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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

	3.37
	with the objective to prove, on the one hand, that core melt can be prevented for any accident sequence that has a significant probability of occurrence and, on the other hand, that the consequences of postulated core melt can be limited. For this purpose, specific design provisions can be defined with the aim either to prevent or to mitigate these sequences.
	The aim of DEC-A is not to design specific provisions, it is to prove that there is no shortage in the deterministic analysis
	
	
	
	

	2
	3.57
	3.57. Consequences of event sequences that have been ‘practically eliminated’ do not need themselves to be deterministically analysed. Nevertheless, severe accident management guidance for “not postulated scenario’ should be provided, but their ‘practical elimination’ should be demonstrated, including relevant deterministic analysis, as presented in paragraphs 7.68 to 7.72 of this Safety Guide.
	No guidance can be provided for events that are not analyzed
	
	
	
	

	3
	6.7
	6.7. For best estimate analysis, parameters to which the analysis results are most sensitive should be identified.
	Cliff edge effect is relevant for best estimate analysis, not for conservative analysis
	
	
	
	

	4
	7.35
	For anticipated operational occurrences, normal operation systems that are in operation at the beginning of the event and that are not affected by the initiating event and the consequences of the PIE, can be assumed to continue to operate steadily
	To be specified in order not to contradict the following bullet regarding control & limitation systems. Basically the aim is to keep main coolant pumps operation for instance (steady operation, no control associated) and to consider normal controls "frozen"
	
	
	
	

	5
	7.42
	7.42. If a conservative or combined methodology is applied
	According to wording defined in table 2
	
	
	
	

	6
	7.56
	To be deleted
	Already specified in 7.50
	
	
	
	

	7
	7.58
	7.58. The safety analysis of severe accidents should demonstrate that compliance with the acceptance criteria is achieved by features implemented in the design and not only by implementation of accident management guidelines.
	Accident management guidelines are important part of DEC-B management
	
	
	
	

	8
	7.70
	Assessment of the ability of the design and operational provisions with high confidence to eliminate or to address the challenges, by providing an appropriate combination of safety classified features

	Practical elimination cannot be based on non classified features
	
	
	
	

	9
	9.17
	9.17. If  independent calculations are performed, it may be appropriate
	Performing independent calculations is not a requirement, it should not be considered as systematic
	
	
	
	


