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Figure 5-1 Comparison of ISRS Based on CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra - Containment Structure
at El. 78-0"
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Figure 5-2 Comparison of ISRS Based on CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra - Containment Structure

at El. 160™-0"
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Figure 5-3 Comparison of ISRS Based on CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra - Containment Structure
at El. 332'-0"
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Figure 5-4 Comparison ISRS Based on of CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra — Primary Shield Wall at

El. 78-0"
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Figure 5-5 Comparison of ISRS Based on CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra — Primary Shield Wall at
El. 156'-0"
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Figure 5-6 Comparison of ISRS Based on CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra — Primary Shield Wall at

El. 191'-0"
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Figure 5-7 Comparison of ISRS Based on CSDRS and HRHF Response Spectra — Secondary Shield
Wall at EI. 78'-0"
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