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

	
	4.5
	Detailed/derived technical criteria which relate to integrity of barriers (fuel matrix, fuel cladding, RCS pressure boundary, containment) against radioactive releases. They are defined by regulatory requirements or They are typically proposed by the designer and subsequently approved by the regulatory body for use in the safety demonstration.
	Many such criteria (e.g. peak  cladding temperature < 1200 C) are defined by the regulatory requirements
	
	
	
	

	

	4.6
	The radiological acceptance criteria should be expressed in terms of effective doses, equivalent doses or dose rates to nuclear power plant staff, general public or as appropriate environment, including non-human biota. The doses are required to be within prescribed limits and as low as reasonably achievable in all plant states, SSR-2/1 (Rev.1), Req. 5 [1].

	Clarity

Add. As appropriate  

It is not common that dose limits are presented to environment, including non-human biota.

	
	
	
	

	
	7.33
	…
Systems used for accident mitigation should be designed to withstand the maximum loads, stresses and environmental conditions for the accidents analysed. This should be assessed by separate analyses covering environmental conditions and ageing (i.e. temperature, humidity or chemical environment) and thermal and mechanical loads on plant structures and components. The margins considered in the design should be commensurate with the probability of the loads to be considered.
…
	Add:
Ageing

Ageing should be considered with the assessment of the environmental conditions. The equipment/SSCs should be able to perform their intended function even at the end of their lifetime. 
	
	
	
	

	
	7.51
	Non-permanent systems and equipment should not be considered for demonstration of adequacy of the nuclear power plant design. Such equipment is typically considered to operate for long-term sequence and is considered available in the development of emergency operating procedures or accident management guidelines.
	Unnecessary and ambiguous sentence. There is no need to say here, when non-permanent systems are operating, if they should not be taken into account in DECs without core melt. 
	
	
	
	

	
	8.5
	Brief description of the computer codes used in the deterministic safety analysis should be provided. In addition to the reference to the specific code documentation the description should contain convincing justification that the code is adequate for the given purpose and has been verified and validated by the user as described in para. 5.13 – 5.36.
	Clarification:

Verification and validation both should be considered.

The reference to relevant paragraphs in the document would be good.
	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _GoBack]
