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

	1.


	5.5. d)

	The users follow the recommendation for use of the code and especially the ones relative to the application for which the analysis are carried out


	Clarification
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	5.6. c)
	The nodalization, selected models and assumptions are consistent with the ones chosen for SET and IET used for the qualification of the application
	Consistency is the better word when You describe two nodalizations
	
	
	
	

	3.
	5.35
	Procedures include issues such as the way to compile the input data set, the means of selecting the appropriate models in the code and general rules for preparing the nodalization.
	Although nodalization techniques are usually covered by user guidelines more specifically, nevertheless general guidelines for preparing good nodalization should be in the procedure
	
	
	
	

	4.
	5.36 
	The nodalization should be sufficiently detailed so that all the important phenomena of the scenario and all the important design characteristics of the nuclear power plant analysed are represented. However overcomplicating of nodalization should be avoided as it may have negative impact both on the computational time and the results. 
	Additional sentence on nodalization – it may appear to the reader that the more detailed and complex nodalization (for example 20 nodes instead of 10) is always welcome, but that is not always the case, and it should be stated in the document. 
	
	
	
	

	5.
	6.29
	Proposition of additional text: High level of expertise and experience is needed to fix ranges of variations of

input parameters and to carry out PIRT process. 
	PIRT process is very sensible to expert judgment so it should be noted that expertise and experience is needed.
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	Page 34/35 
	General remark about “BEST ESTIMATE DETERMINISTIC SAFETY ANALYSIS WITH QUANTIFICATION OF UNCERTAINTIES FOR ANTICIPATED OPERATIONAL OCCURRENCES AND DBAS” subchapter: statistical method (propagation of input uncertainty) is well described and all important features are discussed. I would like to propose to create further points about “extrapolation of output uncertainty” approach, for the clarification and better understanding. It should cover issues like: 
· general idea - The inaccuracies are obtained by experimental/calculation comparison, then the inaccuracies is ‘extrapolated ‘ to get uncertainty. Experimental data are obtained from qualified Integral Test Facilities.
· resources and databases of results of calculations and comparisons to experimental data needed to obtain results

· Positive like - one broad methodology for uncertainty evaluation, accuracy qualification and answering scaling issue
· Expert judgement minimized
· drawbacks like the the process of ‘extrapolation’ of output errors is not based upon fundamental principles 
	Proposition to expand the information about second method of BEPU analysis - "propagation of output uncertainty". The method is a good alternative to statistical method and more information would be useful. 
	
	
	
	

	7
	7.56
	Proposition to delete this point as this is the repetition of 7.50
	Repetition
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


