Page 3 of 3

NUSSC Comments on Document Preparation Profile
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	COMMENTS BY REVIEWER

Reviewer: Mikhail Lankin
Country/Organization:       Russian Federation                                  Date: 1 November 2016
	RESOLUTION



	Comment No.
	Page / Section / Line No.
	Proposed new text
	Reason
	Accepted
	Accepted, but modified as follows
	Rejected
	Reason for modification/ rejection

	1
	Page 3, p.2.2
	Exclude the whole para.
	Exclude the para since it uses undefined term “safety rules”.  Also the para mentions safety of labor rules. Such rules are not directly connected with nuclear and radiation safety, so the justification of compliance with such rules is out of SAR scope
	
	
	
	

	2
	Page 3 Title before p. 2.3
	Exclude letters “SAR”
	misprint
	
	
	
	

	3
	Page 7, p.2.21, last sentences
	Exclude last sentence
	It is impossible to make reference in SAR to operational procedures, EOPs and SAMG, because these procedures are developed on SAR basis.
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	4
	Page 7. P.2.25
	Exclude the whole para
	Nuclear fuel cycle facilities are different story from NPP – so the structure and depth of SARs  of FCF can be so different from NPP SAR that usage of DS449 as a reference for FCF SAR structure can be inappropriate.
	
	
	
	

	5
	Page 14 p.3.3.3
	Exclude last sentence 
	SF-1 are wider that SAR scope (e.g. safety principle 2 of SF-1 implies existence of independent regulatory body, but this issue is not discussed in SAR).
	
	
	
	

	6
	Page 15, p.3.3.18
	PSA should be mentioned 
	It is impossible to show practical elimination of certain scenarios without PSA. But PSA is out of SAR scope.
	
	
	
	

	7
	Page 27, p.3.6.1
	AOO should be added to supplement mentioning DBAs and DBCs
	Safety systems also intended to cope AOOs.
	
	
	
	

	8.
	Page 28. P.3.6.8 
	Residual heat removal systems (examples of such systems in VVER design is  SG passive heat removal system  or SG cooldown system) should also be mentioned in the para
	To provide consistency  between header and text.
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	9
	Page 54, p.3.15.1
	Add sentence: “ Also analysis to justify operator action in case of accident management are provide for representative set of accident scenarios.”
	Two reasons: 1. Conservative analyses of DBAs are not suitable to determine necessary operator actions, so additional best estimates analyses are necessary to be basis for further EOP development for DBAs.

2.  Operator should know what to do (how to manage accident)  if he faces with any physical possible scenario (even with scenario that is out of DBA & DEC sets) – so additional best estimate analyses are necessary for representative set of accident scenarios to be able to develop comprehensive EOPs (including SAMG).
	
	
	
	

	10
	Page 55, p.3.15.13
	Add new sentence “ All possible places where nuclear materials or radioactive materials (including RAW) are present at NPP should be addressed  (reactor unit, spent fuel pool, radwaste storage facilities,  nuclear fuel containers etc.)”.
	To ensure completeness on safety analysis.
	
	
	
	


