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T 5AuAd daiidg J& JH5dy, 3 A L A7 w@dASA dAME J185H 72 R
ArzEe 92 2 eyl WRY A el ANH S slor . LBB HHA BA4EA(Normal
OPeration : NOP) 3F2 A 7158 dd3a7lg 78 A5 AEdH, AP AAA(Safe
Shutdown Earthquake : SSE) &52 d gl €Ad= uld AAFAAHY7 A AHL-3d. g4 NOP
8F % SSE 3% Atole] AAE AFAoz AXFonA Fojd wife HA B X5 uwe} LBB F
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9 Fojd wBAASe AA L A5 dF LBB 44 4o 4 HAAAY L35S WiBMA
AR 4A T F Qorez AAAAS) LBB #ANANY 2ANZHPol BRR{A AQFTAE
928 4 Ad. £ AR 7R F2G (A TREY Yo TAH FHF wdAFo] old
Ayl AAE] ALY 4 9o LBB #4348 493 33T 5 AUd.

B Ao 232 FAYg YA gALe] AAFq(Safety Injection) R A A¥ 2} (Shutdown Cooling)
AF AL o] 4T 4 9l LEBRANEE AR Aold.

2. LBB HIIME2 AWHN

YAASE ARs7] 98 #A4 Y L AJE LBBAAA 71Fo] He HFAAQ NUREG 1061,
Vol.3[1]%} Standard Review Plan 3.6.3[2]) ZA®. £3 LBBY/HEAE 7w Wed AREAA
Holee 4% 3457 % €3 3457 LBB AsAYAA(34]F dole ol = e F3idd. Aty
2 LBB #4YLe ZANE AT Yol (Detectable Leakage Crack : DLC)S] A= AZAYH
235 2A9 best-fit HEE ALdn, FILIY Hrlde AAAY 5Pz £3A9 lower
bound A%, AF5HE A9 lower bound VEF A8t ey & AFANE F713HQA 49
2 AP o-c FAY WFAE FEY AFE ARY 5 Y= 317 A5t g4 FReLHHL
o] 8-& # A H 7 (crack stability evaluation)A] Table 13 2& DI o~ F432 A3,

Table 1 Combination of 6 -& curves

Determination of DLC Crack stability evaluation
~ Upper bound
gmfe Best-fit Best—fit
Lower bound

21 #4=4
A0 3L 4AHEAL: 23 AT A3FY R FAYAAF NP2 AF, 27 R JMELEd 9
24 Table 29 2o} R/ AY.

Table 2 Grouping for characteristics of each system

Group | Systemn Material (()3 Thi:::r;ess T(e.:,];) ’
1 SI SA312 TP316 324 33.3 120
2 SI SA312 TP316 356 35.7 565
3 SI SA312 TP316 273 28.6 565
4 SI SA312 TP304 356 95 122
5 SC SA312 TP316 406 40.5 621
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£ 713 J-A P& ALY
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USNRCAAM = A4 Briez J/THE A3 ded, yTHE 2 (DI o] A8 dF |-
A¥(ma)¥ BAAS(tearing modulus)®] FAE F L85 dd J-AR () RAASTY 249
vagezy Fdol A& A9 AAAL Hrlse Bylolg.

dJ, dJ,
app. [ __ mat, s __
da (= Top.) < da (= Toar.) 1)

B ARG Jpae e FHAAFZHA R st & oy E g A3 Po] LAAFE] #dPo)
()9 ¥= vdehfjo] w3

Joat, = C1(42)° @)
g4y 8848402 FolA FFo U JugpE T s gdBolAd A 3P J-FRr W
}EE 47 fsto] M3 FEZ0] a-48, a, a+ 6 9 2a- 68, 2a, 2a+s o] W3 22 HNL FPdo ]-3F
3 #4209 FAE 4 (33 o) 2z g3y ez Jehfo] 7o,

]apﬁ. = CI(Z2+ C2a+ C3 (3)

26 SSE 3%
SSE 83& NUREG 1061, Vol.31 AAS] e 71EN det g9 4 o] §34t

- 699 -



g2 ad A& H7} ;
M!otal= \/_é [MN0P+MSSE+Metc],

Mo
SSE Load= (Mssg+ Mec) = —\/%;1 —Myop 4)
o] 2a g 7k 5
Mpar={ Myop+ Mssg+Mecl,
SSE Load = (Mssg+Mec) = My — Mnop %)
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HNHLHF M) T84, o] 3& )9} 5) dd3te 38715 SSE 52 vk

3. LBB ¥IMxo A%

Fig. 1~5€ & 744 78 33FY4 R BAYGAF @ 03 LBB J7}dx°|th. LBB 37}
Axddr Fddo] as}t 2ag] ol REo] AAXAEL AFH3}E LBBAEO 7158 4o, a4
LBB %Az AN @2 A3 FA/ FALSFE LBB FA&7tsddel aA Jesd. ey,
Group 1 M@ AR F747) Group 29 @R} AA9 LBB L7599 Group 19 %71 9
2 AAE AU 9422 dFdE Hsexy o2 A Group 19 ¥¥-& o] Group 29 ¥E§
gro =27 GFoldn 44dd. @#A F33-o] 245 LBB L7} RY99) d HolAde AL
¢ % Stk £ LBB B7H4 544 NOP 335°] #2 A$Ae d¥8Z<) 2ad 3%7 LBB I 875
gool 2 J82 vHov, NOP&Fol 2 ASods ¥9do] agl A¢7 LBB 38715390 & 9
F& v £ A7AA ARE PrHAEE ABB-CEAM ALY System 80+ wi@AZA A 3
A= vimd 2 X £ H49 §FAd0] AFHAAH- 4

Fig. 6& @939 a?! 3%, Group 1 iBAAF dstad FLAAAA HIHA o-¢ FTHdo] AY7}
Az vAe 92 J71g Fstold. XA} Group 1~Group 5 2F FIH AFE Hol= AL
2 v, ojd lower bound Ax & o] 48 HrhYel 7% R4FA ARE JIReE AL B9y
o] 71& LBB #44e] g4l JFHAUG.

4. @

AAG AR HEAL: FAFS] € FAYEAE HAA LBBE H L3} A8 ArHdx ARATE
43 &3 FL dEL 49U
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