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	RESOLUTION


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

	1. 
	3.29
	Very unlikely events that could lead to situations beyond the capability of the containment safety systems installed to mitigate conditions inside the containment caused by design basis accidents (e.g. by a LOCA, main steam line break, etc.)

Multiple failures (e.g. common cause failures in redundant trains) in the containment systems that prevent the safety systems from performing their intended function
	DECs to be considered are those, in which multiple failures (complex sequences  or common cause failures) are combined with design basis accidents. The failures should not be assumed in containment systems only, see 3.47 
	
	
	
	

	2. 

	4.2
	Regardless In addition to permanent design provisions for DBAs and for DECs, features enabling the safe use of non-permanent equipment for restoring the capability to remove heat from the containment should be installed considered  (see Requirement 6.28B). 


	It is true that SSR-2/1 6.28B states that “ The design shall also include features to enable the safe use of non-permanent equipment22 for restoring the capability to remove heat from the containment.”

However there should be flexibility in this respect and the quality and requirements of the permanent equipment should be considered. If a plant has permanent design provisions for DEC, additional non-permanent features may not be needed 

	
	
	
	

	3. 
	4.42
	The loads on the structures inside the containment, in case of design extension conditions t, depend on the strategy to cope with the molten core adopted in the specific design. 

	misprint
	
	
	
	

	4. 
	4.179
	Instrumentation should be qualified under seismic and environmental conditions that might prevail prior to or during its operation until its mission be completed. Effects of hydrogen combustion  should be considered in  qualification of  equipment that is meant to operate during or after a hydrogen fire 
	Hydrogen fires are special conditions that deserve extra attention.

Add: Effects of hydrogen combustion  should be considered in qualification of  equipment that is meant to operate during or after a hydrogen fire

	
	
	
	

	5. 
	4.179a
	Ageing and irradiation of the instrumentation should be made before the test in accident conditions.
	Add: new para.

It is important to consider the ageing and radiation damages before the final tests are carried out.
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	4.402
	· Conditions inside the containment (containment pressure and temperatures, radiation levels, airborne activity, steam, oxygen or hydrogen concentration if relevant);
	Add: steam

to assess hydrogen burning potential, concentrations of steam, oxygen and hydrogen are needed
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	4.402
	- Process parameters to confirm the flooding of the reactor cavity (for in vessel strategy), or the flooding of the spreading area core catcher (for ex-vessel retention strategy)
	spreading area refers to a specific design (EPR). core catcher is general
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	A.3
	The assessment for potential back fitting should utilize a holistic approach which considers the safety contributions of installed equipment, mobile non-permanent equipment,  and emergency preparedness planning measures to protect the public.
	Consistency with the SSR-2/1, Non-permanent is wider concept than just mobile.
	
	
	
	

	9. 
	A.7
	The back fitting measures for preventing early releases or for implementing actions in the short term should not rely on the use of off-site mobile non-permanent  equipment.
	Consistency with the SSR-2/1, Non-permanent is wider concept than just mobile.
	
	
	
	

	10. 
	A.8
	Although the use of permanent equipment for the practical elimination of large releases should be preferred (as for new plants) a more relaxed approach on the use of mobile non-permanent  equipment may be acceptable provided the plant is provided with adequate connection features.
	Consistency with the SSR-2/1, Non-permanent is wider concept than just mobile.
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	A.14
	mobile non-permanent  equipment:
• mobile non-permanent  equipment that is relied upon to mitigate beyond design events should bestored and protected to ensure its timely availability when needed taking into
account restricted access due to external events (e.g. flooding, damaged roads etc);
• Relying on mobile non-permanent  equipment may be adequate provided justification that coping time to avoid the containment failure is long enough to make use of the equipment.
	Consistency with the SSR-2/1, Non-permanent is wider concept than just mobile.
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