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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
	1.13
	Such specific guidance can be found in other IAEA Safety Guide, for example in [5].
	When using singular word Guide, wording “for example” doesn’t sense.
	
	
	
	

	2
	2.1
	Deterministic safety analysis, supplemented by a number of investigations such as those related to fabrication, testing, inspection, evaluation of the operating experience and by PSA, is also aimed to contribute to demonstrate that the source term and eventually radiological consequences of different plant states are acceptable and that early or large releases are practically eliminated.
	The past radiation emergencies (Chernobyl and Fukushima Daichi) demonstrate that large releases are not practically eliminated. "But early large releases" can be eliminated.
See text in para 3.25 and 3.55 and others of this guide too. In some para text “large or early” instead of “early or large” is used. What are the differences?
We can compare early to late or large to small, but compare early to large seems to be strange. These things are two different categories.
	
	
	
	

	3
	2.5
	…..these are criteria either directly related to the consequences of operational states or accident conditions or to the integrity of barriers against releases of radiation exposure and radioactive materials
	Physical barriers serve not only against releases of radioactive material but against radiation too.
	
	
	
	

	4
	2.16
	In accordance with Ref. [3] (IAEA Safety Glossary) the source term is ’The amount and isotopic composition of material released (or postulated to be released) from the facility’; it is ’used in modelling releases of radionuclides………
	This definition is missing the timing of the radioactive substances releases. Modification needed. This definition speaks only about the fraction of the fission products released from the core or from any other source at NPP.
	
	
	
	

	5
	2.18
	To support by means of its quantification the demonstration that early or large releases can be considered as practically eliminated;
	See comment 2. 
	
	
	
	

	6
	3.20
	… accidents without careful analysis and assessment of the potential impact on early or large releases.
	dtto No5 comment
	
	
	
	

	7
	3.23
	All PIEs should be subdivided into representative groups of event sequences taking into account the expected frequency of occurrence and its effect on the safety of the nuclear power plant.
	Text clarification.
	
	
	
	

	8
	3.25
	Special attention should be paid to accidents in which the release of radioactive material could bypass the containment because of potentially large consequences even in the case of relatively small releases of radioactive substances from the core.
	Specification of what releases are in mind.
	
	
	
	

	9
	3.35
	An accidental discharge from any of the other auxiliary systems that carry solid, liquid or gaseous radioactive material;
	For example fire of bitumen product during radioactive waste solidification process or storing.
	
	
	
	

	10
	3.41
	uncontrolled level drop during mid-loop operation (PWR) or during refuelling
	Explanation of term 
mid-loop operation below the line is recommended.
	
	
	
	

	11
	3.41 
	total loss of normal fuel pool normal cooling and potential subsequent loss of inventory
	I feel differences between wording normal fuel pool cooling versus fuel pool normal cooling.
	
	
	
	

	12
	3.55
	Event sequences that lead to early or large radioactive releases5 are required to be practically eliminated
	Use this (5) below the line explanation in para 2.1 where wording early or large is used for the first time, if my comment against using his wording “early or large” will not be accepted.. 
	
	
	
	

	13
	4.5.
	High level (radiological) criteria which relate to radiological consequences of plant operational states or accident conditions. They are usually expressed in terms of releases activities or doses typically defined by law or by regulatory requirements.
	Clarity of the text. 
	
	
	
	

	14
	4.7
	Radiological acceptance criteria expressed in terms of doses may be conveniently transformed into acceptable releasesd activities ofor different radioactive isotopes in order to decouple nuclear power plant design features from the characteristics of the environment.
	Releases are expressed in activities of individual radionuclides taking into account their different radiological risk.
	
	
	
	

	15
	4.9
	They should be more restrictive than for DBAs since their frequencies of their  appearances are higher.
	Clarity of the text.
	
	
	
	

	16
	4.10
	The radiological acceptance criteria for DBAs to be established should ensure that very restrictive dose design limits, according to Req. 19 § 5.25 from SSR-2/1 (Rev.1) [1], are met.
	There are no any “dose” limits in the referred document Req. 19 § 5.25 from SSR-2/1 (Rev.1) [1.]
	
	
	
	

	17
	4.14
	For postulated initiating events occurring during shutdown operational regimes or other cases with disabled or degraded integrity of any of the barriers, more restrictive criteria should be preferably used, e.g. avoiding boiling of coolant in open reactor vessel or in the spent fuel pool, or avoiding uncovery of spent fuel assemblies.
	Not valid for fresh fuel.
	
	
	
	

	18
	6.8
	For practical reasons, only a limited number of parameters usually considered to have with the strongest effect on results of analysis can be involved in sensitivity analysis.
	Without performing of sensitivity analyses the parameters with strongest effect cannot be exactly identified. Or insert to text reference describing how to evaluate parameters with strongest effect on analyses result.
	
	
	
	

	19
	7.5
	Evaluation of the source term should thus involve determining the behaviour of the radioactive species along this route up to their release to the environment release to the atmosphere.
	Text clarity. Release can be not only to the atmosphere but to hydrosphere too.
	
	
	
	

	20
	7.11
	However, demonstration of compliance with the radiological acceptance criteria for normal operation is not covered by this Safety Guide.
	Completing the reference of relevant Guide is recommended.
	
	
	
	

	21
	7.33
	No event should cause the temperature, pressure or pressure differences between containment compartments to exceed values which have been used as the containment design basis.
	Text clarity.
	
	
	
	

	22
	7.65.
	Operator actions should be considered as for design extension conditions without to mitigate significant fuel degradation.
	These are core melting sequences and melting is significant fuel degradation.
	
	
	
	

	23
	7.66
	Release and transport of fission products, including filtered venting to prevent overpressure in the containment;
	Venting thorough sand bed filters or scrubbers, etc. Not direct venting to atmosphere. Scrubbers are one of the primary devices that control gaseous emissions in case of emergency.
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