.

3.10.3 METHODS AND PROCEDUREE OF ANALYEIS8 OR TESBTING OF
BUPPORTS OF ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT AND INSTRUMENTATION

To ensure gqualification for the required forces, acceleration
requirements are included in equipment specifications as design
parameters. Vendors will use this information as the basis for
analysis or testing depending on the type, size, shape, or
complexity of egquipment to be qualified.

The equipment specification will include, as a minimum, the
following seismic requirements:

Amendment D

3.10~3 September 30, 1988
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The appropriate seismic excitatiocn for which the equipment
must qualify will be determined based on location in the
plant.

The equipment is required to perform its intended function
during and after a Safe Shutdown Earthquake.

Analysis, testing, past gualifications, or a combination of
these is reqguired to substantiate the adequacy of the
design, depending on the type of equipment and its intended
safety function.

The quality assurance program used in assuring the
implementation of the requirements of CENPD-182 are
discussed in Chapter 17.

The seismic gqualification program, as described in
CENPD-182, meets the specified requirements for Seismic
Category I equipment.

Analyses or tests shall be performed for all supports of
electrical and associated mechanical equipment and
instrumentation to ensure their structural capability to
withstand seismic excitation.

The analytical results will include the following:

1. The required input motions to the mounted equipment
shall be obtained and characterized in the manner as
stated in Section 3.10.2 item F.

The combined stresses of the support structures shall
be within the allowable limits found in recognized
mechanical handbooks.

Supports shall be tested with either equipment or
dynamically equivalent models installed. If the equipment
is not operating or not installed during the support test,
the response at the equipment mounting locations shall be
monitored and characterized in the manner as stated in
Section 3.10.2 item F. 1In such a case, equipment shall be
tested separately and the actual input to the equipment
shall be more conservative in amplitude and frequency
content than the monitored response.

The requirements of Section 3.10.2 items F, H, I, J, and K
are applicable when tests are conducted on the equipment
supports.

Amendment D
September 30, 1988
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Specifically, cabinet and support test requirements will be
conducted as follows:

The design seismic environment of eqguipment located within
support structures (cabinets) will be determined by either
test or analysis.

Testing will consist of one of the following procedures:

1. Fully Operational Cabinet Test

The cabinet, fully loaded with equipment, will be
tested in its operating state. During testing, a
sample of safety-related functions will be monitored.
This test will demonstrate both structural integrity
and functional operability.

2. Weighted Cabinet Test With Subsequent Equipment Tests

(a) The cabinet will be tested with simulated
equipment in place of the actual equipment. The
simulated equipment will be egual in mass, mass
distribution, and mounting to the actual equipment
such that the dynamic response of the weighted
cabinet is equal to that of the fully loaded
cabinet. During testing, th2 motions present at
the equipment mounting points will be recorded.
This test will demonstrate the cabinet structural
integrity and determine the local seismic
environment of the actual equipment.

(b) The actual equipment will be independently tested
to those motions determined by the weighted
cabinet test. The equipment will be operational
and all safety-related functions will be monitored
during the test. This test will demonstrate
functional operability of the equipment.

3. Eguipment Test
Equipment which is not mounted in a cabinet will be

tested or analyzed in its operating state in a
configuration which simulates its intended mounting.

For structures which can be modeled, a dynamic analysis may

be substituted for the weighted cabinet test to determine
the motions at the enclosed equipment mounting points.

Amendment D

3.10-5 September 30, 1988
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|
|

For both testing and analysis, the input motions to the
cabinet shall be derived from the building motions at the
cabinet’s intended location.

I

Amendment D
3.10-6 September 30, 1988
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3.11 ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN OF MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL
EQUIPMENT

The design criteria with respect to environmental effects on the
electrical and mechanical equipment of the Reactor Protective
System and the Engineeved Safety Featurc systems to ensure
acceptable performance in all environments (normal and accident)
depend upon equipment location and function. Such equipment is
gqualified to meet its performance requirements under the
environmental and operating conditions in which it will be
required to function and for the length of time for which its
function is required. As far as practical, equipment for these
systems is located outside the containment building or other
areas where adverse environmental conditions could exist.
Compatibility of mechanical and electrical equipment with

environmental conditions is provided within the following design
criteria:

A. For operation under normal conditions the systems are
designed and qualified to remain functional after exposures
within the following ranges of environmental conditions:

W Design temperatures maintained at the equipment
location during normal operation by the ventilating and
cooling system described in Section 9.4. Temperature
ranges are given in Appendix 3.11A, Table 3.11A-1
through 3.11A-14.

P Relative humidity ranges are given in Appendix 3.11A,
Table 3.11A~1 through 3.11A-14.

3. Pressure ranges are given in Appendix 3.11A, Table
3.11A-1 through 3.11A-14.

4. Maximum expected integrated radiation exposures for 60
years at the equipment location during normal operation

are given in Appendix 3.11A, Table 3.11A-1 through
3.11A-14.

B. In addition to the normal operation environmental
requirements given in listing A above, the mechanical and
electrical components required to mitigate the consequences
of a design basis event (DBE) or to attain a safe shutdown
of the reactor are designed to remain functional after
exposure to the environmental conditions anticipated
following the specific DBE which they are intended to
mitigate. Anticipated environmental conditions and
requirements are listed below.

Amendment D

September 30, 1988
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. The temperature, pressure, and humidity ranges
following the design basis accidents such as the loss
of coolant accident (LOCA), the main steam line break
(MSLB), control element assembly ejection, feedwater
line break (FLB), or "“worst case" combined (LOCA &
MSLB) are indicated in Appendix 3.11A.

3. The time integrated post-accident radiation doses are
indicated in Appendix 3.11A. Equipment will be
designed for the types and levels of radiation
associated with normal operation plus the radiation
associated with the limiting design basis accident
(DBA) . If more than one type of radiation |is
significant, each type may be considered separately.

3.11.1 EQUIPMENT IDENTIFICATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONDITIONS

Apendix 3.11B lists and categorizes systems required to mitigate
a DBE or to attain a safe shutdown. Specific equipment and
components for each system are discussed in the appropriate
section of the Safety Analysis Report as referenced in Appendix
3.11B. The major component categories, such as motor-operated
valves, pump motors, instrumentation and pressure boundary
equipment in each system, and the location of the components by
area are also provided.

2 .11.2 QUALIFICATION TESTB AND ANALYSES

Qualification tests and analyses performed in accordance with the
methodologies defined in Reference 1 on NSSS instrumentation and
electrical equipment (including pump and valve motors and
electrical accessories) fulfill the requirements of IEEE Standard
323-1974, and "Category 1" of NUREG~0588. For mechanical
equipment, environmental gqualification is based on engineering,
evaluation, and material selection where sufficiently reliable
data are available.

$.18:048 Mechanical and Electrical Component Environmental
Design and Qualification for Normal Operation

Equipment listed in Appendix 3.11B is required to be designed and
gqualified for 60 years of continuous operation in the
temperature, pressure, humidity, and radiation environment that
exists at the equipment locatiocn during normal operation,
assuming proper routine preventive maintenance is performed, such
as periodic replacement of seals and packing. System 80
equipment utilized in System 80+ and designed and qualified for a
40-year plant life will be requalified to the 60 year lifetime
utilizing CENPD-255-:, Revision 3 on an equipment refurbishment
or replacement period to be specified.

Amendment D

3.11-2 September 30, 1988
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Appendix 3.11A provides the ranges of the design temperatures,
pressures, and huridities, as well as the exposures to chemical
spray and radiation for each area in which safety-related
equipment listed in ’ “pendix 3.11B ir located.

301102.2 m
Design and Qualification for Operation After a
Design Basis Event

Equipment 1listed in Appendix 3.11B is designed to remain
functional in the temperature, pressure, humidity, and chemical
spray environment conditions that exist at the equipment location
after the design basis LOCA. This equipment is also designed for
the maximum calculated integrated radiation exposure after the
design basis LOCA, as discussed in Section 3.11.5. The
temperature, pressure, and humidity environment inside the
containment after a LOCA is discussed in detai’ in Section
6.2.1.3. The containment spray characteristics are given in
Section 6.2.2.1. The integrated post-accident radiation dose for
those areas at which equipment is located is given in Appendix
3.11A. The temperature, pressure, and humidity environment

inside the containment after a MSLB is discussed in detail in
Section 6.2.1.4.

The requirements of the General Design Criteria, Appendix A to
10 CFR 50, are met as follows:

Criterion 1 - Quality Standards and Records: refer to
Section 3.1.1.

Criterion 4 - Environmental and Missile Design Basis:
refer to Section 3.1.4.

Criterion 23 -~ Protection System Failure Modes: refer
to Section 3.1.19.

Criterion 50 =~ Containment Design Basis: refer to
Sections 3.1.43 and 6.2.1.

The requirements of Quality Assurance Criterion III, Appendix B
to 10 CFR 50, are met as discussed in the design and
procurement gquality assurance program (see Chapter 17).

The recommendations contained in the documents discussed below,

listings A through D, and other applicable regulatory guides and
standards have also been utilized.

A. Regulatory Guide 1.30, "Quality Assurance Requirements for
the Installation, Inspection, and Testing of Instrumentation
and Electric Equipment."
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B. Regulatory Guide 1.73, "Qualification Tests of Electric
Valve Operators Installed Inside the Containment of Nuclear
Power Plants." A description of the tests and analysis by
which active valves are qualified is provided in Section
3:.9.2.3.

c. The qualification methods and documentation requirements of
IEEE Standard 323-1983, "IEEE Standard for Qualifying Class
1E Equipment for Nuclear Power Generating Stations," and
"Category 1% of NUREG-0588, are discussed in Reference 1.

D. Pressure boundary ccmponents inside the containment are
designed for the appropriate temperature and pressure
environment in accordance with the applicable code to which
the component is constructed. Environmental Qualification
testing is not considered necessary for such components.

AGING FOR HARSH AND NON-HARSH ENVIRONMENT EQUIPMEN

As stated in Reference 1, the aging portion of the qualification
program is defined based upon whether or not equipment is located
in a harsh or non-harsh environment. Equipment located in a
harsh environment will undergo an aging analysis and an
accelerated 1ige conditioning program. Equipment located in a
non-harsh environment will undergo an aging analysis that focuses
on the identification of known aging mechanisms that
significantly increase the equipment’s susceptibility to its
design basis event (seismic event only for non-harsh
environments). If no known significant aging mechanisms are
found, a surveillance/preventive maintenance (£/PM) program will
be develcped to monitor for degradation trends that suggest
increasing seismic susceptibility. If an aging mechanism is
found that is known to significantly increase the equipment’s
seismic susceptibility with time, that mechanism will be analyzed
to determine whether an accelerated aging program or a periodic
part replacement program is appropriate.

RADIATION FOR HARSH AND NON-HARSH ENVIRONMENT EQUIPMENT

Equipment is designed for the types and levels of radiation
associated with normal operation plus the radiation associated
with the limiting Design Basis Accident (DBA). These levels are
defined in Appendix 3.11A.

Equipment which is exposed to radiation above 10* Rads will be
irradiated to its anticipated Total Integrated Dose (TID) prior
to type testing unless determined by analysis that radiation does
not affect its ability to perform its required function. Where
the application of the accident dose is planned during DBE
testing, it need not be included during the aging process.

Amendment D

3.11~4 September 30, 1988
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Equipment which will be exposed to radiation levles of 10* Rads
or below is analyzed to determine whether low level radiation
could impact its ability to perform its required function. Where
analysis supported by partial type test data cannot demonstrate
proper operation at the required radiation levels, type testing
will be performed. Additionally, electronic equipment exposed to
low level radiation will be addressed by an aging analysis which
focuses on the identification of semiconductor (organic material)
components that are considered to be age-sensitive in the de:ign |D
life. For electronic components that are age-sensitive a
surveillance/preventive maintenance program will be developed.
Reference 1 outlines this methodology.

Mechanical and electrical equipment will be qualified to the
typical radiation environments defined in Appendix 3.11A. it
more than one type of radiation is significant, each type may be
applied separately.

Gamma

Cobalt-60 is considered an acceptable gamma radiation source.

Other sources may be found acceptable, and will be justified.

Electrical equipment will be tested to typical gamma radiation
' levels defined in Appendix 3.11A.

Beta

Equipment exposed to beta radiation will be identified and an
analysis will be performed to determine if the operability of the
- juipment is affected by beta radiation ionization and heating
effects. Qualification is performed by test unless analysis
demonstrates that the safety function will not be degraded by
Beta exposure. Equipment will be tested and/or analyzed to the
beta radiation levels defined in Appendix 3.11A. Where testing
is recommended, a gamma equivalent radiation source will be used.

Neutron
Equipment exposed to neutron radiation will be identified and
neutron radiation levels defined. When actual neutron dose

gqualification testing is not performed, an equivalent gamma
radiation dose will be used for qualification testing to simulate
neutrcn exposure. The basis for establishing an equivalent gamma
radiation dose will be provided.

Paints/Radiation Effects

An analysis is performed addressing paint exposure to beta and
gamma radiation. Qualification of painted equipment is verified

Amendment D
3.11-5 September 30, 1988
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by test if analysis indic.tes that the safety function of the
equipment could be impaired Lv paint failure due to radiation.

Chemical Spray

After a postulated accident, sucn as the LOCA or MSLB, components
located in the containment building may be exposa2d to a chemical
spray. Equipment is environmental!ly tested to these conditions ID
and performance requirements demonstrated during and after the
test. The most severe spray compos. tion is determined by single
failure analysis of the spray system. Corrosion effects due to
long term exposure will be addressed, as appropriate.

Where qualification for chemical spray environment is required,
the simulated sprey will be initiated at the time shown in
Appendix 3.11A.

Typical values of chemical spray composition, concentration and
pH are defined in Appendix 3.11A, Tables 3.11A-1, 3.11A-2 and
3.11A-13.

3.11.3  QUALIFICATION TEST RESULTS
3.11.3.1 NPM Instrumentation and Electrical Equipment

Qualification testing and analyses of NPM instrumentation and
electrical equipment are discussed in Reference 1.

3.11.3.2 NP Mechanical Equipment

D

Qualification test results and analyres of NPM mechanical
equipment are provided in Section 3.9.2.2
3.11.4 CLASS 1E INBTRUMENTATION LOsS8 OF VENTILATION EFFECTS
loss of ventilation is discussed in the site-specific SAR. b
Interface criteria are presented in Chapter 7.
Class 1E equipment which is located in the control room or
similar areas includes the following:

Plant Protection System (PPS) 0

Main Control Panels
Process Instrument Cabinet

Other instrumentation, such as process transm’.tters and signal
converters and the Reactor Trip Switchgrar System circuit ‘

Amendment D
3.11-6 September 30, 1988
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breakers, are located in the auxiliary building or containment
building. Equipment in these areas is qualified for the maximum
expected temperature, radiation, humidity, and pressure under
which the equipment is expected to operate.

The following are the normal and abnormal environmental
conditions for which Class 1E safety-related C-E equipment is
qualified to operate according to the service location of the
equipment and the expected environmental condition.

Appendix 3.11A, Tables 3.11A~1 through 3.11A-14 which define
typical environmental conditions and associated environmental
test profiles are defined in Figures 11A-6A through 3.11A-10.

3.11.5 CHEMICAL SPRAY, RADIATION, HUMIDITY, DUST,
BUBMERGEX E, AND POWER BUPPLY VOLTAGE AND FPREQUENCY
VARIATION

3.11.5.1 Chemical Environment

Engineered Safety Feature systems are designed to perform their
safety-related functions in the temperature, pressure, and
humidity conditions described in Sections 3.11.1, 6.2 and 6.3.
’ In addition, components of ESF systems inside the containment are
designed to perform their safety-related functions in the
presence of the existing chemical environment, resultirg from the
boric acid recirculated through the Safety Injection System (SIS) 'D
and Containment Spray System (CSS). The SIS is designed for both
the maximum and long~tern boric concentration and pH. These
chemical environment conditions are given in Appendix 3.11A.

3.11.5.2 Radiation Environment

The components in the Engineered Safety Feature and Reactor
Protective Systems are designed to meet their performance
requirements under the environmental and operating conditions in
which they will be required to function and for the length of
time for which their function is required. The components are
designed to ensure acceptable performance under normal
operational radiation exposure in addition to the ringle most

adverse post-accident environment. The normal operational
exposures are based on the design source terms provided in
Sections 11.1 and 12.2. Radiation environments for those

components for which the most adverse accident conditions are
post-LOCA are based on the source term assumptions consistent
with Regulatory Guides 1.4 and 1.7. Radiition environments for
those components for which the most advers: accident condition is
other than the LOCA (such as the main stean line break, feedwater

Amendment D
3.11-7 September 30, 1988
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line break or CEA ejection) are based on conegervative estimates
of the fuel a:sembly gas gap activities and maximum reactor
coolant specific activities as discussed in Section 11.1.

3.11.5.3 Humidity

Equipment not subjected to steam environments during DBE testing
will be environmentally tested to short term high humidity levels
prior to operation and performance requirements demonstrated
during and after the test. Equipment that is subjected to steam
environments will be subjected to the appropriate test profiles
in Appendix 3.11A.

3.11.5.4 Pust

Dust environments will be considered when establishing service
conditions and qualification requirements. The potentisl effects
of dust exposure will be evaluated relative to effects upon
equipment safety function performance.

Where dust could have a degrading effect on equipment safety
function performance, it will be addressed ir the qualification
program through the development of a maintenance program and/or
an upgrading of equipment interface requirements.

3.11.5.5 Submergence

Equipment locations and operability requirements will be reviewed
to establish whether or not specific equipment could be subject
to submergence during its required operating time. Flood levels
both inside and outside containment will be reviewed and
potential impacts on equipment qualification appropriately
addressed. Where operability during submergence is required,
gualification will be demonstrated by type test and/or analysis
supported by partial type test data.

3.11.5.6 Power Supply Voltage and Frequency Variation

Power supply voltage and frequency variation is addressed in
several areas throughout the equipment design and verification
process. During the design process, interface requirements
dictate the acceptable range of power supply variation.
Equipment specifications incorporate these interface requirements
into the design to ensure acceptable operation within the defined
range of power supply voltage and frequency variation. When
equipment fabrication is completed, design verification tests are
performed to demonstrate design adequacy.

3.11-8




c Es SAR 8&:%’?:’06!"0“

1'

"Qualification of Combustion

Instrumentation, "™
Engineering, Inc.,

CENPD-255~A
October 1985.

3.11~-9

Engineering Class
3, Combustion

Revision

Anendment D
September 30,

1E

1988



CESSAR 257 canon

APPENDIX 3.11A
TYPICAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS AND TEST PROFILES
FOR

BTRUCTURES AND COMPCOUNENTS
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APPENDIX 3.11B
INENTIFICATION AND LOCATION
oF

MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL BAFETY~-RELATED BYSBTEMS AND COMPONENTS
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