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OFFICIAL USE ONLY-PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

September 30, 2013 : K(’. IC / 3 O,ZIp

Mr. Pedro Salas, Manager

Site Operations and Regulatory Affairs
AREVA NP Inc.

3315 Old Forest Road

Lynchburg, VA 24501

SUBJECT:  FINAL SAFETY EVALUATION FOR AREVA NP, INC. TOPICAL REPORT
ANP-10301P, REVISION 0, “STATISTICAL UNIVERSAL POWER
RECONSTRUCTION WITH FIXED MARGIN TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS”
(TAC NO. ME2913)

Dear Mr. Salas:

By letter dated September 15, 2009, AREVA NP, Inc. (AREVA) submitted Topical Report (TR)
ANP-10301P, Revision 0, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin
Technical Specifications” (Agencywide Documents Access and Management System Accession
No. ML092610436), to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff for review. By
letter dated July 2, 2013, an NRC draft safety evaluation (SE) regarding our approval of TR
ANP-10301P, Revision 0, was provided for your review and comment (ADAMS Accession

No. ML13157A419). The NRC staff's disposition of the AREVA comments on the draft SE are
discussed in the attachment to the final SE enclosed with this letter.

The NRC staff has found that TR ANP-10301P, Revision 0, is acceptable for referencing in
licensing applications for nuclear power plants to the extent specified and under the limitations
delineated in the TR and in the enclosed final SE. The final SE defines the basis for our
acceptance of the TR.

Our acceptance applies only to material provided in the subject TR. We do not intend to repeat
our review of the acceptable material described in the TR. When the TR appears as a reference
in license applications, our review will ensure that the material presented applies to the specific
plant involved. License amendment requests that deviate from this TR will be subject to a
plant-specific review in accordance with applicable review standards.

NOTICE: Enclosure 2 transmitted herewith contains Proprietary Information.
When separated from Enclosure 2, this transmittal document is decontrolled.
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P. Salas -2-

In accordance with the guidance provided on the NRC website, we request that AREVA publish
approved proprietary and non-proprietary versions of TR ANP-10301P, Revision 0, within three
months of receipt of this letter. The approved versions shall incorporate this letter and the
enclosed final SE after the title page. Also, they must contain historical review information,
including NRC requests for additional information and your responses. The approved versions
shall include an "-A" (designating approved) following the TR identification symbol.

If future changes to the NRC's regulatory requirements affect the acceptability of this TR,
AREVA and/or licensees referencing it will be expected to revise the TR appropriately, or justify

its continued applicability for subsequent referencing.

Sincerely,

SRR

Sher Bahadur, Deputy Director
Division of Policy and Rulemaking
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Project No. 728
Enclosures:

1. Final Safety Evaluation (Non-Proprietary)
2. Final Safety Evaluation (Proprietary)
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FINAL SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

TOPICAL REPORT ANP-10301P, REVISION 0,

‘STATISTICAL UNIVERSAL POWER RECONSTRUCTION WITH FIXED MARGIN

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS” FOR LICENSING APPLICATIONS

AREVA NP, INC.

PROJECT NO. 728

1.0 INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

By letter dated September 15, 2009, AREVA NP Inc. (AREVA) submitted Topical Report (TR)
ANP-10301P, Revision 0, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin
Technical Specifications” (Reference 1), to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) for
review and approval. The objective of the TR is to allow the implementation of an online relative
power distribution reconstruction and margin calculation system applicable to pressurized water
reactors (PWRs). This system computes a reconstructed power distribution that is the best
estimate of all available information in terms of relevant measurement, design specifications,
and operating states, together with estimates of their uncertainties. This new methodology
allows meeting the Limiting Conditions for Operation (LCO) parameter limits that assure that
fuel integrity is maintained during Condition | (Normal Operation) and Condition 1l (Incidents of
Moderate Frequency) events by limiting local power peaking. This is achieved thrcugh direct
continuous online core power distribution monitoring, as opposed to the current methodology
based on indirectly limiting the power distribution by limiting the LCO parameters (i.e., rod
insertion, axial power shaping rod, axial imbalance, and quadrant power tilt)

The “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications”
(SUPR-FMTS) methodology augments the previously NRC approved methodology “Fixed
Margin Technical Specifications” (FMTS) (Reference 2), and expands its applicability from
Babcock & Wilcox PWRs to other operating PWRs, provided the conditions and limitations of
the Safety Evaluation (SE) are met.

20 REGULATORY EVALUATION

Section 50.34 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) requires that licensees
(or vendors) provide safety analysis reports to the NRC detailing the performance of structures,
systems, and components provided for the prevention or mitigation of potential accidents.
AREVA is seeking review and approval of ANP-10301P, Revision 0, “Statistical Universal Power
Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications” (SUPR-FMTS), so that
implementation of this new methodology will enhance the safety of operating PWRs by
improving the estimate of the margin of the LCO limits for Condition | and Condition Il events.

ENCLOSURE 1




3.0 TECHNICAL EVALUATION

The SUPR-FMTS methodology for on-line monitoring of the core power distribution builds on
the previously approved FMTS methodology (References 2 and 3). FMTS monitors the LCOs
for operation by computing a peaking margin as the figure of merit. The estimate of the margin
is constructed from on-line core simulator calculations of the relative power density (RPD) at all
core nodes, and Fixed In-Core (FIC) detector measurements at limited nodal positions. The
uncertainty in this margin estimate is dependent on global considerations such as symmetry and
quadrant tilt, and pre-calculated limits based on conservative assumptions that take into account
design tolerances and the entire possible range of operation. [

The SUPR-FMTS methodology |

]

Furthermore, SUPR-FMTS extends the applicability of FMTS to cores with infrequent core
measurement systems, such as Traveling In-Core Probe (TIP) detector systems that currently
take core measurements roughly monthly, as opposed to being limited, as was FMTS, to FIC
systems that make core measurements typically in one to six minute intervals. This extension is
achieved by introducing a RPD Check methodology that uses the measurements from the ex-
core flux detectors and the fuel assembly exit thermocouples that are measured on a frequent
basis.

To these ends, SUPR-FMTS exploits the statistical estimation method referred to as Kriging
(Reference 4). In this method, the core simulator computed RPDs at each spatial core node are
corrected to the information from measured values at instrumented assemblies, such as FICs or
TIPs. This is achieved by [

]

Since the dynamically computed Kriging prediction is based on flux measurements and flux core
simulator calculations, this prediction does not take into account core design tolerances and
operating conditions of the reactor system. The effect on peaking of these uncertainties is taken
into account through penalty factors. These are divided into two sets: [




-3-

For cores with infrequent measurement systems the time between measurements is sufficiently
long to introduce some changes in the core composition and other factors. To assure that the
on-line core simulator estimates between measurements capture the effects of these changes,

SUPR-FMTS applies an RPD Check methodology. [
1 This methodology uses the real-time

fuel assembly exit thermocouple and excore flux detector data that is available at each reactor.
The check is performed by [

] This RPD Check methodology serves to control the margin estimate between
" infrequent measurements. :

40 LIMITATIONS AND CONDITIONS

To implement SUPR-FTMS, at a plant, for on-line LCO core monitoring based on peaking
margin as a figure of merit, a License Amendment Request (LAR) must be submitted to the
NRC for review and approval. The LAR must identify and justify the adequacy of the approved
systems in place at the plant that will contribute the measured data and the computed data for
the implementation of the SUPR-FMTS methodology.

If the NRC's criteria or regulations change so that its conclusions about the acceptability of the
assumptions made during this review are invalidated, the organization referencing the report
(Reference 5) will be expected to revise and resubmit its respective documentation, or submit
justification for the continued effective applicability of these methodologies without revision of
the respective documentation.

50 CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing considerations, the NRC staff concludes that the use of SUPR-FMTS by
AREVA as described in ANP-10301P, Revision 0, "Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction
with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications,” is acceptable for licensing calculations and may be
used to perform on-line relative power distribution reconstruction for PWRs and provide input to
a LCO power peaking margin calculation provided the limitations and conditions in Section 4.0
of this SE are met. '

6.0 REFERENCES

1. Letter from Ronnie L. Gardner (AREVA NP Inc.) to U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk, Request for Review and Approval of ANP-10301P, “Statistical
Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications,”
September 15, 2009 (Agencywide Documents Access and Management System
(ADAMS) Accession No. ML092610436).

2. R. A. Kochendarfer, C.T. Rombough, A. Y. Cheng, “Fixed Margin Technical
Specifications,” BAW-10158P-A, Babcock & Wilcox, Lynchburg, Virginia, August 1988.
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3. Nuclear Applications Software Package,” BAW-10123, Babcox & Wilcox, Lynchburg,
Virginia, February, 1978. :

4, Brian D. Ripley, Spatial Statistics, John Wiley & Sons (1981).

5. ANP-10301P, Revision 0, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin
Technical Specifications”, September 2009 (ADAMS Accession Nos. ML092610437 and
ML092610438 (Non-Publicly Available/Publicly Available)).

Attachment: Resolution of Comments (Non-Proprietary)

Principal Contributor: Y. Orechwa

Date: September 30, 2013




RESOLUTION OF COMMENTS
BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
ON DRAFT SAFETY EVALUATION FOR TOPICAL REPORT
ANP-10301P, REVISION 0, “STATISTICAL UNIVERSAL POWER RECONSTRUCTION WITH
FIXED MARGIN TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS”
AREVA NP, INC,
PROJECT NO. 728

This attachment provides the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff's review and
disposition of the comments made by AREVA NP, Inc. on the draft safety evaluation (SE) for
Topical Report ANP-10301P, Revision 0, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed
Margin Technical Specifications.”

PAGE  LINE(S) PROPOSED CHANGE AND REASON NRC DISPOSITION OF
NO. NO. COMMENTS
1 32 Modify text “supersedes” to “augments” Staff agrees with comment.

because the SUPR-FMTS TR builds onthe = Change made in final SE.
FMTS TR and expands its use to other types

of power plants, but it does not entirely

replace it.

N NN

20 Modify text “cores with Traveling In-Core” to  Staff agrees with comment.
“cores with infrequent core measurement Change made in final SE.
systems, such as Traveling In-Core” to
generalize the discussion to a wider class of
plant instrumentation types.

2 21 Modify text “that take” to “that currently take” Staff agrees with comment.
to ensure that the SER does not imply an Change made in final SE.
imposed limit on the frequency of flux map
intervals. Note that the TR included flux
map frequency relaxation beyond the current
31 EFPD interval pending certain criteria is
met.

2 30-36  Proprietary information. Information has been redacted.

ATTACHMENT

9-11 Proprietary information. Information has been redacted.
13-18  Proprietary information. Information has been redacted.




PAGE  LINE(S) PROPOSED CHANGE AND REASON
NO. NO.
2 33 Modify text [ : ]
.2 41-45  Proprietary information.
2 47 Modify text “TIP” to “infrequent.” See reason
for proposed change for Line 21.
2 49 Remove the word “TIP.” Not necessary. See
reason for proposed change for Line 21.
3 1-2 Proprietary information.
3 4-9 Proprietary information.
3 9 Modify text “TIP” to “infrequent.” See reason

for proposed change for Line 21.

NRC DISPOSITION OF
COMMENTS

Staff agrees with comment.
Change made in final SE.

Information has been redacted.

Staff agrees with comment.
Change made in final SE.

Staff agrees with comment.
Change made in final SE.

Information has been redacted.
information has been redacted.

Staff agrees with comment.
Change made in final SE.




AREVA

September 15, 2009
NRC:09:096

Document Control Desk
- U.S.-Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

Request for Review and Approval of ANP-10301P, “Statistical Universal Power
Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications”

AREVA NP Inc. (AREVA NP) requests the NRC's review and approval of the topical report
ANP-10301P, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical
Specifications,” dated September 2009, for referencing in licensing actions. A proprietary and
non-proprietary version of the report is enclosed.

AREVA NP considers some of the material contained in the enclosed document to be
proprietary. As required by 10 CFR 2.390(b), an affidavit is enclosed to support the withholding
of the information from public disclosure. '

In support of the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation’s prioritization efforts, the prioritization
scheme matrix is attached for your use. :

If you have any questions related to this submittal, please contact Ms. Gayle F. Elliott, Product
Licensing Manager, at 434-832-3347 or by e-mail at gayle.elliott@areva.com.

Sincerely,

Lo 2. Mo

Ronnie L. Gardner, Manager
Corporate Regulatory Affairs
AREVA NP Inc.

Enclosures

cc: H.Cruz
Project 728

AREVA NP INC.

An AREVA and Slemens company

3316 Old Forest Road, P.O. Box 10935, Lynchburg, VA 24506-0835
Tol.: 434 832 3000 - Fax: 434 832 3840 - www.areva.com




Document Control Desk
September 15, 2009

ANP-10301P, Revision 0
Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with
Fixed Margin Technical Specifications

NRC:09:096
Page A-1

TR Prioritization Scheme Matrix

*Industry input on shaded areas was not requested.

Factors

Select the Criteria
that the TR
Satisfies

Points
Assigned for
Each Criteria

Total Points (if points are
cumulative, total them for
each factor in this column)

TR Classification
(Points are
cumulative)

Generic Safety
Issue

6

Emergent Technical
Issue

3

Standard TR

1

1

Applicability (Points
are not cumulative)

Industry-Wide
Implementation

Applicable to entire
groups of licensees
(BWROG, PWROG,
BWRVIP, etc.)

partial groups of
Iicens_gqs _

2 (TR is applicable to all
PWRs)

Specialized Resource
Availability (Points are
cumulative)

TR approval is
needed by a certain
date to support a
licensing activity.
Explain when and
why.

05

Total Points (Add the total points from each factor and total

here):




From: ELLIOTT Gavle (CORP/IND)

To: holly.cruz@nre,gov

Subject: SUPR-FMTS RAI

Date: Wednesday, September 12, 2012 4:17:00 PM
Attachments: SUPR-FMTS Additional Information-p.pdf
Holly,

Attached is the additional information discussed during the meeting on August 7, 2012 with Yuri
Orechwa on ANP-10301P topical report. Please have Yuri review the questions and responses and let
me know when we can have a conference call to discuss as necessary.

Thank you!

Gayle Elliott

Manager, Product Licensing
AREVA NP Inc.

3315 Old Forest Road
Lynchburg, Va. 24501

Office: (434) 832-3347

Cell: (434) 841-0306

email: gayle.elliott@areva.com



SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

1 What further work is required for implementation in a particular plant?

One or more currently approved core relative power distribution (RPD)
measurement systems will be used to provide periodic power distribution mea-
surements to the SUPR-FMTS system [1]. These must be systems with prior
approval, including a quantified measurement uncertainty. Examples of cur-
rently existing systems include Movable Incore Detector (MIDs) and Fixed Incore
Detectors (FICs). The methods and software to process the detector signals to
produce the measured RPDs in instrumented locations are previously approved.
The SUPR-FMTS system also uses other measured plant parameters such as ther-
mal power level and control rod position, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1 — The Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction
Portion of the SUPR-FMTS System

Thermal Rod Core Power
Power 11 Position Distribution

Meas. Meas. Measurement
System |{ System System
measured
core rod RPD
power ! position Statistical
Core Universal
Simulator N Power
Reconstruction
reconstructed
RPD
and
process

variance

For the case where the core power distribution is infrequently measured, such as
with Movable Incore Detectors, the excore flux detector and fuel assembly exit

AREVANP Inc. Page 1
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AREVA SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

thermocouple measurements are compared with the values estimated by the
SUPR system to obtain a local power penalty. This process is called the RPD
Check methodology. This will provide for operation without flux maps for peri-
ods beyond the current 31 day Technical Specification limit.

The final portion of the SUPR-FMTS System is the Fixed Margin Technical
Specification methodology. This methodology was previously approved [2] for
use as part of the Technical Specifications for B&W-designed plants to ensure that
the LCO core power distribution design limits are maintained during operation
of the plant. This approval includes Technical Specification methods to deal with
computer and software system failure. These methods have been incorporated
into the example Standard Technical Specifications provided in Appendix B of
the Topical Report and expanded to apply to B&W, Westinghouse, and CE-
designed plants. The total SUPR-FMTS System is depicted in Figure 2.

AREVA NP Inc. _ Page 2
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AREVA SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

To implement SUPR-FMTS for a given plant, an LAR must be submitted
and approved which contains the quantification of the total SUPR-FMTS system
uncertainty for that specific core and instrumentation geometry. Since incore
detectors can fail during operation, the uncertainty quantification will cover a
sufficient range of failures to support continued monitoring in anticipated condi-
tions. [ ]
Any associated spatial limits on failures, such as having no detectors within a
certain distance of every limiting node in the core, will be specified as system
operational requirements to assure that the total system uncertainty, which is
quantified before the cycle begins operation, will provide the required protection.
On the other hand, if more than one incore RPD measurement system, such as a
partial incore system, is used at the same time, any improvement in RPD moni-
toring will be reflected in the SUPR-FMTS System total system uncertainty,
which will be documented in the LAR.

The measurement systems required for SUPR-FMTS implementation are
those above the dotted line in Figure 2 and listed in Table 1.

Table 1 — Measurement Systems Required by SUPR-FMTS

System Examples
Frequent Incore Flux Measurement Fixed Self-Powered Neutron Detectors

or

Infrequent Incore Flux Measurement = Movable Incore Detectors
and

Fuel Assembly Exit Thermocouples  —

and Excore Flux Detectors

and Partial FIC (optional)

Core Power Level Core Thermal Power

Control Rod Position Control Rod Position Indicators

It is noted that all of the measurements are derived from systems that either are
previously approved for use or are justified in the LAR and that their uncertain-
ties are quantified. These quantified uncertainties, along with the specific geome-
tries and anticipated fuel loadings are used in the Monte Carlo code which mod-
els the SUPR-EMTS System, as described in the Topical Report, to quantify the
total system uncertainty. [

] The results will
be displayed to the plant operator in a manner that makes any corrective action

AREVA NP Inc. _ Page 3
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AREVA SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

that is required to keep the local powers within limits intuitive. This will be done
through operator displays, which have been presented in the previously
approved FMTS Topical Report [2] and which will be presented in the LAR. In
addition, the detailed reconstructed RPDs and variances will be available to the
operators and Reactor Engineers.

Finally, several cycles of similar operation will be evaluated with the SUPR-
FMTS System to demonstrate that it provides adequate monitoring and also does
not negatively impact operation. In summary, the LAR will contain the informa-
tion listed in Table 2.

Table 2 — Components of the LAR Required for Implementation of SUPR-FMTS

LAR Item Description
Uncertainty Analysis Based on Monte Carlo analysis using
methodology described in Chapter 6
of ANP-10301P using system
uncertainties listed in Table 1.

Measurement System Uncertainties Uncertainties for the systems listed in
Table 1, either previously approved
for the specific plant or the
justification for newly derived
uncertainties.

SUPR-FMTS Total System Uncertainty ~ This will be provided as a function of
incore flux detector failures with upper
limits on the amount and/or geometric
configuration of the operable detectors.

Proof of Concept The results of simulating the operation
of multiple fuel cycles with the SUPR-
FMTS will be provided to verify

operation.
Topical Report Modifications Any modifications or corrections to the
or Corrections Topical Report will be provided and
justified.

AREVA NP Inc. Page 4
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2 Explain the RPD Check Methodology in More Detail.

With core RPD measurement systems that provide infrequent measure-
ments, such as the MID system, the historical approach has been to allow opera-
tion for up to 31 days until the next flux map is required. These systems, being
mechanical in nature, can be susceptible to mechanical problems. Because of
this, and to avoid wear on the system, the plant operators desire to be able to jus-
tify operation beyond this 31 day requirement.

The RPD Check methodology uses the measurements from the excore flux
detectors and the fuel assembly exit thermocouples, which are measured on a fre-
quent basis, to provide information that can be used to justify such continued
operation. The change in the excore flux detector imbalance is an indication of a
change in the power peaking in the core. However, these detectors are mainly
directly responsive to the peripheral fuel assemblies. The thermocouples provide
information that can produce a radial power map. It was judged that construct-
ing a three-dimensional power distribution from the excore and thermocouple
data would lead to large uncertainties. Therefore, the method that was chosen is
to estimate the excore and thermocouple readings from the reconstructed RPDs
and variances and then to compare them to the measured values. This approach
provides frequently measured information about both axial and radial changes to
the power distribution with only infrequent use of the MIDs. [

]

This approach is considered to provide adequate penalty for the following
reasons. First, the change in local power peaking is presently adequately corre-
lated to the incore imbalance (using what have been called flyspeck plots) to
establish all of the incore- and excore-imbalance-based Technical Specification
Limits. This is necessary to ensure the applicability of the excore-based Technical
Specification limits and trip setpoints. Since these gain factors ensure that the
excore-indicated imbalance is always adequately calibrated with the incore-indi-
cated imbalance, they ensure that [

] This then ensures that the adjusted
reconstructed RPDs will be equal to or greater than the actual RPDs. Second, any
local phenomena, such as rod mis-alignment, which may cause more local power
peaking increase than is indicated by a flux detector which is one or more fuel
assemblies distant from the peaking anomaly, is quantified in the analysis of the
SUPR-FMTS total system uncertainty and is therefore addressed by that uncer-
tainty factor. Third, thermocouple failures are modeled in the uncertainty analy-
sis so that any required additional penalty is quantified.

AREVA NP Inc. Page 5
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AREVA SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

This methodology will be tested for the specific plant core, instrument
geometry, and fuel cycle loadings and will be reported in the LAR. This will con-
firm that the methodology is adequate to provide the required protection for a
specific plant type geometry, fuel loading, and measurement system. The testing
will consist of using operational data from previous cycles and comparing the
results of the cycle flux map data with results generated assuming that no flux
map data is available to show that the RPD Check methodology provides the
required protection.

In actual operation, as time passes since the last incore flux map, if the
required adjustment increases, the power peaking will increase and become
closer to the limiting power peaking criteria. The operator will then take a flux
map, which may re-normalize the SUPR-FMTS system to the actual core power
peaking. If this does not resolve the problem, however, the cause of the anomaly
can be determined and eliminated. In the unlikely event that none of these mea-
sures resolves the problem, the power will then be reduced to increase the dis-
tance to the power peaking limiting criteria.

References

1. R. Kochendarfer, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed
Margin Technical Specifications,” ANP-10301P, AREVA, Inc. (September
2009).

2. R.A. Kochendarfer, C.T. Rombough, and A.Y. Cheng, “Fixed Margin Tech-
nical Specifications,” BAW-10158P-A, Babcock and Wilcox (August 1986).
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November 2, 2012
NRC:12:056

Document Controi Desk
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

Response to an RAIl on Topical Report ANP-10301(P), Revision 0, “Statistical Universal Power
Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications”

Ref. 1: Letter, Ronnie L. Gardner (AREVA NP Inc.) to Document Control Desk (NRC), “Request for Review
and Approval of ANP-10301(P), ‘Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin
Technical Specifications’,” NRC:09:096, September 15, 2009.

AREVA NP Inc. (AREVA NP) requested the NRC's review and approval of the topical report ANP-10301(P)
Revision 0, in Reference 1. During an NRC meeting on the topical report on August 7, 2012, the NRC
provided a Request for Additional Information (RAI) regarding the report. The complete responses to
the RAIl are enclosed with this letter as Attachment A.

AREVA NP considers some of the material contained in the attachment to be proprietary. As required by
10 CFR 2.390(b), an affidavit is enclosed to support the withholding of the information from public
disclosure. Proprietary and non-proprietary versions of the attached are provided.

If you have any questions related to this submittal, please contact Ms. Gayle F. Elliott, Product Licensing
Manager. She may be reached by telephone at 434-832-3347 or by e-mail at gayle.elliott @areva.com.

Sincerely,

7

Pedro Salas
Director, Regulatory Affairs
AREVA NP Inc.

Enclosures

cc:  J.G. Rowley
Project 728

AREVA NP INC.

33185 Old Forest Road, P.O. Box 10935, Lynchburg, VA 24506-0936
Tel.: 434 832-3000 - www.areva.com




Attachment A

SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

1  What further work is required for implementation in a particular plant?

One or more currently approved core relative power distribution (RPD)
measurement systems will be used to provide periodic power distribution mea-
surements to the SUPR-FMTS system [1]. These must be systems with prior
approval, including a quantified measurement uncertainty. Examples of cur-
rently existing systems include Movable Incore Detector (MIDs) and Fixed Incore
Detectors (FICs). The methods and software to process the detector signals to
produce the measured RPDs in instrumented locations are previously approved.
The SUPR-FMTS system also uses other measured plant parameters such as ther-
mal power level and control rod position, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1 — The Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction
Portion of the SUPR-FMTS System
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For the case where the core power distribution is infrequently measured, such as
with Movable Incore Detectors, the excore flux detector and fuel assembly exit
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AREVA SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

thermocouple measurements are compared with the values estimated by the
SUPR system to obtain a local power penalty. This process is called the RPD
Check methodology. This will provide for operation without flux maps for peri-
ods beyond the current 31 day Technical Specification limit.

The final portion of the SUPR-FMTS System is the Fixed Margin Technical
Specification methodology. This methodology was previously approved [2] for
use as part of the Technical Specifications for B&W-designed plants to ensure that
the LCO core power distribution design limits are maintained during operation
of the plant. This approval includes Technical Specification methods to deal with
computer and software system failure. These methods have been incorporated
into the example Standard Technical Specifications provided in Appendix B of
the Topical Report and expanded to apply to B&W, Westinghouse, and CE-
designed plants. The total SUPR-FMTS System is depicted in Figure 2.

AREVA NP Inc. Page 2
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e ARENMA SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

To implement SUPR-FMTS for a given plant, an LAR must be submitted
and approved which contains the quantification of the total SUPR-FMTS system
uncertainty for that specific core and instrumentation geometry. Since incore
detectors can fail during operation, the uncertainty quantification will cover a
sufficient range of failures to support continued monitoring in anticipated condi-
tions. [ ]
Any associated spatial limits on failures, such as having no detectors within a
certain distance of every limiting node in the core, will be specified as system

- operational requirements to assure that the total system uncertainty, which is
quantified before the cycle begins operation, will provide the required protection.
On the other hand, if more than one incore RPD measurement system, such as a
partial incore system, is used at the same time, any improvement in RPD moni-
toring will be reflected in the SUPR-FMTS System total system uncertainty,
which will be documented in the LAR.

The measurement systems required for SUPR-FMTS implementation are
those above the dotted line in Figure 2 and listed in Table 1.

Table 1 — Measurement Systems Required by SUPR-FMTS

~ System ' Examples
Frequent Incore Flux Measurement Fixed Self-Powered Neutron Detectors

or

Infrequent Incore Flux Measurement  Movable Incore Detectors
and -
Fuel Assembly Exit Thermocouples  —

and Excore Flux Detectors

and Partial FIC (optional)

Core Power Level Core Thermal Power

Control Rod Position Control Rod Position Indicators

It is noted that all of the measurements are derived from systems that either are
previously approved for use or are justified in the LAR and that their uncertain-
ties are quantified. These quantified uncertainties, along with the specific geome-
tries and anticipated fuel loadings are used in the Monte Carlo code which mod-
els the SUPR-FMTS System, as described in the Topical Report, to quantify the
total system uncertainty. [

] The results will
be displayed to the plant operator in a manner that makes any corrective action
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that is required to keep the local powers within limits intuitive. This will be done
through operator displays, which have been presented in the previously
approved FMTS Topical Report [2] and which will be presented in the LAR. In
addition, the detailed reconstructed RPDs and variances will be available to the

operators and Reactor Engineers.

Finally, several cycles of similar operation will be evaluated with the SUPR-
EMTS System to demonstrate that it provides adequate monitoring and also does
not negatively impact operation. In summary, the LAR will contain the informa-

tion listed in Table 2.

Table 2 — Components of the LAR Required for Implementation of SUPR-FMTS

LAR Item

Description

Uncertainty Analysis

Measurement System Uncertainties

SUPR-FMTS Total System Uncertainty

Proof of Concept

Topical Report Modifications
or Corrections

Based on Monte Carlo analysis using
methodology described in Chapter 6
of ANP-10301P using system
uncertainties listed in Table 1.

Uncertainties for the systems listed in
Table 1, either previously approved
for the specific plant or the
justification for newly derived
uncertainties.

This will be provided as a function of

incore flux detector failures with upper
limits on the amount and/or geometric
configuration of the operable detectors.

The results of simulating the operation
of multiple fuel cycles with the SUPR-
FMTS will be provided to verify
operation.

Any modifications or corrections to the
Topical Report will be provided and
justified.
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2 Explain the RPD Check Methodology in More Detail.

With core RPD measurement systems that provide infrequent measure-
ments, such as the MID system, the historical approach has been to allow opera-
tion for up to 31 days until the next flux map is required. These systems, being
mechanical in nature, can be susceptible to mechanical problems. Because of
this, and to avoid wear on the system, the plant operators desire to be able to jus-
tify operation beyond this 31 day requirement.

~ The RPD Check methodology uses the measurements from the excore flux
detectors and the fuel assembly exit thermocouples, which are measured on a fre-
quent basis, to provide information that can be used to justify such continued
operation. The change in the excore flux detector imbalance is an indication of a
change in the power peaking in the core. However, these detectors are mainly
directly responsive to the peripheral fuel assemblies, The thermocouples provide
information that can produce a radial power map. It was judged that construct-
ing a three-dimensional power distribution from the excore and thermocouple
data would lead to large uncertainties. Therefore, the method that was chosen is
to estimate the excore and thermocouple readings from the reconstructed RPDs
and variances and then to compare them to the measured values. This approach
provides frequently measured information about both axial and radial changes to
the power distribution with only infrequent use of the MIDs. [

This approach is considered to provide adequate penalty for the following
reasons. First, the change in local power peaking is presently adequately corre-
lated to the incore imbalance (using what have been called flyspeck plots) to
establish all of the incore- and excore-imbalance-based Technical Specification
Limits. This is necessary to ensure the applicability of the excore-based Technical
Specification limits and trip setpoints. Since these gain factors ensure that the
excore-indicated imbalance is always adequately calibrated with the incore-indi-
cated imbalance, they ensure that |

] This then ensures that the adjusted
reconstructed RPDs will be equal to or greater than the actual RPDs. Second, any
local phenomena, such as rod mis-alignment, which may cause more local power
peaking increase than is indicated by a flux detector which is one or more fuel
assemblies distant from the peaking anomaly, is quantified in the analysis of the
SUPR-FMTS total system uncertainty and is therefore addressed by that uncer-
tainty factor. Third, thermocouple failures are modeled in the uncertainty analy-
sis so that any required additional penalty is quantified.
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This methodology will be tested for the specific plant core, instrument
geometry, and fuel cycle loadings and will be reported in the LAR. This will con-
firm that the methodology is adequate to provide the required protection for a
specific plant type geometry, fuel loading, and measurement system. The testing
will consist of using operational data from previous cycles and comparing the
results of the cycle flux map data with results generated assuming that no flux
map data is available to show that the RPD Check methodology provides the
required protection.

In actual operation, as time passes since the last incore flux map, if the
required adjustment increases, the power peaking will increase and become
closer to the limiting power peaking criteria. The operator will then take a flux
map, which may re-normalize the SUPR-FMTS system to the actual core power
peaking. If this does not resolve the problem, however, the cause of the anomaly
can be determined and eliminated. In the unlikely event that none of these mea-
sures resolves the problem, the power will then be reduced to increase the dis-
tance to the power peaking limiting criteria.

References

1. R. Kochendarfer, “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed
Margin Technical Specifications,” ANP-10301P, AREVA, Inc. (September
2009).

2.  R.A. Kochendarfer, C.T. Rombough, and A.Y. Cheng, “Fixed Margin Tech-
nical Specifications,” BAW-10158P-A, Babcock and Wilcox (August 1986).
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SUPR-FMTS Additional Information

3. Clarify the functions of the Monte Carlo uncertainty analysis.

SUPR-FMTS operates in real time on a plant computer. It uses information
from a limited, but well defined, number of plant sensors to monitor the Techni-
cal Specification limits on core power peaking. The operating environment for
the SUPR-FMTS includes the specific geometry of the reactor core and flux detec-
tor layout, fuel loadings, and the control rod position sensor system. We have
developed a computer code called Uncertainty Analysis Code (UAC) to quantify
the SUPR-FMTS system uncertainty, O'f: ;k» when operated in the intended envi-
ronment. In doing this, the UAC code performs three main functions, in addition
to evaluating the uncertainty in the measured locations:

a.  Simulate the power peaking deviations in non-instrumented locations due
to operation within the other LCO Tech Spec limits that are not directly cor-
related to power peaking (e.g. CRA position, AFD),

b. Simulate the additional effects of random instrument failures (e.g. flux
detector and thermocouples) on the system uncertainty, and

c¢.  Statistically combine, through sampling, the previously approved measure-
ment system uncertainties listed in Table 1 which are used as inputs to the
SUPR-EMTS, as depicted in Figure 3.

Several of the conditions in the SUPR-FMTS operating environment can
result in higher power peaking deviations in core locations that are not instru-
mented. Due to uncertainties in other measured parameters, such as control rod
position, the core simulator portion of the SUPR-EMTS system will not have the
true values for those parameters and can result in higher power peaking devia-
tions.

When flux detectors and thermocouples fail, the geometry of the system
changes. This necessitates the use of a Monte Carlo model to propagate the
effects of these failures through the SUPR-FMTS system. As the percentage of
failures increases, larger and larger regions of the core are not measured and
more reliance is placed on the core simulator to provide the power peaking infor-
mation for these regions. As this happens, the power peaking deviations can
increase.
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The measured plant parameters are all characterized by approved, quanti-
fied uncertainties. [

]

To include the above effects, samples within the SUPR-FMTS operating
environment are evaluated with [
] These uncertainties are
propagated through the simulation model and the results are bounded by a
95/95 one-sided limit.

How the Monte Carlo simulation performs each of the above functions is
described below. To help clarify terminology and distinguish between the core
simulator, the statistical power reconstruction, the SUPR-FMTS system as a
whole, and the operating environment, the SUPR-FMTS system is defined as
everything within the large solid box in Figure 3. This system includes every-
thing required to take the measured plant parameters, produce a power distribu-
tion, and compare that power distribution to the LCO limiting criteria.

This system operates within the plant environment, as shown in Figure 4.
This environment includes the types of allowed operating conditions depicted in
the figure. The purpose of the Monte Carlo analysis is to simulate this environ-
ment for a given geometry of the reactor core, flux detector layout, anticipated
fuel loadings, and control rod position sensor system in order to quantify the
SUPR-FMTS system uncertainty, a,-slj,k. The entire operating environment is
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sampled by using power distributions that represent the possible allowed operat-
ing conditions that can affect the performance of the SUPR-FMTS. Examples of
these operating conditions are described in Section 6.2 in the Topical Report. The
power distributions that are used to simulate these conditions are calculated dur-
ing the SUPR-FMTS implementation analysis and are provided by the same cal-
culational model used for the plant safety analysis. These power distributions
are the assumed "true" starting points for each Monte Carlo trial. It should be
noted that they are not supplied by the SUPR-FMTS system itself, although the
core simulator that is used in the SUPR-FMTS may be identical to that which is
used in the safety analyses. Rather, they are generated outside of the SUPR-
EMTS to represent the possible operating conditions. The use of these starting
points will be described in more detail later.
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The allowed operating conditions representing the operating environment,
[ ] represents a matrix of
cases to be examined with the Monte Carlo simulation, as depicted in Figure 5.

For each case in the matrix, [ 1
is specified along with the power distribution representing the desired operating
condition. This is done because [

] The samples are created in this envi-
ronment by taking an assumed true solution, by statistically applying the defined
uncertainty to the true power distribution to get a measured distribution, and
randomly varying the measured parameters that are used by the SUPR-FMTS
system. That is, the input to the SUPR-FMTS consists of N p measured parame-
ters, g1, 42, -, 4N, These parameters include the core power level, the control
rod positions, the incore power measurements, the thermocouple measurements,
and the excore power measurements. Each parameter consists of the value
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calculated from the assumed "true" power distribution and a random deviation
from this value. Thus, for the n-th parameter,

dn = qn(RPDTme) +Qy

where
7,(RPD") is the quantity associated with the assumed power distribution.
For example, the rod position is an input for the true sample and
the AFD or imbalance is calculated from the true power distribu-
tion.
Q. is N(0,0,) or U(-Ag,,+Aq,), depending on the type of uncer-
tainty that is defined for the parameter
o, is the uncertainty (standard deviation) of a normally distributed
parameter
Aqg, is the uncertainty (maximum deviation) of a uniformly distrib-
uted parameter

In the expression above, g,(RPD™®) is either a parameter that was used as input
for calculating the assumed "true" power distribution (e.g. the control rod posi-
tions) or a quantity that has been calculated from this power distribution (e.g.
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flux detector or thermocouple measurements). The value of o, or Ag,, is specified
by the approved uncertainty for the measurement system, and if this is a relative
uncertainty (e.g., £5%), then o, or Ag, is proportional to qn(RPDT”‘e) In addition,
the Monte Carlo process assumes that [

]

Given these inputs, the code uses the SUPR-FMTS system to generate a
simulated measured power distribution and compares it with the initial (true)
power distribution assumed for the operating condition. This provides ratios for
this trial for each location in the core, which are defined as

RPDT;“;

It is noted that a simulated under-measurement results in a ratio that is greater
than 1. The process for a single trial is depicted in Figure 6. Since the kriging
procedure and the RPD Check methodology in the SUPR-FMTS are used to gen-
erate the Monte Carlo results, the ratios that are calculated for each trial includes

o; ] « (see Figure 2-1 in the Topical Report), the kriging variance and the adjust-
ments from the thermocouple and excore detector evaluatlons Thus, the R;
values defined above are subsequently modified to remove o} ik from the trial
value, as descrlbed in the Topical Report in Appendix D, page D-2. This is
required because o, « (see Figure 2-1 and Sectlons 6.3 and 6.4 in the Topical
Report) will be combmed with the value of oF i that is calculated during opera-
tion as part of the online peaking monitoring.

The SUPR-FMTS system uncertainty, ofj,k, for this operating condition [

] is the 95/95 one-sided limit quantified from
the modified R;x values from a large number of trials. The full set of system
uncertainties shown in Figure 5 is collapsed by taking the maximum value of
af ;x from all operating condition calculations [

] This system uncertainty, o ,]k, [

] is used in
the SUPR-FMTS system during operation.
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RAI for “Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction with Fixed Margin Technical
Specifications,” ANP - 10301P

1. The kriging estimator belongs to the well known class of best linear unbiased estimators
(BLUE). In your application the statistical model for the kriging estimate of the relative nodal
power density (RPD) and its variance estimate is given by the expression

y(x) = g(x) + e(x),

where y(x) is the observed data, g(x) the trend given by the simulator output and e(x) the error.
In your derivation of the expressions for the kriging weights, and, thereby, the estimate of the
RPD and variance, you assume that g(x) is error free. This assumption is made in Ref. 1, which
is the basis for your approach. However, it is clear that in general (See Ref. 2 for exampie) and
in your application that g(x) is not error free. The simulation calculation is dependent on
imprecisely specified boundary condition and core compositions. The SUPR-FMTS
methodology recognizes this and addresses it by computing, via a Monte Carlo methodology, a
so called total system uncertainty that is completely outside the kriging estimation methodology.
Furthermore, this implies that the RPD Check methodology derives conclusions based, in our
view, on a non-conservative estimate of the uncertainty.

a) Please demonstrate clearly that your RPD Check methodology is conservative under the
assumption the g(x) is error free.

b) Please show the analytic relationship between taking the system uncertainty into account in
the kriging estimation, and your approach of computing the system uncertainty separately via a
Monte Carlo simulation. Show that the above relationship makes SUPR-FMTS conservative
with regard to the uncertainty used in the TS margin monitoring.

¢) Please give the experimental design for the Monte Carlo calculation.
d) What are probability density functions that are sampled for each factor?

e) How do you simulate random instrument failures? What is the probability density function for
your instrument failures? How do you account for the variation in instrument failure from RPD
node to RPD node?

f) How are you combining simulator specification uncertainty and instrument failure uncertainty
to arrive at a total system uncertainty?

References:

1. J. D. Martin, “Using Maximum Likelihood Estimation to Estimate Kriging Model Parameters,”
Proceedings of IDETC/CIE 2007, (2007).

2. Higdon D, Kennedy M, Cavendish J, Cafeo J, Ryne RD. “Combining Field Data and
Computer Simulations for Calibration and Prediction,” SIAM J Sci Comput 2004;26:448-66.
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Core Monitoring with SUPR-FMTS

1. Overview

In order to clearly respond to the requests for additional information on this complex system, the entire
process is examined to cover separately each of the methodologies involved: the FMTS on-line monitor-
ing, the SUPR power distribution reconstruction, the RPD Check, which specifically addresses systems
with infrequent measurements, such as Traveling Incore Probes (TIP’s), finally the Monte Carlo analysis
of the system uncertainty.

The objective of the application of the SUPR-FMTS methodology is to monitor the core power distri-
bution during operation in order to provide alarms for the reactor operator if the power peaking should
exceed the assumptions used in the safety analyses. FMTS [1] implemented a change from using global
indicators, such as core axial offset, based on precalculated Technical Specification limits to using power
distributions that are measured during operation. SUPR-FMTS adds a new on-line methodology, SUPR,
for estimating the core power distribution. In addition to this, another new methodology, RPD Check, is
added for those cores that only infrequently measure the power distribution, such as those using TIP’s,
Aeroballs, or other similar systems.

This document will begin by presenting the inputs required by FMTS to implement on-line Techni-
cal Specification core monitoring. The source of the input or the methodology that is used to calculate
each of these inputs will then be presented, including SUPR and RPD Check. Finally, the Monte Carlo
methodology used to evaluate the portion of the system uncertainty that is not calculated on-line during
operation, including the inputs and assumptions, will be presented. The material in this document pro-
vides a description of the general methodology rather than a specific implementation. Therefore, the cat-
egories of factors, assumptions, and inputs will be described rather than those for the implementation at
any specific plant.

2. FMTS On-line Core Monitoring

This section describes the general approach to core monitoring used by the FMTS methodology. It covers
the form of the monitoring comparison to the peaking limits, the requirements on the power distribution,
and the types of penalties applied in the monitoring.

2.1. Quantity Used in Technical Specification Monitoring

The FMTS on-line Limiting Conditions for Operation (LCO) core monitoring methodology uses peaking
margin as a figure of merit because it provides an indication of the nearness to exceeding the limiting cri-
teria in terms directly related to the power increase required to go from the measurement condition to the
condition that exceeds the limits. This margin M is generally calculated as a percent:

RPD-F total

m=(1- 22

)- 100

The penalty factor Fiy, accounts for those things that either cannot be seen by the flux measure-
ment system, are required to relate a nodal power peak RPD (which is taken from the kriging estimate 7),
to a local peak, or are uncertainties that may cause the power peak to be underestimated. Each type of
plant licensing may include one or more of types of limits, denoted by L. Typically these include initial
power peaking assumed in the Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA) and loss of flow Departure from Nucle-
ate Boiling Ratio (DNBR) limiting transient events.

2.2. Power Distribution Used in Monitoring

This monitoring requires that a power distribution RPD be measured every few minutes. The general
reason for moving from precalculated Tech Spec limits to ones based on on-line power distribution mea-
surements is that the measured power distribution indicates what is actually occurring in the core
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throughout the fuel cycle, whereas the precalculated limits must use multiple conservative assumptions
to cover the entire possible range of operation. Moving to on-line monitoring provides direct comparison
to limiting criteria and more operational flexibility by eliminating the multiple conservative assumptions,
which represent conditions that are very rarely encountered at the same time in plant operation.

The power distribution measurement time period is set by the present Technical Specification
requirements of reducing the power peaking within 15 minutes if it should exceed the safety analyses ini-
tial condition assumptions. To accomplish this, a set of sensors is used that can measure the neutron flux
and produce a core power distribution as often as every few minutes.

2.3. Penalty Factors (Fyo,)

The penalty factor includes several categories of effects, including effects that either cannot be seen by the
flux measurement system, are required to relate a nodal power peak RPD to a local peak, or are uncer-
tainties that may cause the power peak to be underestimated. In the core monitoring implementation,
these components are divided into two groups: those that are established off-line before plant operation
and those that are calculated as part of the SUPR-FMTS system operation. Examples of quantities that
may be established before cycle operation begins are given below:

Examples of quantities that may be calculated by the SUPR-FMTS system on-line during operation are the
following;:
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These quantities are dynamic in the sense that they change during operation based on changes in the core
bumnup distribution and on how well the system is performing,.

Fioa1 is @ combination of all of the fixed, or precalculated, model augmentation and uncertainty fac-
tors and the dynamic factors calculated by the SUPR-FMTS system on-line. The actual effects included
will be consistent with the licensing basis of the particular plant to which SUPR-FMTS is applied. The
values of these components depend on manufacturing processes, specific fuel designs, detector layouts,
and other implementation-specific details.

Some of these components are statistically quantified and some are not. The statistically and non-
statistically quantified components are combined separately to yield two factors, Fy, and F,,, that are
multiplied together to determine the total peaking augmentation factor:

Fiotal = Fstat * Frut

The process of determining these two factors is presented below in a symbolic form, without details, to
illustrate which components contribute to each factor and how they are combined.

Components are combined in one of two ways. The first method, denoted by &, is used for compo-
nents representing uncertainties that have been statistically quantified. The uncertainties for these com-
ponents are combined statistically (i.e., the square of the combined uncertainty is equal to the sum of the
squares of the individual uncertainties). The other method, denoted by ®, is used for components that
represent or account for bias. The relative amount of increase needed to adjust for each component is
added to one, and the resulting quantities are multiplied together to compound the adjustments.

February 8, 2013 Core Monitoring with SUPR-FMTS Page 3




AREVA

2.4. Summary

The unique features of this methodology that require approval are the modification of the presently
approved FMTS methodology to include dynamically calculated uncertainty penalties quantified during
the estimation of the measured core power distribution in combination with a precalculated system
uncertainty.

3. SUPR Methodology

The SUPR methodology uses kriging to produce the inferred (measured) power distribution from a com-
bination of the one or more incore flux measurement systems and a trend model. The advantages of this
approach are that several incore measurement systems can be combined in a consistent way and it pro-
vides an estimate of the variance of the difference between measurements and the trend. This latter
advantage serves as a monitor of how well the trend function matches the measured data. The kriging
variance is then used as measurement of uncertainty that reflects the fidelity of the interpolation scheme
to the core behavior which is dynamic and therefore changes during operation. While simpler trend
models could be used—such as a constant value or a fitted general linear model—they would most likely
yield larger kriging variances. To provide the best available trend model that captures as much of the
physics of the system as possible, a three-dimensional core simulator is used. The better the core model
and its measured inputs, the lower the kriging variance will be.

The kriging predictor is used to estimate the power distribution throughout the core at the current
time:
7(x0) = g(xo) +r(x) R~ (y — 8)

where () is the estimated relative power, which is used as the value of RPD in the margin calculation,
Xg is the location of the estimate in both space and time, g(xg) is the output of the core simulator at this
location, r and R are the correlation vector and matrix that are used as part of the kriging model, y is the
vector of the measured RPD values, and g is the vector of core simulator results at the measured locations
and time of measurement. The kriging error of this estimate is

at(x) = o*(1 - r(x) 'R 'r(xg))
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The unique feature of this methodology that requires approval is the application of kriging to pro-
duce a measured power distribution from frequently but partially measured core power distributions, the
use of a core simulator as an initial estimate to provide information on unmeasured locations for use in
on-line core power LCO Technical Specification monitoring, and the use of the kriging variance as a peak-
ing penalty to represent the deviation of the on-line core simulator power distribution from the measured
power distribution.

4. RPD Check Methodology

This section describes the additional methodology used with the SUPR-FMTS system for plants where
only a movable detector system is used. Such detector systems normally provide monthly power distri-
butions. In order to apply FMTS monitoring, more frequent power distributions are required. The power
distribution-related data that is available between movable detector measurements is the fuel assembly
exit thermocouples and an excore flux detector data. However, these data are not judged to be of suffi-
cient quality to use in constructing a core power distribution. Therefore, the RPD Check methodology
was developed to address this temporal aspect of core power distribution monitoring.

The methodology developed to address this need for frequent power distribution monitoring
includes using the SUPR-FMTS system at the time of the power distribution measurement to provide
both the power distribution and the residuals. These residuals are applied to the core simulator results
for future times. As the core continues to operate beyond the time of the core power distribution mea-
surement, the fuel depletes, burnable poison burns out, soluble boron is changed, rods can move, xenon
can re-distribute, and other factors can change the power distribution. The core simulator is used to cap-
ture most of the consequences of these effects.

The RPD Check methodology uses the thermocouple and excore measurements to check the appli-
cability of the on-line simulator results when a flux map is not available and provide an additional
penalty to address any deviation beyond that expected.

To perform the check, an “expected response” is calculated from the estimated RPD and reactor con-
ditions. This is the value that is compared to the measurements. For the core exit thermocouples, the exit
coolant temperature is calculated from an energy balance equation and compared to the thermocouple
measurements. For the excore detectors, the detector response (voltage) is calculated from a weighting
function matrix, which is constructed for each detector, and compared to the detector measurements.
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The unique feature of this methodology that requires approval is using a comparison of the on-line
core simulator to additional, frequently measured data such as the excore detectors and fuel assembly exit
thermocouples to check the applicability of the on-line simulator results when no flux map is available
and to provide an additional penalty to address any deviation beyond that expected.

5. Monte Carlo System Uncertainty Analysis

There are a number of factors that can cause the power distribution from the core simulator to deviate
from the measured power distribution. These factors include the uncertainty in the measured rod posi-
tion and core power level used by the core simulator and random instrument failures. A Monte Carlo
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model is used to propagate the quantified uncertainties in the SUPR-FMTS system inputs through the
system and quantify the system uncertainty. [

5.1. Description of the Monte Carlo Calculation

The Monte Carlo analysis and derivation of ¢° is conducted for the implementation of SUPR-FMTS for
each plant type. The analysis proceeds in the following series of steps.

Step 1: Choose the event to simulate

To ensure that a bounding value is used for the system uncertainty in the margin calculation, a series of
events are considered and modeled by the Monte Carlo methodology. Examples of the type of events that
are considered are given below:

These scenarios, which are taken from events considered in the Technical Specifications, are chosen
because they represent phenomena that either are not monitored or are possibly mismeasured and impact
the core power distribution. This analysis focuses on events that result in the most local effects and pro-
duce limiting power distributions that have a substantial localized power increase.

The first step in setting up the Monte Carlo calculation is to select the scenario to consider, which
determines the plant operation parameters that will be used for the calculation. At this step, other param-
eters used as inputs to the calculation, such as the number of failed detectors, are chosen and specified,
since the calculated uncertainty that results from the Monte Carlo analysis is a function of these addi-
tional parameters.
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5.2. Summary

The unique feature of this methodology that requires approval is the process of quantifying the portion of
the SUPR-FMTS system uncertainty that is not dynamically calculated during the SUPR process.

References
1. “Fixed Margin Technical Specifications,” BAW-10158P-A, Babcock & Wilcox, Lynchburg, Virginia.

2. “American National Standard Assessment of the Assumption of Normality (Employing Individual
Observed Values),” ANSI Standard N15.15-1974.
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Abstract

This report describes the AREVA NP online relative power distribution reconstruction
and margin calculation system, which is called Statistical Universal Power Reconstruc-
tion with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications (SUPR-FMTS). This system is applica-
ble to pressurized water reactors. The SUPR-FMTS system produces a reconstructed
power distribution which is the best estimate of all available measured data. It also pro-
vides an improved method for quantifying the uncertainty in the relative power distribu-
tion. Uncertainty is broken into two components: a continuously updated estimate of the
error in the reconstructed power and a precalculated uncertainty due to system observ-
ability. The reconstructed power uncertainty is based on the variance between mea-
sured and calculated signals. The system observability uncertainty is based on a Monte
Carlo simulation of anticipated events. The calculated power distribution is combined
with the error estimates and traditional peaking penalties to provide input to a Limiting
Condition of Operation power peaking margin calculation. The margin calculation is
based on the best estimate of the reactor power distribution, plus uncertainty, at any
given time and limits power peaking directly through continuous online power distribu-
tion monitoring.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This section provides a summary of the purpose of Statistical Universal Power Recon-
struction with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications (SUPR-FMTS), how it fits into the
present licensing basis, the changes required to implement it, and the approvals
requested of the NRC.

1.1 Purpose of SUPR-FMTS

The purpose of SUPR-FMTS is to allow a possible relaxation in the Limiting Conditions
for Operation (LCO) parameter limits (Rod Insertion, Axial Power Shaping Rod, Axial
Imbalance, and Quadrant Power Tilt) which, in turn, limit the core power distribution so
that an assurance of fuel integrity is maintained during Condition | (Normal Operation)
and Condition 1l (Incidents of Moderate Frequency) events. This relaxation is provided
by limiting power peaking directly through continuous online core power distribution
monitoring instead of, as is presently done, indirectly limiting the power distribution by
means of limiting the LCO parameters.

This change is supported by Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction (SUPRY), which
uses all available power distribution measurement systems to provide a continuous
power distribution measurement. Also supporting this change is the use of Fixed Mar-
gin Technical Specifications (FMTS), which uses the continuous power distribution mea-
surement to continuously monitor the peaking margin presently preserved by the plant
parameter limits. In addition, provision is made for plants with infrequently used core
power distribution measurement systems to continuously check the SUPR measure-
ment against frequently measured, but less detailed, indicators of the core power distri-
bution — assembly exit thermocouples and excore neutron detectors. This check pro-
vides both a peaking penalty between the times of detailed power distribution measure-
ment which is used in the margin monitoring, and also an indication of when a new
detailed core power distribution measurement is required.
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1.2 SUPR-FMTS Processing Overview

The SUPR-FMTS system extends the previously approved FMTS methodology in sev-
eral ways. A generalized method is introduced for power reconstruction and the system
uncertainty is calculated dynamically for use in the margin calculation.

Kriging, a statistical method for calculating a best linear unbiased estimate, combines
three dimensional power distribution measurements with core neutronic simulator output
to form a reconstructed (best estimate of measured) power distribution. Peaking aug-
mentation factors are applied to the reconstructed power to provide the measured power
peaking for the FMTS calculations.

System uncertainty is calculated as a combination of measurement uncertainty, uncer-
tainty due to observability error, and fixed uncertainty factors. Measurement uncertainty
is estimated based on the kriging variance adjusted based on deviations between the
measured and predicted assembly exit thermocouples and excore neutron detector
measurements, where necessary. The observability error is calculated using a Monte
Carlo simulator and augments the dynamic measurement uncertainty to ensure a con-
servative uncertainty estimate. The fixed uncertainty factors account for known poten-
tial sources of error that are inherent to the analysis procedure. The measurement
uncertainty is calculated in real time, while the observability error and fixed uncertainty
factors are calculated before a given reactor operating cycle.

Using the SUPR-FMTS system, the power distribution is constructed [

] from all of the available power distribution data, and the
uncertainty is estimated [ ] based on the type and amount of data
available to construct that measurement. The measurement system uncertainty dynam-
ically reflects the measured bias of the core neutronic simulator and the uncertainties
are dynamically applied in performing the core power distribution Technical Specification
(Tech Spec) monitoring.
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13 Licensing Basis Impacts and Changes to Implement SUPR-FMTS

Figure 1-1 illustrates how SUPR-FMTS fits into the present licensing basis. This figure
also provides document identifiers [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] for documents which have supported
approved methodologies related to SUPR-FMTS implementation. Several things should
be noted from the figure:

1. SUPR-FMTS does not delete any Technical Specification requirements nor does
it obviate any present monitoring requirements.

2. SUPR-FMTS adds direct Fy and F,y monitoring with a set of relaxed limits for
Rod Insertion, Axial Power Shaping Rod Insertion, Axial Power imbalance, and
Quadrant Power Tilt which may be used only when SUPR-FMTS is operable.

Therefore, the only changes to the Technical Specifications required to implement
SUPR-FMTS are the notation of the availability of the Relaxed Limits and modification of
the surveillance requirements to increase the power peaking monitoring frequency when
SUPR-FMTS is operable. The adjusted kriging variance is used to indicate inoperability
of the SUPR-FMTS system.

1.4 Approvals Requested for SUPR-FMTS
The NRC is requested to approve the following four items:

1. Application of the FMTS methodology, as a subpart of the SUPR-FMTS system,
to Westinghouse (W) and Combustion Engineering (CE) plants, as well as the
previously approved Babcock and Wilcox (B&W) plants [6]. This extension is
based on the previous approval for Babcock and Wilcox plants, the improvement
in both directness and frequency of power distribution monitoring, and the
improved quantification of measurement system uncertainty through the use of
the Monte Carlo simulation methodology for determining system uncertainty.

2. Application of the SUPR methodology to Babcock and Wilcox, Westinghouse,
and Combustion Engineering plants for provision of measured power distributions
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Figure 1-1 Diagram of SUPR-FMTS Impacts on Technical Specifications
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for the required power distribution monitoring and which are based on multiple
measurement systems. This is based on the improvement in both frequency and
detail of the measured core power distribution from the SUPR-FMTS methodol-

ogy.

3. Application of the RPD Check methodology to Westinghouse plants which use
the Traveling Incore Probe system to infrequently measure the core power distri-
bution for the required power distribution monitoring. The RPD Check method
compares measured and predicted signal and augments the uncertainty applied
to the SUPR measured power distribution for core power distribution Technical
Specification monitoring. This is based on the continuous checking performed by
the RPD Check methodology, its conservative application of only peaking
increases, and the self-indication of the time when a new core flux map is
required. With this approach, under cetain conditions, flux map intervals can be
extended beyond the approximately 31 Effective Full Power Days (EFPD) speci-
fied in current Technical Specifications.

4. Use of a Monte Carlo simulation to quantify the total system uncertainty.
1.5 Overview of the Report

The Technical Specifications being monitored are discussed in Chapter 2. Chapter 3
discusses the varied measurement systems that serve as the SUPR-FMTS inputs. Sta-
tistical models used to combine measurements are discussed in Chapter 4, which also
covers the variance calculation and use of confirmatory data. Technical Specification
monitoring requires tracking the varied sources of uncertainty, and Chapter 5 discusses
the modeled uncertainty sources. In Chapter 6, a Monte Carlo simulator is used to
explore the effects of the uncertainties from Chapter 5. Finally, Chapter 7 provides the
method of calculation for relevant Tech Spec factors. Appendices A through D provide
supporting information. The supporting information includes an illustration of the kriging
and variance calculation procedure, suggested Technical Specification modifications to
implement SUPR-FMTS, an operating example of the SUPR-FMTS system, and an
illustration of the associated uncertainty analysis.
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2.0 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION MONITORING

The core power distribution monitoring performed by SUPR-FMTS has the following
functions.

1. Monitor margins to the accident initial condition power distribution limits to pro-
vide assurance of fuel integrity during Condition | (Normal Operation) and Il (Inci-
dents of Moderate Frequency) events by (a) maintaining the calculated Departure
from Nucleate Boiling Ratio (DNBR) in the core in short term transients, and (b)
limiting the peak linear power density during Condition | events to provide assur-
ance that the initial conditions assumed for the Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA)
analyses are met and the Emergency Core Cooling System (ECCS) final accep-
tance criteria limit of 2200°F is not exceeded.

2. Provide assurance that the core meets the local (F) and integral peak (F )
monitoring requirements.

These functions are used to satisfy the Technical Specification requirements on power
distribution.

A block diagram of the relationship of these functions within the SUPR-FMTS is shown
in Figure 2-1. The online core simulator produces a power distribution based on the
measured plant parameters, including control rod position, axial power shaping rod posi-
tion, power level, and core inlet temperature. The calculated power distribution and the
available power distribution measurements are used by the kriging module to provide an
estimate of the measured power distribution along with an estimate of the variance of
that distribution. Where the power distribution measurements are made by infrequent
systems, such as Traveling Incore Probes (TIP) or Aeroball systems, the RPD Check
module is used to augment the calculated variance based on the differences between
the thermocouple and excore flux detector measurements and similar values derived
from the measured (reconstructed) power distribution. The adjusted Relative Power
Distribution (RPD) from the Kriging module and the adjusted kriging variance from the
RPD Check module are then used in the FMTS module to monitor peaking margins to
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the local and planar peaking limits. Also, for a TIP system, the periodic power peaking
surveillance is performed using the reconstructed power distribution and augmented
variance data.

2.1 Limiting Conditions for Operation Monitoring

Currently, the power-distribution-related LCO limits and setpoints are based on giobal
measured parameters such as axial flux difference (AFD), axial power imbalance, or
axial shape index and quadrant power tilt, or parameters that affect the power distribu-
tion such as regulating control rod position. The SUPR-FMTS system will provide a
power distribution to be used for monitoring, in real time, the proximity to the power-dis-
tribution limits, which are commonly referred to as LOCA kW/ft or nuclear heat flux hot
channel factor (F) limits and Initial Condition - Departure from Nucleate Boiling (IC-
DNB) or nuclear enthalpy rise hot channel factor (F,y ) peaking limits. The approach
used for the SUPR-FMTS system is the one adopted from the AREVA NP Fixed Mar-
gin Technical Specifications topical report previously approved by the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission (NRC) [6]. The details of the margin to peaking limit calculation are
provided in Section 7.1.

When the SUPR-FMTS system is unavailable, the LCO Tech Spec limits, which are
derived using currently approved methods on axial power shape, quadrant power tilt,
rod position, etc. will be used as a backup until the SUPR-FMTS system is available
again.
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_Figure 2-1 Block Diagram of Tech Spec Monitoring Functions in SUPR-FMTS
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2.2 Provide Assurance that the Core is Operating as Designed

The relevant core operating limits and RPD trip setpoints that preserve the LCO and the
Limiting Safety System Settings (LSSS) Technical Specification power distribution limits
are based on the power distributions predicted by the core design analysis models
before operation of the cycle has begun. A periodic comparison of the measured power
distribution is made to the nominal design values from the reload licensing analysis to
provide a reasonable assurance that the core is operating within the design limits and
that the power peaking limits will not be exceeded. The power distribution from the
SUPR-FMTS system will be used for that purpose, as described in Section 7.3.

2.3 Technical Specifications

SUPR-FMTS is intended for use in multiple types of Pressurized Water Reactor (PWRs)
which likely have unique Technical Specifications. Thus a fixed set of Tech Spec
changes is unlikely to apply unilaterally. To accommodate this, a general discussion of
the changes to Technical Specifications required to implement the SUPR-FMTS system
is provided in Appendix B. The specific changes required to implement SUPR-FMTS at
a given unit would be determined by a plant-specific task.
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3.0 POWER DISTRIBUTION MEASUREMENT INSTRUMENTATION

The measurement of the power distribution uses several systems and methods. The
local power can be calculated based on a flux measurement using a TIP, FIC detector,
Aeroballs, and/or some other three-dimensional core power distribution measurement
system. When necessary, the total assembly power can be calculated from assembly
exit thermocouples (TCs) and the axial power shape can be indicated by an excore neu-
tron detector (ExC) measurement. These data are used to construct the measured
power distribution with varying detail and accuracy, as described in Chapter 4. Each of
these systems is briefly described below, including the amount and detail of the data
and the frequency of measurement, which are important aspects of these systems.

3.1 Measurement System Categorization

The various types of instrumentation systems can be categorized by the following
attributes:

+ frequency
» density

» directness

Frequency refers to the time period between successive measurements. The context
here is that of measuring the power distribution to confirm operation as designed and
LCO monitoring. FIC systems can measure a three-dimensional power distribution
more frequently than once a minute. TIP systems have a frequency of once every one
to six months.

Density refers to the spatial density of the measured data. High spatial density provides
better fractional coverage of the reactor core and is therefore more likely to detect any
deviation from the designed operation. TIP systems, with as much as 30% of the
assemblies being measured with high axial detail, represent the highest density systems
presently in use. Excore detectors and thermocouples are spatially limited and repre-
sent the other end of the density spectrum.
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Directness refers to the number and accuracy of the steps used to process the mea-
sured signals. The nuclear instrumentation, including FIC, TIP, Aeroball, and excore
neutron detectors, are the most direct systems. An online core simulator is less direct
since it calculates the local fission rate from information about the core configuration,
materials, depletion history, and global measured parameters such as power level and
rod positions.

Based on this categorization of the various power distribution measurement systems
each system will have strengths and weaknesses. A discussion of each of the currently
utilized systems, along with a possible future concept, is provided below. A graphical
depiction of the relation of these systems with respect to the density and frequency of
the data is presented in Figure 3-1. Note that all of the specific points shown in Fig-
ure 3-1 can vary significantly between plant types. The figure is only intended to illus-
trate the differences between system.

3.11 Traveling Incore Probes

The Traveling Incore Probe system uses movable flux detectors that measure the axial
and radial flux distribution in a subset of the core fuel assemblies, typically every ~31
EFPD. Typical systems cover 61 axial locations in about 30% of the radial locations
within the core. The three-dimensional power distribution is extrapolated to the un-
instrumented locations. This provides a relatively dense, relatively direct measurement
of the core power distribution at a low frequency.

3.1.2 Fixed In-Core Detectors

Self-Powered Neutron Detector systems utilize fixed flux detectors that measure a
detailed flux distribution in a subset of the core fuel assembly locations. Typical systems
cover between four and seven axial locations in 8 to 52 radial locations within the core.
The three-dimensional measured power distribution is constructed from these measure-
ments. The spatial density varies with plant type, but the measurement is relatively
direct at a high frequency, typically from one to six minutes.
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3.1.3 Aeroballs

The Aeroball system uses Vanadium steel balls that can be placed quickly into the
active fuel region of the core where they are activated for a short period of time before
being removed for measurement. This provides a system that is similar to TIP systems
in density and directness, but with a potentially greater frequency of measurement, typi-
cally every 15 days. The system is capable of completing a flux map every ~30 minutes
if necessary.

314 Excore Neutron Detectors

Excore neutron detectors are generally un-compensated ion chambers placed outside
the reactor vessel, two or more axial detectors for each quadrant. Their functions
include monitoring the imbalance of power between the upper and lower halves of the
core, monitoring total core power, and monitoring quadrant power variation (tilt) as an
input to the reactor protection system. They provide a very high frequency measure-
ments, typically every few milliseconds, to monitor fast neutron leakage from each quad-
rant of the core. These systems have a very low data density because the detectors are
far removed from the fuel. This physical separation prevents a direct correlation of the
excore current to the power distribution in specific assemblies.

Only the power range excore neutron detectors are considered for use in the SUPR-
FMTS system.

315 Fuel Assembly Exit Thermocouples

Fuel assembly exit thermocouples measure the reactor coolant temperature at some
distance above the active fuel in particular assembly locations. This measured temper-
ature can be used to calculate the integrated power in the fuel assembly. However,
assembly-exit temperature is an integral measurement, thus the axial power shape can-
not be inferred from the measurement and any corrections based on the measurement
must be made on an assembly, not nodal, basis. While upwards of 30% of assemblies
may be monitored with a thermocouple, they are a less dense measurement because
they provide no information about the axial power shape. They are less direct as well
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because power is inferred from a temperature difference along the assembly length and
inlet flow.

3.1.6 Future Measurement Systems

It is conceivable that future instrumentation systems will be developed and implemented
to improve the data density, directness, and/or frequency achievable by the systems.
The information from these types of measurement systems can easily be incorporated
to provide future improvements in core power distribution monitoring using the SUPR-
FMTS methodology. The reconstruction methods discussed in Chapter 4 require only a
volumetric measure of relative power to accommodate any expected future systems.

3.1.7 Online Core Simulator

The online core simulator uses the same calculational model that was used in the pre-
operational licensing analysis to establish the power distribution related limits and set-
points. During operation, this model is run with input that reflects the measured power
level, core inlet temperatures, and fission product distribution. This system provides a
high data density at a high frequency. Since it calculates the local fission rate from
assumptions regarding core configuration and global measured parameters, such as
power level and rod position, it is a more indirect indication of the core power distribu-
tion. Therefore, the results of the online simulator must be periodically confirmed.

While the online core simulator output is a calculation, it does represent a number of
measured global parameters and actual operating history. It is included as a measure-
ment system to differentiate between the online simulator and the licensing analysis and
to compare the output to the more traditional measurement systems.

3.2 Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction General Approach

The Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction approach utilizes all applicable informa-
tion on the core power distribution. The system with the highest data density and fre-
quency, the online core simulator, is used as the basis for the power distribution mea-
surement. More direct measurement systems with high data density, such as TIP, FIC,
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Figure 3-1 Categorization of Measurement Systems
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or Aeroball systems, are used to make adjustments to the power distribution provided by
the online core simulator. These adjustments are made using a power reconstruction
method, such as the kriging models discussed in Chapter 4. The resulting measured
reactor power distribution values are denoted {j. Alternatively, i is called the recon-

structed power, which is considered to be the best available approximation of measure-
ment.

For cores that do not use sufficiently high frequency measurement systems, SUPR-
FMTS also has the capability to use indirect measurements to check the accuracy of the
measured RPD. Indirect measurements, such as excore neutron detectors and assem-
bly exit thermocouples, can provide frequent measurements, but may have higher
uncertainties or provide only limited data. While these instruments might not be usable
to accurately and directly measure the core power distribution, they can be used to
"check” that the core continues to operate within the expected range of power distribu-
tions. This process is described in Section 4.3.
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The utility of these checking routines will depend on the monitoring instrumentation
available. If a sufficient number of nearly continuous measurements (e.g. FIC detectors)
are available, then the checking routines are not needed. However, for plants with only
infrequent measurement facilities (e.g. TIP systems in PWRs) these routines could sup-
plement the requirements of Technical Specification power distribution surveillance
requirements.

To provide a useful check, the higher uncertainties of these sparse-density, frequent-
measurement systems are reflected in the calculation uncertainty so that the recon-
structed power is not at risk of reflecting potentially poor quality data. Any uncertainty
will be accounted for in the margin calculation and is discussed in detail in Section 4.3.5
and Section 7.1.

3.3 SUPR-FMTS Processing Overview

To clarify the function of the SUPR-FMTS system, this section shows a generalized
example calculation. Details of the methodology, including variable definitions and
explanation, are found in Chapter 4 and a detailed example calculation is given in Ap-
pendix A.

The reconstructed nodal RPD is calculated as:

J(Xo) = g(Xo) +r(Xo) R (y - @)
This equation is composed of three basic quantities: {j(xg) is the reconstructed power at
node Xq, g(Xp) is the most recent result for the core neutronic simulator at node xg, and

[ ] The final term is calculated with
each new measurement and adjusts the neutronic simulator output to agree with mea-
surements.

The variance is then calculated as: [
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Where necessary—typically in reactors without fixed incore detectors—the RPD check-

ing routines are used. These routines produce expected values for frequently measured
parameters, such as assembly exit thermocouple and excore neutron detector measure-
ments, and compare the expected values to those measured. If the expected and mea-
sured values differ by more than [ ], an augmentation factor is
applied to the variance. The new, increased, variance is chosen such that [

This augmented variance is incorporated into the total uncertainty applied to the LCO
peaking margin calculations, as shown in Chapter 7. The augmentation accounts for
the uncertainty due to differences between calculated and measured values as well as
the uncertainty introduced via spatial interpolation.

Figure 3-2 shows when the above equations are calculated and gives an idea of typical
frequencies. The types of PWRs are shown to illustrate the different SUPR-FMTS pro-
cessing required with and without frequent RPD measurement systems. The actions in
the left column (measurements) will trigger the calculations shown in the other two col-
umns, depending on the plant type.

For all of the actions shown in Figure 3-2 the core neutronic simulator is assumed to
provide a current calculation g.
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Figure 3-2 SUPR-FMTS Processing and Timing Overview
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4.0 CORE POWER DISTRIBUTION MEASUREMENT

The SUPR-FMTS measured power distribution is the output of an online core simula-
tor [7, 8] adjusted to match the available measured data. This approach is taken to cap-
italize on the highly detailed core simulator output by bias-correcting it to match the
sparser but accurate measurement data. That is, the core simulator output is adjusted
to produce a more detailed measured or reconstructed reactor power distribution that is
the most consistent with the reference measurements.

Some set of measured data are used to find the bias of the core simulator output in dis-
crete volumes (nodes) of the reactor. These biases (residuals) are then interpolated
using [ ] to produce the reconstructed power distribution in un-
instrumented locations. The concept [ ] is discussed in Section 4.1.
Kriging is a statistical process used for spatial and temporal interpolation which has
been adapted from the field of geostatistics for this application, as discussed in Sec-
tion 4.2,

In some cases, a “check” of the Best Estimate Relative Power Density (BE RPD, ) is
necessary to ensure validity of the reconstructed power distribution between measure-
ments. If such a check is necessary, as discussed in Section 3.2, then the RPD check-
ing routines discussed in Section 4.3 are used.

41 The Model lllustrated

Each measured RPD is calculated [

] For example, a 177 Fuel Assembly (FA) plant modeled in 18 axial
levels [ ] While this may be computationally demand-
ing, it allows [ ] which is considered
to be more consistent with reactor physics behavior, [

] Any global bias is mitigated by the relative nature of the RPD and is
revealed through the RPD Check routines discussed in Section 4.3.
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Figug 4-1 Two Models Used for Calculating the Relative Power Dﬁnsity
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4.2 The Kriging Model

Kriging is a method to calculate the best unbiased linear estimator of an unknown field
by using a stochastic model of the spatial variance of the field. It was initially formalized
in the field of geostatistics, but has since been adapted to other fields, such as meteo-
rology, as an optimal interpolation technique. Kriging provides a method that minimizes
the variance of the prediction error, where the interpolation variance is quantified in a
relative form.

421 Interpolation with Kriging Models

The goal of kriging is to find an estimate of an unknown field y(x), the relative power in
this case, at a point xy (boldface indicates a vector or matrix), given the value of this
field at a series of N points: y(x;), y(xz), ...,'y(xN). For a single kriging model, x, would
be a scalar, but multiple kriging models are used to make the reconstructed power distri-
bution. Since a series of x, (and similar) values are needed to form g, vector notation is
used. The statistical model used to develop this estimate is [9)

y(x) = g(x) + &(x)
where

g(x) is the trend model
£(x) is the error, a random deviation from the trend

The choice of trend model determines the type of kriging. For this application, the trend
model is the output of the core simulator, which is known. Thus, there are no parame-
ters in the trend model to estimate when performing the interpolation (not even the
mean value of the trend, since the mean relative power density is one by definition).

The stochastic model used for the errors assumes that they are correlated and station-
ary—i.e., the covariance between two measurements depends only on the relative vec-
tor h (in space and time) between the two. Thus, the covariance of the residual field can
be written as a function of only one vector parameter:
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Cov [g(x), e(x + h)] = c(h)

which is valid for all x. The residual field is the distribution of error over x.

With the stochastic model of the spatial dependence quantified by the covariance, the
kriging estimator at x, is a linear combination of the measured values:

(o) = i§1 Wi y(x,)

where the weighting factors w, are chosen to minimize the variance of the difference
between the estimated value and the real value, which is called the kriging variance:

o (Xo) = Var [(xo) - y(xo)] (4-1)
which can be written [9]
o2(Xo) =w'Cw+Var[y(x;)] -2¢iw

where
w is the vector of weighting factors
C is the matrix of covariances between the measured data, Cy = c(x; — X ;)
Co is the vector of covariances between x, and the location of each mea-
sured point, [co); = c(Xp — X;)

Note that k (no italics) denotes “kriging” while k (in italics) denotes an indexed value.

In addition, kriging assumes that the estimated value is unbiased

E[9(x0)] = E[u(xo)]
where E[x] denotes the expected value of the random quantity x. In this case, however,
y is the RPD, a relative quantity. Thus, its mean is known

E[J(x0)] = E[u(x0)] = 1

and the unbiased condition is satisfied without requiring an additional constraint.

With this set of assumptions, the kriging predictor can be written
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~ Tt
J(xo) = g(xg) + €oC ' (y - 9) (4-2)

where
y is the vector of measured points, y; = y(x;)
g is the vector containing the core simulator output at each of these loca-
tions, g, = g(x,)

Thus, (y — g) is the vector of residuals, which provide an estimate of the error.

[

] where o2 is the variance of the error ¢ and the covariance parameters 6. give a mea-
sure of the influence that a particular point has on its neighbors. For example, along the
lc-th direction, the covariance of residuals at a distance greater than | ] is less than
[ ] of the field’s variance; thus, the influence of these residuals on the estimated
value can be considered negligible. [

] If the covariance parameters are all similar in value, this
region [

] For the implementation described here, the domain of the model [

] That is, only |

]

It is possible to verify both the assumption of a [ ] form for the covariance
function and the values of the parameters g, with a leave-one-out cross-validation. In
particular, statistical software (in this case, packages for the R statistical programming
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language) allows the user of this technique to check different parameters, differently
sized domains, and even a different functional form for the covariance to ensure that the
average error is sufficiently small.

The variance of the error, o, which is still unknown, appears only in ¢, and C in

Eq. (4-2). Thus, the kriging predictor is independent of this value, since these terms
cancel in ¢JC™". This can be made explicit by introducing a correlation function that
retains only the exponential part of the covariance function between two vectors
aandb: [

The k indices are typically the three spatial dimensions, i, j, k, but any dimension, e.g.
time, can be valid if the covariance function is applicable. This function can be used to
define a vector that relates the location of the estimator, xg, and the locations of the
measured data, x4, ..., Xy:

R(x01 X4 )
r(Xo) = :
R(xp, Xp)
and a matrix that correlates the locations of the measured data to each other:
R(x{,x1) - R(Xy,Xq)
R= : :
R(x4,Xy) - R(Xy,Xy)

The vector r(xq) explicitly depends on the location x, of the estimate, and thus, this
dependence is indicated in the notation. The matrix R, on the other hand, has no
explicit dependence on xg; however, it should be noted that the set of measured points
that are used to construct R depend on the location xg, since only the points in the
domain of the model D(xp) are included in the set.
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[
]

The kriging predictor can be rewritten using this new correlation vector and matrix as

J(%o) = g(x) +r(x0) 'R (y - @)

4.2.2 Notation for the Core Simulator

For the particular application considered here, the trend function is the output of the
core simulator, which provides the core power on a regularly spaced arrangement of
nodes. Therefore, each location in the model can be represented by the indices of the
node’s location in the simulator and the time. The following sets of indices are used in
the notation presented here:
(i, j, k,t) indicates a location X
(i, j, k) indicates a location x, that does not include the time of the measurement
or calculation
(i, j) indicates the two-dimensional (horizontal) location of an assembly in the
core

This notation is also applied to the reconstructed power, g, and the variance, a2.
4.23 Kriging Variance Calculation
As discussed in Section 4.2.1, kriging provides the unbiased estimate that minimizes

the kriging variance, which is given in Eq. (4-1). In terms of the correlation vector r(xo)
and matrix R, this variance can be written [10]

i (o) = 0%(1 - r(X0) " R™"r(xo))

As the location x, of the interpolated value moves away from the measured data, the
uncertainty approaches its maximum value o2, which is called the process variance.

Thus, o represents an upper bound on the uncertainty of the [ ] model.

[ ] is used to provide an objective
estimate of the process variance. If the error in the trend (core neutronic simulator
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output) is [ ] then the series of residuals from the measurements
used for the model, (y-g). [ ] Thus the likelihood of

the process variance o* is equal to [

]

This estimate is used by the system to calculate the process variance |

]

Because the errors are assumed to be normally distributed, the 95% confidence interval
for the interpolated value at each node in the model is

95% CI(t, j, k) = [§(i, J, k) - 1.96 oi(i, j, k), §(i, J, k) + 1.96 oy(i, j, k)]

4.2.4 Temporal Dependence of the Kriging Model

Although the formalism for the method developed in this section contains a temporal
component, the frequency of measurement determines whether the elapsed time since
'the measurement is significant enough to include in the interpolating scheme in prac-
tice. That is, for systems that provide nearly continuous measurements, such as fixed
incore detectors, the time between measurements, At is sufficiently short that [
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]

for a choice of ¢, that is large enough to be used for less frequent (but more accurate)
measurement systems. Thus, for these nearly continuous systems, the temporal
dependence is dropped from R(a, b), and the components of r and R may have either
three or four terms depending on the source of the measured data.

The use of nearly continuous measurement systems has other consequences for the
monitoring system, as well. These consequences are discussed in further detail in Sec-
tion 3.2.

4.3 Checking the RPD and Uncertainty

The monitoring system includes a checking routine that takes the output RPD from the
kriging module (i), generates expected responses, and compares the expected
responses to measured responses. |f the comparison of the two sets of values indi-
cates that the kriging variance is not sufficiently conservative, the variance is adjusted to
match the observations.

4.3.1 Converting the Best Estimate RPD to an Expected Response

The expected responses are compared with the measured responses to gauge whether
the kriging uncertainty needs to be adjusted to properly reflect the Observed Reactor
Behavior (ORB). In the current implementation, the responses from only two devices
are considered: the assembly exit thermocouples and the excore neutron detectors.
The calculation of the response of these two devices is described below. For other sys-
tems, such as a sparse FIC system, the checking would be done [

]
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4.3.1.1 Calculating the Thermocouple Response

The expected temperature of each thermocouple is calculated using an energy balance
over the length of the fuel assembly:

(LJ),

T
me in

Tout =

where
T,u: is the exit temperature
Q(i, j) is the rate of heat generation by the assembly
m is the coolant mass flow rate
C, is the specific heat of the coolant
T, is the inlet temperature

The assembly power Q(i, j) is found using (i, j, k), which has been collapsed to two
dimensions, and the nominal assembly power. Nominal assembly power, Q(i, j) is cal-
culated by dividing the core thermal power by the number of assemblies in the core.

Qi J) =9, j)- 9, j)
[ ] the specific heat capacity of the coolant, C,,, is
estimated at the average of the mean cold-leg and mean thermocouple temperatures. [

] Assembly inlet temperatures are esti-
mated from the measured cold-leg temperatures and plant-specific information.

4.3.1.2 Mass Flow Rate Calibration and Interpolation

Whenever a detailed flux measurement (e.g., using the TIP) is performed, a new set of
calibrated assembly mass flow rates is calculated using the current set of thermocouple
temperatures. There are two important ramifications of this procedure: (1) a detailed
flux measurement must be taken before thermocouple data can be used as ORB, and
(2) there will be no difference between the expected and measured thermocouple
responses immediately after calibration.
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The mass flow rates are calculated assuming an enthalpy balance at the calibration
time. No appreciable temperature increase between the cold leg measurement point
and the assembly inlet is assumed. Assembly inlet temperature calculations are taken
from the core monitoring software.

The enthalpy balance for a fuel channel is

1 poutlet

Routiet = Nintet = 1 Jinter q'(z)dz

where
houtier is the coolant enthalpy at the thermocouple location
hiner is the coolant enthalpy at the assembly inlet
m is the mass flow rate
q’(z) is the linear rate of heat generation

The integral in the expression above is the total power generated in the assembly. Solv-
ing for the mass flow rate in an individual assembly yields

(i, j)- 9, j)
houtiet(L, J) — Pzt (£, J)

m(i, j) =

]

The SUPR-FMTS is flexible enough to include partial flux measurements as well, simply
by augmenting the integrated TIP measurements from the partial scan with TIP data
from previous scans. However, using old TIP data would indicate that the user is confi-
dent in the calibration values in the neighborhood of those measurements.
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43.2 ExCore Detector Responses

This method requires the addition of the axial weighting factors for the top and bottom
detectors, which are described below:

oy - calculated assembly weights

w,‘jdj—u - excore detector response weights (upper axial direction)

w23- - excore detector response weights (lower axial direction)

A three-dimensional weighting factor matrix can be constructed for each detector. The
four upper-quadrant and four lower-quadrant weights are identical, so only two unique
matrices are required:

u _ adf _adjU
Pijk =@ O

L _ _adl _adi L
Pij =@ Oy

These arrays are pre-calculated and stored as a data file that contains both sets of
adjoint weighting factors.

To find the calculated or expected detector response, the weights are multiplied by the
RPD from the core simulator. Since the weights cover only one-quarter of the core (or a
quadrant), each weighting matrix is multiplied by each of the four quadrants to get a total
of eight detector responses:

yEereliqy= X ot i - O(L, J. k)
i,j,k
yEcerel(g) = B:k oL i - Ui, Ji ko)

These detector responses are normalized and compared to the excore voltages from
the plant process computer as described in the following section.
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43.3 Convert Kriging Variance to Expected Response Variance

In order to compare responses (the purpose of the RPD check routine), the kriging vari-
ance must be transformed to a response variance. This section describes this proce-
dure for the assembly exit thermocouples and excore neutron detectors.

4.3.3.1 Thermocouple Response Variance Calculation

As described in Section 4.3.1.2, the assembly exit temperature is calculated using an
enthalpy balance and a calibrated mass flow rate. |

]

The mass flow rate, m, is calibrated to detailed flux measurements, and both enthalpy
terms are functions of a known temperature. Note that none of these three terms are
variance-free; rather, the assumption here is that the variance of the core simulator is
the primary contribution to the uncertainty. The secondary contributions will be quanti-
fied as part of the total observability error, which is discussed in Chapter 6.

The core thermal power (CTP) and number of assemblies in the core are also assumed
to be known exactly. Thus, the only term left containing significant uncertainty is the
two-dimensional RPD, which is an axially-averaged form of the best estimate (kriged)
RPD. Denoting the kriging variance at each of the N axial levels as [ ]
and assuming all other terms to be constant, the enthalpy balance equation reduces to:

] which is used in Section 4.3.4.
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4.3.3.2 ExCore Voltage Variance Calculation

The expected excore response is calculated as described in Section 4.3.1.2. Assuming
that the uncertainty of the weighting factors is a secondary effect quantified in the total
observability error calculation, the standard deviation of the excore response is calcu-
lated from [

4.3.4 Comparison of the Expected Response to the Measured Response

To test the reliability of the output of the model, the expected response given by the
model is compared to the response given by measurements.

[




AREVA NP Inc. ANP-10301NP
Revision 0

Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction

with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications Page 4-15

[

]

4.3.5 Adjustment of the Kriging Variance Based on the Test Results

] The superscript asterisk ( ') denotes a value updated during the RPD checking
process. The value of [ ] then has to be [

] For the thermocouple locations, the enthalpy calculations described in Sec-
tion 4.3.3.1 are reversed to find { 1A
new term is defined, the thermocouple adjustment factor, Ryc, that is [

] for locations that pass the test. The values in uninstrumented
locations are interpolated from the neighboring measured locations.

A similar process is used to create the excore detector adjustment factor, R, (i, Jj)-
Since the excore detectors do not give sufficient detail to discern individual node effects,
the adjustments are applied [ ] Any assemblies that could contrib-
ute |

]

After the comparisons to the measured values have been made, the adjustments are
applied [ ]
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5.0 MEASUREMENT SYSTEM UNCERTAINTIES

The SUPR-FMTS requires a number of measured parameters to construct a core power
distribution. The core simulator needs the power level, inlet temperatures and rod posi-
tions. The kriging module needs the relative power values for the measured locations in
the core, from each of the power distribution measurement systems that are utilized.
Each of these measured values has an uncertainty that must be included in the evalua-
tion of the total SUPR-FMTS uncertainty. In addition, the online core simulator model
chosen has an uncertainty associated with it. Finally, the kriging method will estimate
an uncertainty based on the data density and this will be included in the total SUPR-
FMTS uncertainty. The overall flow of information and the uncertainties are depicted in
Figure 5-1.

Each of these uncertainties, including their sources, is described. Since the measure-
ment systems and their associated uncertainties vary based on the specific plant config-
uration, example values will be provided here for illustration. The application of this
method to a specific plant configuration will include performing a SUPR-FMTS system
uncertainty analysis for that plant configuration using the methods presented in this
report.

The method used to determine the total SUPR-FMTS uncertainty will be described in
Chapter 6.

5.1 Measured Plant Parameters

This type of measured parameter includes the power level, inlet temperatures and rod
positions which are generally used as inputs to the core neutronic simulator. Table 5-1
shows typical uncertainty values for a Westinghouse-designed 193 fuel assembly plant.

5.2 Power Distribution Measurement Systems

There are several core power distribution measurement systems currently in use. Each
of these systems uses detectors to measure a specific parameter and provide signals
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Figure 5-1 Flow of Information and Uncertainties in the SUPR-FMTS

Measured
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Power
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Simulator Power Distribution
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Power Check
R Parameters
Distribution and
Check

Uncertainties

Table 5-1 Example Plant Parameters and Their Uncertainties

which are converted to relative power in a given volume. In existing codes, these local
powers are extrapolated using various methods to produce a complete three-dimen-
sional power distribution for the core. In the SUPR-FMTS, the methods described in
Chapter 4 are used to expand the local relative power measurements from one or more
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measurement systems to a complete three-dimensional power distribution.

The uncertainty in the instrumentation systems includes sensor uncertainty, amplifier
and other electronics system uncertainty, the uncertainty of conversion of the signal to
power, and any uncertainty in the measured-to-unmeasured location expansion. This
uncertainty has previously been quantified and described for instrumentation that is
already in use. Therefore, for a specific installation, the values will be the same as
those already licensed for use and will only need to be quantified for a new type of
instrumentation system. Examples of present commonly used systems are shown in
Table 5-2 along with typical uncertainty values.

The uncertainty of these systems has been evaluated and applied in the licensing and
operation of previous fuel cycles. This system uncertainty includes both the uncertainty
for measured locations and also the uncertainty of extrapolating to the unmeasured
locations. Since the SUPR-FMTS constructs its own power distribution, only the infor-
mation from the instrumented locations is used from the power distribution measure-
ment systems and therefore, only the portion of the measurement system uncertainty
reflecting this measured subset of locations needs to be incorporated into the SUPR-
FMTS total system uncertainty evaluation. Where the measurement system uncertainty
value reflects the uncertainty in the peak and not just the instrumented locations, it will
be conservative to apply the peak uncertainty if the instrumented location uncertainty is
not available. As an example, for a TIP system, the uncertainty in the relative power in

Table 5-2 Typical Instrumentation Systems and Their Uncertainties
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the peak locations is typically [ ] Since this system is inter-calibrated among all

instrumented locations, the uncertainty in the instrumented locations should be much
less than [ ] Optionally, the [ ] value may be conservatively used in place of
the actual, lower instrumented location uncertainty value.

5.3 Online Core Simulator

Since the online core simulator uses the same model as is used to calculate the power
distribution-related LCO and LSSS limits, the uncertainty derived for the model and
applied in the determination of the operating limits will also be used in the SUPR-FMTS.
An example is the use of the NEMO [8] computer code. This model is used to provide
the base three-dimensional power distribution that represents the expected reactor state
based on the present core power level, inlet temperature and control rod positions. It
also reflects the present fission product distribution. This information is used to relate
the measured to the unmeasured locations. Therefore, the uncertainty in the nodal
power is incorporated in the SUPR-FMTS total uncertainty evaluation. For this code,
the uncertainty in the nodal power distribution is [ 1

54 Check Parameters

The high frequency but low density measured parameters, such as thermocouples and
excore detectors, must be calibrated to the high density measurements at the times that
they are performed, whether frequent or infrequent. Even when calibrated, the use of
these parameters to infer core power distribution has a high uncertainty. This uncer-
tainty includes the effects of several factors such as instrument drift, change in coolant
temperatures, and shift in power distribution due to changes in fuel burnup, xenon distri-
bution, and other fission products as well as large observability errors resulting from the
low data density. These uncertainties are included in the analysis, as described in
Chapter 6.

As discussed in Section 3.2 the check parameters are only used when sufficient, real-
time instrumentation is not available, such as for the use of TIP systems.
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6.0 DETERMINATION OF TOTAL SYSTEM UNCERTAINTY

This chapter describes the method used to evaluate the SUPR-FMTS total system
uncertainty. This uncertainty is applied in the online calculation of the peaking margin to
the LCO peaking limits (LOCA and IC-DNB). This method combines the uncertainties in
the measured plant parameters, power distribution measurement systems, and the core
simulator using a Monte Carlo simulator to quantify the total error of the system. Here
the total error includes both the known uncertainty in measurement and calculation sys-
tems as well as the limitations of the systems for a given reactor and instrumentation
configuration.

The following subsections discuss each of these uncertainty components. Section 6.1
discusses how the factors from Chapter 5 are applied as part of the total system uncer-
tainty quantification. The range of possible limiting power distribution cases are dis-
cussed in Section 6.2. Section 6.3 and Section 6.4 outline the total uncertainty determi-
nation and application, respectively.

6.1 Plant Parameter and Measurement System Uncertainties

As shown in Figure 2-1, the plant parameters define an important part of the input for
the online core simulator and therefore any uncertainty in these values will affect the
core simulator produced RPDs. The uncertainties in the detailed measured power dis-
tribution, including the effects of failed detectors or otherwise unavailable measure-
ments, will affect the Best Estimate RPD (3 in Chapter 4 ). The use of this power distri-
bution to generate frequent, sparse parameter values for such things as assembly exit
thermocouples and excore flux detectors for comparison to the measured values of
these parameters will produce additional uncertainty in the comparison. In the evalua-
tion of the total system uncertainty, all of these uncertainties are applied to the SUPR-
FMTS system.
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6.2 Expected Range of Limiting Power Distributions

A range of phenomena can occur which can cause increases in the local power distribu-
tion. The total amount of the increases may be under-measured by the power distribu-
tion measurement system. These effects are called the observability uncertainty.
The amount of under-measurement will depend on how local the power increase is and
the geometric distribution of detectors. This uncertainty must be included in monitoring
the core power distribution at conditions producing power peaking with a magnitude
approaching the power peaking limits. The quantification of this uncertainty is per-
formed by modeling events that would produce a significant localized power increase.
The types of events examined which produce these limiting power distributions are
given in Table 6-1.

This category of occurrences represents those phenomena that are either not monitored
or mis-measured and have an impact on the core power distribution. More global
effects will be reflected in the measured power distribution to relatively greater degrees.
Therefore, the focus of this analysis is on those occurrences that are most local in their
effect.

Another occurrence that increases the observability uncertainty in the power distribution
measurement is the reduction in the number of measured core locations due to events
such as the failure of a detector or electronics, or the plugging of a thimble tube. The

Table 6-1 Types of Events Examined
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effect of these can be evaluated by including a simulated random failure of a specified
fraction of the measurement locations in the system uncertainty analysis using the
methods described in Section 6.3. The SUPR-FMTS system uncertainty is quantified
as a function of the fraction of measurement failures and applied in the LCO monitoring.
The increase in system uncertainty with increasing failure fraction is incorporated as
shown in Section 7.1.4.2 and as described in Appendix D.

6.3 Method of Determining Total Uncertainty

The SUPR-FMTS total system uncertainty is determined through the use of a Monte
Carlo simulation of the reactor core, instrumentation systems, and the SUPR-FMTS
monitoring system. This is illustrated in Figure 6-1.

[

6.4 Application of the Total System Uncertainty

The total uncertainty in the measurement of the power distribution described above is
directly applied to the measured power distribution to calculate the margin to the
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peaking limits required by the LCO Technical Specification Limits. If the margin drops
below zero, an LCO alarm is generated by the computer and the operator must begin
actions to bring the power peaking back within allowable initial condition limits or reduce
reactor thermal power.
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Figure 6-1 Monte Carlo Simulation of Reactor Core and Measurement Systems to
Determine Total System Uncertainty

-
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7.0 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS AND MONITORING METHODS

The previous chapters have described the generation of measured power distributions,
the measurement systems and their uncertainties, and the evaluation of the total system
uncertainty. This chapter describes the types of Technical Specifications modifications
which are required to use the power distribution measured by the SUPR and monitored
by the FMTS to preserve the power peaking limits which provide assurance of fuel
integrity during Condition | and Il events. Other Technical Specification modifications
required to change the flux map interval when using TIPs are also described. The
approach to modifying the Technical Specifications and changes to the Standard Tech-
nical Specifications based on this approach are provided in Appendix B.

71 FMTS Requirements

In operation, limits can be placed on plant parameters that affect the core power distri-
bution to prevent power peaking from exceeding limits on F and F,y which in turn pre-
serve the assumptions used in the accident analyses to provide assurance of fuel
integrity during Condition | and |l events. Common parameters used for LCO limits that
affect power peaking include individual control rod and control rod bank positions. Addi-
tional limits can be placed on measured parameters that reflect the power peaking, such
as axial power imbalance and quadrant power tilt. Both of these approaches include
conservatism that is not required if the power peaking is measured directly with suffi-
cient frequency and margin to the peaking limits is controlled. If power peaking is mea-
sured with sufficient accuracy, detail, and frequency, LCO alarms may be based on
proximity to the power peaking limits. This approach was approved previously [6] for
use with FIC detectors. For reactors with infrequently used power distribution measure-
ment equipment, a core simulator is used which reflects the effects of control rod posi-
tions, fission product distribution, and coolant temperature distributions. The core simu-
lator is adjusted by the infrequently measured power distribution and, for times between
those measurements, adjustments are derived from comparison of the power distribu-
tion inferred from the online core simulator to less detailed but more frequently mea-
sured power distribution indicators such as assembly exit thermocouples and excore
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flux detectors.

The SUPR-FMTS produces a measured power distribution every few minutes. This
methodology includes the 3-D core simulator as is presently used to determine the LCO
and LSSS power distribution-based core protective limits. For example, NEMO [8] or
PRISM [7] or any future approved core simulator could be used by this methodology.
The core simulator is the same as the Iicenéing model (or validated to be consistent with
it) and is linked with the existing measurement system through SUPR-FMTS. Surveil-
lance requirements confirm that peaking limits are within the established boundaries of
the safety analysis of each plant. The typical limits of interest are a local peak limit com-
monly referred to as Fy and a planar peaking limit commonly referred to as F,y. This
comparison is made by calculating the margin to the peaking limit. Peaking margin is
defined as follows for local peaking margin.

RPD, jk * Riocal * Frotal ) 100
Lk

Ml,_],k = (1 -

where
i, j = the assembly location
k = the axial location
M = Percent margin to the limit
RPD = Relative Power Density for the i, j,k node
Rica1 = pin to assembly average power ratio
Fiot = total uncertainty factor, see discussion in Section 7.1.4
L = Limit on relative pin power to provide assurance of fuel integrity

Similarly, the peaking margin for planar peaking limits is calculated for each assembly.

RPD, ;- Ryycas - Fi
M, = (1 _RPDy; - Riocar * Fiotar ) 100
Ll.j
Each type of plant licensing may include one or more of these limits that are verified typ-
ically to meet LOCA and/or DNBR limiting transient events. Each of the components
used in calculating the peaking margin is discussed in the following sections.
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741 M,

The peaking margin is expressed as the percent difference between the measured peak
and the peaking limit at that location. A positive number indicates that the peak is below
the limit and zero indicates that the peak has reached the limit. This margin includes
both uncertainty and other factors to account for known effects not modeled by the core
simulator to provide appropriate assurance of fuel integrity.

7142 RPD,

The nodal relative power densities, each of which represents a nodal volume rather than
a single fuel pin, is taken from the kriging process.

7-1 -3 Rlocal

Since the RPD, ;. is a nodal power, the ratio of the pin power to the nodal power, Ryycq:,
is calculated by the core simulator and applied to RPD; ; to find the peak pin power in
each location.

71.4 Fiotal

This factor is a combination of all of the statistically and non-statistically quantified peak-
ing factors and uncertainties that are not already included in the generation of the peak-
ing limit, including allowances for effects that are not modeled but are known to be
present, such as spacer grid peaking factors. The statistically and non-statistically
quantified components are combined separately and then multiplied together to deter-
mine the total peaking augmentation factor.

Ftota1=Fstat'qult
7144 Foy

The total uncertainty factors which are statistically quantified are combined based on
that quantification.
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1
2

U 2
Ftar =1+ kosygs - (k_)
i i

Fg: = the combined uncertainty factor
ko595 = tolerance factor (95/95) for normally distributed data

where

u; = the uncertainties (see Table 7-1 for examples)
Ie; = 95/95 tolerance factors used to determine the original individual uncer-
tainties

Values of the 95/95 tolerance limit, kgs/gs5, are linearly interpolated from the data in refer-
ence [11] using the calculated number of degrees of freedom, N;. The Welch-Satterth-
waite equation [12] is used to calculate an approximation to the effective degrees of
freedom.

Typical factors that could be included in this component are described in Table 7-1. The
actual effects included will be consistent with the licensing basis of the particular plant
where SUPR-FMTS is applied.
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__Table 7-1 Statistically Quantified Effects Included in the Total Peaking Factor

The values of these components depend on manufacturing processes, specific fuel
designs, detector layouts and other implementation-specific details. Typical values are
provided in the example in Appendix C.

71442 Fou

These factors are multiplied together and are typically biases.

quu=I;I(1+Uz)

Effects that could be included in this component are described in Table 7-2. These gen-
erally account for known effects that have been quantified but are not included in the
power distribution calculation model.
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Table 7-2 Additional Effects Included in the Total Peaking Factor

These are the presently applied typical peaking uncertainty and augmentation factors.

If another factor is found to be required, it can be included in the calculation of the peak-
ing limit. If it is not included there, it will be included in Fyy;. If it is statistically quanti-
fied, it is included in the statistical portion of this factor or, if not statistically quantified, in
the multiplicative portion of this factor.

745 Ly

These are the power peaking limits necessary to provide assurance of fuel integrity dur-
ing Condition | and Il events. If any power peaking uncertainties are not applied in the
calculation of these limits, then they are applied in the F,, factor described above.
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71.6 Margin Monitoring

These peaking margins are monitored every few minutes by SUPR-FMTS. If either the
total or planar type of margin drops below zero, either the power distribution must be
changed (primarily by control rod movements) to obtain positive margin, or the power
level must be reduced in the same time-frame and amount as is required by the present
plant Technical Specifications for the LCO power peaking actions. Technical Specifica-
tion changes are required to replace power distribution related LCO limits on power
imbalance, quadrant power tilt, and rod insertion with peaking margin monitoring via
FMTS when FMTS is in use.

7.2 TIP Flux Map Interval Modification Requirements

This section describes the modifications required to the present Technical Specifications
for plants where a movable detector system is used in order to accommodate possible
longer periods between detailed flux maps afforded by the SUPR-FMTS methodology.
Such plants have Technical Specifications that require monthly power maps to monitor
the total and planar power distribution.

When the SUPR-FMTS methodology is applied to a movable detector system, the
power peaking is monitored (every one to two minutes) and the differences between the
online simulator and the thermocouple and excore detector system measurements are
frequently monitored and any increasing differences are factored into the margin calcu-
lation. This is done through the RPD Check method, which incorporates a dynamically
quantified deviation that grows if the thermocouple and excore measurements diverge
from similar values derived from the SUPR-FMTS measured power distribution, as
described in Section 4.3.5 and Section 7.1.4.1. As of; x increases, the margins to the
peaking limits will decrease. This peaking margin will be trended to estimate the time
when the reduced margin will begin to restrict operability at the operating power level.
Before this occurs, another flux map can be taken to restore indicated margins or the
power level can be reduced. This restoration of margin is the expected outcome
because much of the margin reduction will be due to instrument drift and the flux map
will be used to re-calibrate and eliminate the differences. If the margin decrease is not
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due mainly to instrument drift but rather to an unanticipated problem with the core power
distribution, then the flux map will indicate that. In either case, adequate margin to the
peaking limits is preserved.

The Technical Specifications are required to be modified so that with SUPR operating,
the monthly surveillance using the flux map required in the Technical Specifications is
replaced by the use of the power distribution from SUPR-FMTS along with the continu-
ous online direct margin monitoring and the monitoring of the adjusted kriging variance.
The monthly requirement for a flux map is changed to the projected time when the peak-
ing margin becomes insufficient to support continued operation at that power.

7.3 SUPR-FMTS System Monitoring

The periodic power distribution monitoring required by present Technical Specifications
provides surveillance of the operation of the core to indicate when the LCO limits may
not preserve the fuel integrity during condition | and Il events. Since, with SUPR-FMTS,
the power distribution is monitored every few minutes and operation is limited to within
the power distribution limits, a means is provided to monitor the performance of SUPR-
FMTS on the same frequency as the power distribution monitoring. This is accom-
plished by comparing the adjusted kriging variance ((o€)?) to limits supplied in the
COLR at the same frequency as the F, and F A",ﬂ monitoring. The adjusted kriging vari-
ance is a quantification of the differences between the power distribution calculated by
the core simulator and the measured power distribution. It also includes the variance
augmentation of the RPD Check methodology. This augmentation provides a conser-
vative check on the operation of SUPR-FMTS since a portion of the variance increase
will probably be due to excore and thermocouple signal drift rather than deviation of the
core from the planned depletion. In addition, (c€)? is included as an uncertainty in the
FMTS calculation of margin to the F, and F A’;‘_' limits, thereby decreasing the peaking
margin and further restricting operation as the variance increases. For reactors using
Traveling Incore Probes (TIPs), this will mandate that a new flux map be taken at the
appropriate time to reduce (¢€). In time periods that see little change in the power dis-
tribution and little change in the thermocouple and excore measurements, the time
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between required flux maps could be extended to many months. In periods where there
is significant change in these parameters, a flux map could be required more frequently.
In either case, the required period is determined by the measured degradation of the
system rather than by a fixed schedule.
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Appendix A EXAMPLE KRIGING AND VARIANCE CALCULATION

This section will present an example calculation of the best estimate RPD, ij in Chap-
ter 4, and the kriging variance, oZ. While the kriging models include up to four dimen-
sions (three spatial and one temporal), this example will be done in the x-y plane to
simplify the presentation. The vector notation is also modified from Chapter 4 as only
one kriging model (one node) is calculated in this appendix. Thus the x-values are
scalars rather than vectors.

The input data are shown in Figures A-1 and A-2. Figure A-1 shows the core simulator
results for one axial node level at around three-quarters of the core height. Figure A-2
shows the corresponding measurement data translated to nodal power with spacer grid
effects removed.

Node (6,10) is evaluated in the example calculation. The range parameter, 6, is equal to
[ ] assembly widths in both radial directions. The shaded area denotes the "area of
influence" corresponding to all nodes within[ ] of node (6,10).

First, the vector r(xp) is calculated based on:

R(xo» x1)
r(xo) =
R(xOv xN)

and [

]

Point x; is (6,10) while Table A-1 gives the coordinates of each x;.

The R matrix is then calculated as:
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Figure A-1 Example Core Simulator Data
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Figure A-2 Example Processed Measurement Data
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Table A-1 Example Correlation Vector

R(xy, x1) - R(xy,xq)]
R= : :

R(xy,xy) - R(xy, XN)J

The results are shown in Table A-2.

The final component is the residual vector, (y —g). Table A-3 shows the calculated
residuals for the 13 measurement locations.

Evaluating r(x;)"R™'(y - g) yields a value of [ ] Thus, at the measurement
time, the best estimate RPD, 1}, value for location (6,10) would be [ ]

The R matrix and residual (y — b) vector are already formed, thus the process variance
is calculated as: [
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Table A-2 Example Covariance Matrix
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Table A-3 Example Residual Vector

y-9)
0.076
0.106
0.065
0.086
0.076
0.082
0.082
0.087
0.063
0.067
0.054
0.063
0.063

O | @ INI®D || AW IN |-

Jry
(=]

-
-

-
N

-
w

For this example, 52 is calculated to be [ ] The kriging variance is given by
ot = &2(1-1(x0) R'r(x))

andis [ ] which results in a standard deviation of [ ]
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Appendix B EXAMPLE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION FOR SUPR-FMTS USE
Changes required to the Standard Technical Specifications (STS) for Babcock and

Wilcox', Westinghouse?, and Combustion Engineering® Plants to implement SUPR-
FMTS are provided in the section.

B.1 General Approach

The general approach to implementing SUPR-FMTS in Technical Specifications is
shown in Figure B-1. The upper portion of the figure shows the parameters that are lim-
ited to preserve the limits on power peaking. The lower part of the figure shows the
parameters that are monitored to confirm proper operation of the system. The left side
of the figure depicts the approach contained in the present Standard Technical Specifi-
cations and the right side shows how that is modified to implement SUPR-FMTS. In this
approach, which applies to section 3.2 Power Distribution Limits, the indirect means of
limiting power peaking, which is regulating rod position, axial power shaping rod position
(if present), axial power imbalance, and quadrant power tilt limits are replaced by
Relaxed LCO Limits for these parameters. This is possible because these parameters
are used to limit the initial power peaking for multiple events, and the parameter limits to
preserve the ejected rod prompt energy deposition and shutdown margin requirements
can be less restrictive than the parameter limits required to preserve the Loss of
Coolant Accident and loss of forced reactor coolant flow design criteria. The parameter
limits to preserve the latter two design criteria are replaced with the direct limitation of

"NUREG-1430, Standard Technical Specifications Babcock and Wilcox Plants, Division of Regulatory
Improvement Programs, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC, Vol. 1 and 2, Rev. 3.0,
June 2004

2NUREG-1431, Standard Technical Specifications Westinghouse Plants, Division of Regulatory Im-
provement Programs, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC, Vol. 1 and 2, Rev. 3.0, June
2004

SNUREG-1432, Standard Technical Specifications Combustion Engineering Plants, Division of Regu-
latory Improvement Programs, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC, Vol. 1 and 2, Rev.
3.0, June 2004



AREVA NP Inc. ANP-10301NP
Revision 0

Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction

with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications Page B-2

Figure B-1 General Approach to SUPR-FMTS Implementation in Technical Speci-
— fications | -
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margin to the peaking limits.

Since Fyand F A",'i are now limited directly, they are monitored with a frequency equiva-

lent to the frequency with which the indirect parameters were monitored. This is usually
a maximum of 15 minutes.

The present requirements to periodically measure F, and F A",‘_i provide assurance that
the core is operating as designed and that the indirect parameter limits are preventing
the peaking limits from being exceeded. Under SUPR-FMTS, F,and F A"L are limited
directly and frequently and the surveillance requirement is changed to monitor the per-
formance of SUPR-FMTS to provide assurance that SUPR-FMTS is operating properly
and therefore the peaking limits will not be exceeded. This new surveillance is accom-
plished by examining the SUPR-FMTS adjusted kriging variance for all locations in the
core which have relative power densities greater than 1.0 and comparing the values with
limits provided in the COLR. This is done with a frequency which is the same or higher

than the frequency of the previous F, and F A",ﬂ measurements.

Since the kriging variance is a quantification of the difference between the measured
and calculated power distribution, it is used to judge the performance of SUPR-FMTS.

If its value exceeds the limit at equilibrium conditions, then SUPR-FMTS must be
declared inoperable and the system performance must be evaluated. Operation then
changes to the Restricted LCO Limits provided in the COLR, which provides the same
basis for operation as before SUPR-FMTS was implemented. Twelve hours are allowed
for this change to provide adequate time to determine and correct the cause of the
excessive variance. This is deemed prudent to avoid creating a situation which
increases the peaking because the operator is required to make sudden changes in reg-
ulating rod position and since the kriging variance is included in the online margin calcu-
lation.

The SUPR-FMTS system can therefore be inoperable either because of hardware fail-
ure or because it fails the kriging variance self-performance-check. In either case, the
primary Technical Specification action required when the system becomes inoperable is
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to begin use of the restricted LCO limits. This is because if the margins were greater
than zero then F, and F A"L were within their limits when the system became inoperable.
And, if the margins were less than zero then Technical Specification actions to reduce

Fqand F ANH to below their limits would have already been initiated.

The following are examples of how this general approach is applied, using the Standard
Technical Specifications as the base. Modifications to each of these Technical Specifi-
cations and Bases are presented separately. The changes are presented as deletions,
which are indicated in gray text, and additions, which are indicated in red text with a
change bar in the margin. Only those sections affected by the implementation of SUPR-
FMTS are included here. To make the changes as clear as possible, an effort was
made to show the present STS context unmodified for spacing and line breaks.

B.2 Babcock and Wilcox Plants

The following power distribution related Technical Specification modifications and
accompanying Bases are required for Babcock and Wilcox Plants using Standard Tech-
nical Specifications.
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B.2.1 Technical Specifications
3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS
3.2.1 Regulating Rod Insertion Limits
LCO 3.2.1 Regulating rod groups shall be within the physical insertion, sequence,

and overlap limits specified in the COLR.

NOTES
1. Not required for any regulating rod repositioned to perform SR 3.1.4.2.

2. Relaxed limits specified in the COLR may be used when SUPR-FMTS
is OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2.

3.2.2 AXIAL POWER SHAPING ROD (APSR) Insertion Limits

LCO 3.2.2 APSRs shall be positioned within the limits specified in the COLR.

NOTE
Relaxed limits specified in the COLR may be used when SUPR-FMTS
is OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2.
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3.2.3 AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE Operating Limits

LCO 3.2.3 AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE shall be maintained within the limits
specified in the COLR.

NOTE
Relaxed limits specified in the COLR may be used when SUPR-FMTS
is OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER > 40% RTP.

3.24 QUADRANT POWER TILT (QPT)

LCO 3.24 QPT shall be maintained less than or equal to the steady state limits
specified in the COLR.

NOTE
Relaxed limits specified in the COLR may be used when SUPR-FMTS
is OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER > [20]% RTP.
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3.2.5 Power Peaking Factors
ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. SUPR-FMTS D.1 Control the reactor core to 1 hour

INOPERABLE comply with the Restricted

LCO Limits specified in the
COLR.

AND

Perform SR 3.2.5.1

24 hours
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| 3.2.5 Power Peaking Factors

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.2.51 NOTE
Only required to be performed when specified in
LCO 3.1.8, "PHYSICS TESTS Exceptions -
MODE 1," or when complying with Required Actions
of LCO 3.1.4, "CONTROL ROD Group Alignment
Limits," LCO 3.2.1, "Regulating Rod Insertion
Limits," LCO 3.2.2, "AXIAL POWER SHAPING ROD
(APSR) Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL
POWER IMBALANCE Operating Limits," LCO 3.2.4,
"QUADRANT POWER TILT (QPT)."

Verify F,(Z) and F ANHare within limits by using the As specified by
Incore Detector System to obtain a power the applicable
distribution map. LCO(s)

OR
NOTE

Only required to be performed when SUPR-FMTS is
OPERABLE.

Verify F,(Z) and FANHare within limits by using the 15 minutes
SUPR-FMTS System

AND

Verify ADJKV for nodes with Relative Power > 1.0 15 minutes
is less than the limits specified in the COLR.
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B.2.2 Bases
B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.1 Regulating Rod Insertion Limits

BASES

BACKGROUND The insertion limits of the regulating rods are initial condition assumptions
used in all safety analyses that assume rod insertion upon reactor trip.
The insertion limits directly affect the core power distributions, the worth
of a potential ejected rod, the assumptions of available SDM, and the
initial reactivity insertion rate.

The applicable criteria for these reactivity and power distribution design
requirements are described in 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC 10, "Reactor
Design," GDC-26, "Reactivity Control System Redundancy-and
Capability," GDC 28, "Reactivity Limits" (Ref. 1), and in 10 CFR 50.46,
"Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core Cooling Systems for Light
Water Nuclear Power Plants" (Ref. 2).

Limits on regulating rod insertion have been established, and all rod
positions are monitored and controlled during power operation to ensure
that the power distribution and reactivity limits defined by the design
power peaking and SDM limits are not violated.

The regulating rod groups operate with a predetermined amount of
position overlap, in order to approximate a linear relation between rod
worth and rod position (integral rod worth). To achieve this approximately
linear relationship, the regulating rod groups are withdrawn and operated
in a predetermined sequence. The automatic control system controls
reactivity by moving the regulating rod groups in sequence within
analyzed ranges. The group sequence and overlap limits are specified in
the COLR.

The regulating rods are used for precise reactivity control of the reactor.
The positions of the regulating rods are normally controlled automatically
by the automatic control system but can also be controlled manually.
They are capable of adding reactivity quickly compared with borating or
diluting the Reactor Coolant System (RCS).

The power density at any point in the core must be limited to maintain
specified acceptable fuel design limits, including limits that ensure that the
criteria specified in 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 2) are not violated. Together,
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LCO 3.2.1, "Regulating Rod Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.2, "AXIAL POWER
SHAPING ROD (APSR) Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE Operating Limits," and LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT POWER
TILT (QPT)," provide limits on control component operation and on
monitored process variables to ensure that the core operates within the

N nitbm
Fo(Z) and F i, limits in the COLR.

Portions of these LCO limits may be replaced by the continuous monitoring
of F, and FA’L provided by SUPR-FMTS, thereby providing for the use of a
set of Relaxed LCO Limits.

Operation within the F, limits given

in the COLR prevents power peaks that would exceed the loss of coolant
accident (LOCA) limits derived from the analysis of the Emergency Core
Cooling Systems (ECCS). Operation within the F A",'_I limits given in the
COLR prevents departure from nucleate boiling (DNB) during a loss of
forced reactor coolant flow accident. In addition to the F,(Z) and F A'L
limits, certain reactivity limits are met by regulating rod insertion limits.
The regulating rod insertion limits also restrict the ejected CONTROL
ROD worth to the values assumed in the safety analysis and maintain the
minimum required SDM in MODES 1 and 2.

This LCO is required to minimize fuel cladding failures that breach the
primary fission product barrier and release fission products into the
reactor coolant in the event of a LOCA, loss of flow accident, ejected rod
accident, or other postulated accidents requiring termination by a Reactor
Protection System trip function.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

The fuel cladding must not sustain damage as a result of normal
operation (Condition 1) or anticipated operational occurrences
(Condition 2). The LCOs governing regulating rod insertion, APSR
position, AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and QPT preclude core power
distributions that violate the following fuel design criteria:

a. During a large break LOCA, the peak cladding temperature must not
exceed 2200°F (Ref. 2).

b. During a loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident, there must be at
least 95% probability at the 95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB
criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the core does not experience a DNB
condition (Ref. 1).

c. During an ejected rod accident, the fission energy input to the fuel
must not exceed 280 cal/gm (Ref. 3).

d. The CONTROL RODS must be capable of shutting down the reactor
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with a minimum required SDM with the highest worth CONTROL
ROD stuck fully withdrawn (Ref. 1).

Fuel cladding damage does not occur when the core is operated outside
the conditions of these LCOs during normal operation. However, fuel
cladding damage could result if an accident occurs with the simultaneous
violation of one or more of the LCOs limiting the regulating rod position,
the APSR position, the AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and the QPT.

This potential for fuel cladding damage exists because changes in the
power distribution can cause increased power peaking and
correspondingly increased local linear heat rates (LHRs).

When FQ and FANH limits are monitored by SUPR-FMTS, design criteria

a. and b. are preserved by limiting margin to the F, and FA":* peaking

limits rather than by compliance with the regulating rod insertion,
APSR position, AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and QPT limits.

The SDM requirement is met by limiting the regulating and safety rod
insertion limits such that sufficient inserted reactivity is available in the
rods to shut down the reactor to hot zero power with a reactivity margin
that assumes that the maximum worth rod remains fully withdrawn upon
trip (Ref. 4). Operation at the SDM based regulating rod insertion limit
may also indicate that the maximum ejected rod worth could be equal to
the limiting value.

Operation at the regulating rod insertion limits may cause the local core
power to approach the maximum linear heat generation rate or peaking
factor with the allowed QPT present.

The regulating rod and safety rod insertion limits ensure that the safety
analysis assumptions for SDM, ejected rod worth, and power distribution
peaking factors remain valid (Refs. 3, 5, and 6).

The regulating rod insertion limits LCO satisfies Criterion 2 of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

insertion positions as defined in the COLR, must be maintained because
they ensure that the resulting power distribution is within the range of
analyzed power distributions and that the SDM and ejected rod worth are
maintained.

LCO The limits on CONTROL ROD sequence, including group overlap, and

The overlap between regulating groups provides more uniform rates of
reactivity insertion and withdrawal and is imposed to maintain acceptable
power peaking during regulating rod motion.

Error adjusted maximum allowable setpoints for regulating rod insertion
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are provided in the COLR. The setpoints are derived by an adjustment of
the measurement system independent limits to allow for THERMAL
POWER level uncertainty and rod position errors.

Actual alarm setpoints implemented in the unit may be more restrictive
than the maximum allowable setpoint values to provide additional
conservatism between the actual alarm setpoint and the measurement
system independent limit.

LCO 3.2.1 has been modified by a Note that suspends the LCO
requirement for those regulating rods not within the limits of the COLR
solely due to testing in accordance with SR 3.1.4.2, which verifies the
freedom of the rods to move. This SR may require the regulating rods to
move below the LCO limit, which would otherwise violate the LCO.

LCO 3.2.1 has been modified by a Note that provides for the use
of Relaxed Regulating Rod Limits when SUPR-FMTS is operable.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.2 AXIAL POWER SHAPING ROD (APSR) Insertion Limits

BASES

BACKGROUND

The insertion limits of the APSRs are initial condition assumptions in all
safety analyses that are affected by core power distributions. The
applicable criterion for these power distribution design requirements are
10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC 10, "Reactor Design" (Ref. 1), and

10 CFR 50.46, "Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core Cooling
Systems for Light Water Nuclear Power Plants" (Ref. 2).

Limits on APSR insertion have been established, and all APSR positions
are monitored and controlled during power operation to ensure that the
power distribution defined by the design power peaking limits is
maintained.

The power density at any point in the core must be limited to maintain
specified acceptable fuel design limits, including limits that meet the
criteria specified in Reference 2. Together, LCO 3.2.1, "Regulating Rod
Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.2, "AXIAL POWER SHAPING ROD (APSR)
Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE Operating
Limits," and LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT POWER TILT (QPT)," provide limits
on control component operation and on monitored process variables to
ensure that the core operates within the F (Z) and F A'L limits in the
COLR.

Portions of these LCO limits may be replaced by the continuous monitoring
of F, and FANH provided by SUPR-FMTS, thereby providing for the use of a
set of Relaxed LCO Limits.

Operation within the F(Z) limits given in the COLR prevents

power peaks that exceed the loss of coolant accident (LOCA) limits
derived from the analysis of the Emergency Core Cooling Systems
(ECCS). Operation within the F A":‘ limits given in the COLR prevents
departure from nucleate boiling (DNB) during a loss of forced reactor
coolant flow accident. The APSRs are not required for reactivity insertion
rate on trip or SDM and, therefore, they do not trip upon a reactor trip.

This LCO is required to minimize fuel cladding failures that would breach
the primary fission product barrier and release fission products to the
reactor coolant in the event of a LOCA, loss of flow accident, ejected rod
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accident, or other postulated accident requiring termination by a Reactor
Protection System trip function.

APPLICABLE The fuel cladding must not sustain damage as a result of normal
SAFETY operation (Condition 1) or anticipated operational occurrences
ANALYSES (Condition 2). Acceptance criteria for the safety and regulating rod

insertion, APSR position, AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and QPT LCOs
preclude core power distributions that violate the following fuel design
criteria:

a. During a large break LOCA, the peak cladding temperature must not
exceed 2200°F (Ref. 2),

b. During a loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident, there must be at
least 95% probability at the 95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB
criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the core does not experience a DNB
condition,

c. During an ejected rod accident, the fission energy input to the fuel
must not exceed 280 cal/gm (Ref. 3), and

d. CONTROL RODS must be capable of shutting down the reactor with
a minimum required SDM with the highest worth CONTROL ROD
stuck fully withdrawn (GDC 26, Ref. 1).

When F, and FA":i limits are monitored by SUPR-FMTS, design criteria

a. and b. are preserved by limiting margin to the F, and FA'L peaking limits

rather than by compliance with the regulating rod insertion, APSR
position, AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and QPT limits.

Fuel cladding damage does not occur when the core is operated outside
these LCOs during normal operation. However, fuel cladding damage
could result should an accident occur simultaneously with violation of one
or more of these LCOs. This potential for fuel cladding damage exists
because changes in the power distribution can cause increased power
peaking and corresponding increased local linear heat rates.

Operation at the APSR insertion limits may approach the maximum
allowable linear heat generation rate or peaking factor with the allowed
QPT present.

The APSR insertion limits satisfy Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO The limits on APSR physical insertion as defined in the COLR must be
maintained because they serve the function of controlling the power
distribution within an acceptable range.
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LCO 3.2.2 has been modified by a Note that provides for the use of
Relaxed Axial Power Shaping Rod Limits when SUPR-FMTS is operable.

The fuel cycle design assumes APSR withdrawal at the effective full
power days (EFPD) burnup window specified in the COLR. Prior to this
window, the APSRs cannot be maintained fully withdrawn in steady state
operation. After this window, the APSRs are not allowed to be reinserted
for the remainder of the fuel cycle.

Error adjusted maximum allowable setpoints for APSR insertion are
provided in the COLR. The setpoints are derived by adjustment of the
measurement system independent limits to allow for THERMAL POWER
level uncertainty and rod position errors.

Actual alarm setpoints implemented in the unit may be more restrictive
than the maximum allowable setpoint values to allow for additional
conservatism between the actual alarm setpoints and the measurement
system independent limits.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.3 AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE Operating Limits

BASES

BACKGROUND

This LCO is required to limit the core power distribution based on
accident initial condition criteria.

The power density at any point in the core must be limited to maintain
specified acceptable fuel design limits, including limits that satisfy the
criteria specified in 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1). This LCO provides limits on
AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE to ensure that the core operates within the

Fo(2) and FA":_, limits in the COLR. Portions of these LCO limits may be

replaced by the continuous monitoring of F, and F ANH provided by
SUPR-FMTS, thereby providing for the use of a set of Relaxed LCO Limits.
Operation within the F (Z) limits

given in the COLR prevents power peaks that exceed the loss of coolant
accident (LOCA) limits derived from the analysis of the Emergency Core

Cooling Systems (ECCS). Operation within the F ANH limits given in the

COLR prevents departure from nucleate boiling (DNB) during a loss of
forced reactor coolant flow accident.

This LCO is required to limit fuel cladding failures that breach the primary
fission product barrier and release fission products into the reactor
coolant in the event of a LOCA, loss of forced reactor coolant flow
accident, or other postulated accident requiring termination by a Reactor
Protection System trip function. This LCO limits the amount of damage to
the fuel cladding during an accident by maintaining the validity of the
assumptions in the safety analyses related to the initial power distribution
and reactivity.

Fuel cladding failure during a postulated LOCA is limited by restricting the
maximum linear heat rate (LHR) so that the peak cladding temperature
does not exceed 2200°F (Ref. 2). Peak cladding temperatures > 2200°F
cause severe cladding failure by oxidation due to a Zircaloy water
reaction. Other criteria must also be met (e.g., maximum cladding
oxidation, maximum hydrogen generation, coolable geometry, and long
term cooling). However, peak cladding temperature is usually most
limiting.

Proximity to the DNB condition is expressed by the departure from
nucleate boiling ratio (DNBR), defined as the ratio of the cladding surface



AREVA NP Inc. ANP-10301NP
Revision 0

Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction

with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications Page B-17

heat flux required to cause DNB to the actual cladding surface heat flux.
The minimum DNBR value during both normal operation and anticipated
transients is limited to the DNBR correlation limit for the particular fuel
design in use and is accepted as an appropriate margin to DNB. The
DNB correlation limit ensures that there is at least 95% probability at the
95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the
core does not experience DNB.

The measurement system independent limits on AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE are determined directly by the reload safety evaluation
analysis without adjustment for measurement system error and
uncertainty. Operation beyond these limits could invalidate the
assumptions used in the accident analyses regarding the core power

distribution.
APPLICABLE The fuel cladding must not sustain damage as a result of normal
SAFETY operation (Condition 1) and anticipated operational occurrences
ANALYSES (Condition 2). The LCOs based on power distribution, LCO 3.2.1,

"Regulating Rod Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.2, "AXIAL POWER SHAPING
ROD (APSR) Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE
Operating Limits," and LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT POWER TILT (QPT),"
preclude core power distributions that would violate the following fuel
design criteria:

a. During a large break LOCA, peak cladding temperature must not
exceed 2200°F (Ref. 1).

b. During a loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident, there must be at
least a 95% probability at the 95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB
criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the core does not experience a DNB
condition.

The regulating rod positions, the APSR positions, the AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE, and the QPT are process variables that characterize and
control the three dimensional power distribution of the reactor core.

When F, and F{:‘ limits are monitored by SUPR-FMTS, design criteria

a. and b. are preserved by limiting margin to the F, and FA':, peaking limits

rather than by compliance with the regulating rod insertion, APSR
position, AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and QPT limits.

Fuel cladding damage does not occur when the core is operated outside
this LCO during normal operation. However, fuel cladding damage could
result should an accident occur with simultaneous violation of one or
more of the LCOs governing the four process variables cited above. This
potential for fuel cladding damage exists because changes in the power
distribution can cause increased power peaking and corresponding
increased local LHRs.
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LCO The power distribution LCO limits have been established based on

correlations between power peaking and easily measured process
variables: regulating rod position, APSR position, AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE, and QPT.

LCO 3.2.3 has been modified by a Note that provides for the use
of Relaxed AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE Limits when SUPR-FMTS
is operable.

The AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE envelope

contained in the COLR represents the setpoints for which the core power
distribution would either exceed the LOCA LHR limits or cause a
reduction in the DNBR below the Safety Limit during the loss of flow
accident with the allowable QPT present and with the APSR positions
consistent with the limitations on APSR withdrawal determined by the fuel
cycle design and specified by LCO 3.2.2.

Operation beyond the power distribution based LCO limits for the
corresponding ALLOWABLE THERMAL POWER and simultaneous
occurrence of either the LOCA or loss of forced reactor coolant flow
accident has an acceptably low probability. Therefore, if the LCO limits
are violated, a short time is allowed for corrective action before a
significant power reduction is required.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.4 QUADRANT POWER TILT (QPT)

BASES

BACKGROUND

This LCO is required to limit the core power distribution based on
accident initial condition criteria.

The power density at any point in the core must be limited to maintain
specified acceptable fuel design limits, including limits that preserve the
criteria specified in 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1). Together, LCO 3.2.1,
"Regulating Rod Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.2, "AXIAL POWER SHAPING
ROD (APSR) Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE
Operating Limits," and LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT POWER TILT (QPT),"
provide limits on control component operation and on monitored process
variables to ensure that the core operates within the F, and F A’L

limits given in the COLR. Portions of these LCO limits may be replaced
by the continuous monitoring of FQ and F A“L provided by SUPR-FMTS,

thereby providing for the use of a set of Relaxed LCO Limits.
Operation within the FQ limits given in the COLR

prevents power peaks that exceed the loss of coolant accident (LOCA)
limits derived by Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) analysis.

Operation within the F A",‘_, limits given in the COLR prevents departure

from nucleate boiling (DNB) during a loss of forced reactor coolant flow
accident.

This LCO is required to limit fuel cladding failures that breach the primary
fission product barrier and release fission products to the reactor coolant
in the event of a LOCA, loss of forced reactor coolant flow, or other
accident requiring termination by a Reactor Protection System trip
function. This LCO limits the amount of damage to the fuel cladding
during an accident by maintaining the validity of the assumptions used in
the safety analysis related to the initial power distribution and reactivity.

Fuel cladding failure during a postulated LOCA is limited by restricting the
maximum linear heat rate (LHR) so that the peak cladding temperature
does not exceed 2200°F (Ref. 2). Peak cladding temperatures > 2200°F
cause severe cladding failure by oxidation due to a Zircaloy water
reaction. Other criteria must also be met (e.g., maximum cladding
oxidation, maximum hydrogen generation, coolable geometry, and long
term cooling). However, peak cladding temperature is usually most
limiting.
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Proximity to the DNB condition is expressed by the departure from
nucleate boiling ratio (DNBR), defined as the ratio of the cladding surface
heat flux required to cause DNB to the actual cladding surface heat flux.
The minimum DNBR value during both normal operation and anticipated
transients is limited to the DNBR correlation limit for the particular fuel
design in use, and is accepted as an appropriate margin to DNB. The
DNBR correlation limit ensures that there is at least 95% probability at the
95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the
core does not experience DNB.

The measurement system independent limits on QPT are determined
directly by the reload safety evaluation analysis without adjustment for
measurement system error and uncertainty. Operation beyond these
limits could invalidate core power distribution assumptions used in the
accident analysis. The error adjusted maximum allowable alarm
setpoints (measurement system dependent limits) for QPT are specified
in the COLR.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

The fuel cladding must not sustain damage as a result of normal
operation (Condition 1) and anticipated operational occurrences
(Condition 2). The LCOs based on power distribution (LCO 3.2.1,

LCO 3.2.2,LCO 3.2.3, and LCO 3.2.4) preclude core power distributions
that violate the following fuel design criteria:

a. During a large break LOCA, the peak cladding temperature must not
exceed 2200°F (Ref. 3).

b. During a loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident, there must be at
least 95% probability at the 95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB
criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the core does not experience a DNB
condition.

When F , and F/_{iI limits are monitored by SUPR-FMTS, design criteria

a. and b. are preserved by limiting margin to the F, and Fg_, peaking limits

rather than the regulating rod insertion, APSR position, AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE, and QPT limits.

QPT is one of the process variables that characterize and control the
three dimensional power distribution of the reactor core.

Fuel cladding damage does not occur when the core is operated outside
this LCO during normal operation. However, fuel cladding damage could
result if an accident occurs with simultaneous violation of one or more of
the LCOs governing the core power distribution. Changes in the power
distribution can cause increased power peaking and correspondingly
increased local LHRs.
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The dependence of the core power distribution on burnup, regulating rod
insertion, APSR position, and spatial xenon distribution is taken into
account during the reload safety evaluation analysis. An allowance for
QPT is accommodated in the analysis and resultant LCO limits. The
increase in peaking taken for QPT is developed from a database of full
core power distribution calculations (Ref. 4). The calculations consist of
simulations of many power distributions with tilt causing mechanisms
(e.g., dropped or misaligned CONTROL RODS, broken APSR fingers
fully inserted, misloaded assemblies, and burnup gradients). An increase
of < 2% peak power per 1% QPT is supported by the analysis, therefore a
value of 2% peak power increase per 1% QPT is used to bound peak
power increases due to QPT.

Operation at the AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE or rod insertion limits must
be interpreted as operating the core at the maximum allowable F4(Z) or

F A’L peaking factors for accident initial conditions with the allowed QPT
present.

QPT satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO The power distribution LCO limits have been established based on
correlations between power peaking and easily measured process
variables: regulating rod position, APSR position, AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE, and QPT. The regulating rod insertion limits and the AXIAL
POWER IMBALANCE boundaries contained in the COLR represent the
measurement system independent limits at which the core power
distribution either exceeds the LOCA LHR limits or causes a reduction in
DNBR below the safety limit during a loss of flow accident with the
allowable QPT present and with an APSR position consistent with the
limitations on APSR withdrawal determined by the fuel cycle design and
specified by LCO 3.2.2.

LCO 3.2.4 has been modified by a Note that provides for the use
of Relaxed Quadrant Power Tilt Limits when SUPR-FMTS is operable.

Operation beyond the power distribution based LCO limits for the
corresponding allowable THERMAL POWER and simultaneous
occurrence of one of a LOCA, loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident,
or ejected rod accident has an acceptably low probability. Therefore, if
these LCO limits are violated, a short time is allowed for corrective action
before a significant power reduction is required.

The maximum allowable setpoints for steady state, transient, and
maximum limits for QPT applicable for the full symmetrical Incore
Detector System, Minimum Incore Detector System, and Excore Detector
System are provided; the setpoints are given in the COLR. The setpoints
for the three systems are derived by adjustment of the measurement
system independent QPT limits given in the COLR to allow for system
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observability and instrumentation errors.

Actual alarm setpoints implemented in the plant may be more restrictive
than the maximum allowable setpoint values to allow for additional
conservatism between the actual alarm setpoint and the measurement
system independent limit.

It is desirable for an operator to retain the ability to operate the reactor
when a QPT exists. In certain instances, operation of the reactor with a
QPT may be helpful or necessary to discover the cause of the QPT. The
combination of power level restriction with QPT in each Required Action
statement restricts the local LHR to a safe level, allowing movement
through the specified applicability conditions in the exception to
Specification 3.0.3.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.5 Power Peaking Factors

BASES

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this LCO is to establish limits that constrain the core
power distribution within design limits during normal operation
(Condition 1) and during anticipated operational occurrences
(Condition 2) such that accident initial condition protection criteria are
preserved. The accident initial condition criteria are preserved by
bounding operation at THERMAL POWER within specified acceptable
fuel design limits.

Fo(2) is a specified acceptable fuel design limit that preserves the initial

conditions for the Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) analysis.
Fqo(Z) is defined as the maximum local fuel rod linear power density

divided by the average fuel rod linear power density, assuming nominal
fuel pellet and rod dimensions. Because F4(Z) is a ratio of local power

densities, it is related to the maximum local (pellet) power density in a fuel
rod. Operation within the F(Z) limits given in the COLR prevents power

peaking that would exceed the loss of coolant accident (LOCA) linear
heat rate (LHR) limits derived from the analysis of the ECCS.

The F A“:* limit is a specified acceptable fuel design limit that preserves the

initial conditions for the limiting loss of flow transient. F A':i is defined as

the ratio of the integral of linear power along the fuel rod on which the
minimum departure from nucleate boiling ratio (DNBR) occurs to the

average integrated rod power. Because F Am is a ratio of integrated
powers, it is related to the maximum total power produced in a fuel rod.
Operation within the F A':_. limits given in the COLR prevents departure

from nucleate boiling (DNB) during a postulated loss of forced reactor
coolant flow accident.

Measurement of the core power peaking factors using the Incore Detector
System to obtain a three dimensional power distribution map provides

direct confirmation that FQ(Z) and F A":_l are within their limits, and may be

used to verify that the power peaking factors remain bounded when one
or more normal operating parameters exceed their limits.

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, F(Z) and F:{“H are continuously
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monitored so that the power distribution can be maintained within
the F,(Z) and F i, limits.

APPLICABLE The limits on F 4(Z) are determined by the ECCS analysis in order to limit
SAFETY peak cladding temperatures to 2200°F during a LOCA. The maximum
ANALYSES acceptable cladding temperature is specified by 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1).

Higher cladding temperatures could cause severe cladding failure by
oxidation due to a Zircaloy water reaction. Other criteria must also be
met (e.g., maximum cladding oxidation, maximum hydrogen generation,
coolable geometry, and long term cooling). However, peak cladding
temperature is usually most limiting.

The limits on F A’L provide protection from DNB during a limiting loss of

flow transient. Proximity to the DNB condition is expressed by the DNBR,
defined as the ratio of the cladding surface heat flux required to cause
DNB to the actual cladding surface heat flux. The minimum DNBR value
during both normal operation and anticipated transients is limited to the
DNBR correlation limit for the particular fuel design in use, and is
accepted as an appropriate margin to DNB. The DNBR correlation limit
ensures that there is at least 95% probability at the 95% confidence level
(the 95/95 DNB criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the core does not
experience DNB.

This LCO precludes core power distributions that violate the following fuel
design criteria:

a. During a large break LOCA, peak cladding temperature must not
exceed 2200°F (Ref. 1).

b. During a loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident, there must be at
least 95% probability at the 95% confidence level (the 95/95 DNB
criterion) that the hot fuel rod in the core does not experience a DNB
condition.

The reload safety evaluation analysis determines limits on global core
parameters that characterize the core power distribution. The primary
parameters used to monitor and control the core power distribution are
the regulating rod position, the APSR position, the AXIAL POWER
IMBALANCE, and the QPT. Either these parameters can be

used to monitor and control the core power distribution because their
measurements are continuously observable or SUPR-FMTS can be
used to directly and continuously monitor proximity to the F(Z)

and F A'}L limits. Limits are placed on these

parameters to ensure that the core power peaking factors remain
bounded during operation in MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER greater
than 20% RTP. Nuclear design model calculational uncertainty,
manufacturing tolerances (e.g., the engineering hot channel factor),
effects of fuel densification and rod bow, and modeling simplifications
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(such as treatment of the spacer grid effects) are accommodated through
use of peaking augmentation factors in the reload safety evaluation
analysis.

When SUPR-FMTS is in use, the regulating rod position, the APSR
position, the AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and the QPT limits are no
longer required to limit the core power distribution to preserve

design criteria a. and b. on a frequent basis and therefore they may be
relaxed to to less restrictive values which are needed to preserve

other design criteria such as reactivity or accident initial conditions.
When SUPR-FMTS is inoperable, the regulating rod position, the APSR
position, the AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and the QPT limits are
restricted to also limit design criteria a. and b.

Fo(Z) and F A":_' satisfy Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO This LCO for the power peaking factors FQ(Z) and F A",‘_, ensures that the
core operates within the bounds assumed for the ECCS and thermal
hydraulic analyses. Verification that F ,(Z) and F A",ﬂ are within the limits of
this LCO as specified in the COLR allows continued operation at
THERMAL POWER when the Required Actions of LCO 3.1 .4,
"CONTROL ROD Group Alignment Limits," LCO 3.2.1, "Regulating Rod
Insertion Limits," LCO 3.2.2, "AXIAL POWER SHAPING ROD Insertion
Limits," LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE Operating Limits," and
LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT POWER TILT," are entered. Conservative
THERMAL POWER reductions are required if the limits on F(Z) and F A'L

are exceeded. Verification that FQ(Z) and F A’L are within limits is also

required during MODE 1 PHYSICS TESTS per LCO 3.1.8, "PHYSICS
TESTS Exceptions - MODE 1."

Measurement uncertainties are applied when F(Z) and F A’f_, are

determined using the Incore Detector System. The measurement
uncertainties applied to the measured values of F,(Z) and F AT_, account

for uncertainties in observability and instrument string signal processing.

Uncertainties are applied to the power distribution measured by
SUPR-FMTS to preserve the F(Z) and F ;‘4 limits. One is the dynamic

variance of the SUPR-FMTS methodology, which is calculated by the
system based on the number and type of power distribution measurement
instruments being used. Another is a static uncertainty that is

quantified by an analysis of the specific core and control rod geometry
and power distribution measurement instrument geometry. In addition,
the measured peak is augmented by other known bias factors.
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ACTIONS

When SUPR-FMTS is inoperable, the operator must
take care in interpreting the relationship of the power

peaking factors F(Z) and F ANH to their limits. Limit values of F ,(Z) and
F ANH in the COLR may be expressed in either LHR or in peaking units.

Because F(Z) and F A",ﬂ are power peaking factors, constant LHR is
maintained as THERMAL POWER is reduced, thereby allowing power
peaking to be increased in inverse proportion to THERMAL POWER.

Therefore, the F ,(Z) and F A’:' limits increase as THERMAL POWER

decreases (assuming Fq(2) and F A'f_, are expressed in peaking units) so
that a constant LHR limit is maintained.

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, a three-dimensional power distribution
is produced based on all available data related to power distribution

and the proximity of this power distribution to the F ,(Z) and F A’;’,‘ peaking

limits is monitored. When either type of limit is exceeded, the
respective actions specified for exceeding that limit must be taken.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.2.5.1

Core monitoring is performed using the SUPR-FMTS system, when
operable. The peaking margin is monitored and is prevented from
becoming negative by changing soluble boron to move control rods,
by the use of APSR movement, or by reduction in THERMAL POWER.
When SUPR-FMTS is inoperable, core monitoring is performed

using the Incore Detector System to obtain

a three dimensional power distribution map. Maximum values of F(Z)

and F ANH obtained from this map may then be compared with the F,(Z)
and limits in the COLR to verify that the limits have not been exceeded.
Measurement of the core power peaking factors in this manner may be
used to verify that the measured values of Fy(Z) and F L{L remain within
their specified limits when one or more of the limits specified by

LCO 3.1.4,LC0O 3.2.1,LCO 3.2.2,LCO 3.2.3, or LCO 3.2.4 is exceeded,
or when LCO 3.1.8 is applicable. If F4(Z) and F A’L remain within their
limits when one or more of these parameters exceed their limits,

operation at THERMAL POWER may continue because the true initial
conditions (the power peaking factors) remain within their specified limits.

The SUPR-FMTS produced power distribution variance, ADJKV,
is the variance of the measurement and core simulator. Periodic
comparison of this parameter with the expected values provided in the
COLR provides assurance that SUPR-FMTS is operating as expected.

Because the limits on Fy(Z) and F A'L are preserved when the parameters
specified by LCO 3.1.4, LCO 3.2.1, LCO 3.2.2,LCO 3.2.3,and LCO 3.2.4
are within their limits, a Note is provided in the SR to indicate that
monitoring of the power peaking factors is required only when complying
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with the Required Actions of these LCOs and when LCO 3.1.8 is
applicable.

Frequencies for monitoring of the power peaking factors

and ADJKYV are specified in

the Action statements of the individual LCOs. These Frequencies are
reasonable based on the low probability of a limiting event occurring
simultaneously with either F(Z) or F A’f_‘ exceeding its limit, and they
provide sufficient time for the operator to obtain a power distribution map
from the Incore Detector System when SUPR-FMTS is not operable.
When SUPR-FMTS is operable, the monitoring is more frequent since the
Fq(Z) or FANH limits are being limited directly rather than by the indirect
means of limiting the regulating rod position, the APSR position, the AXIAL
POWER IMBALANCE, and the QPT limits, which, because their limits are
independent of each other, can limit the power peaking to less than the
Fo(Z) or F{L limit values. Indefinite THERMAL POWER

operation in a Required Action of LCO 3.1.4, LCO 3.2.1, LCO 3.2.2,

LCO 3.2.3, or LCO 3.2.4 is not permitted, in order to limit the potential for
exceeding both the power peaking factors assumed in the accident
analyses due to operation with unanalyzed core power distributions and
spatial xenon distributions beyond their analyzed ranges.
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B.3 Westinghouse Plants

The following power distribution related Technical Specification modifications and
accompanying Bases are required for Westinghouse Plants using Standard Technical
Specifications. The Standard Technical Specifications reflect three different operating
methodologies, CAOC-F,, (Constant Axial Offset Control), RAOC-W(Z) (Relaxed Axial
Offset Control), and CAOC-W(Z) (Constant Axial Offset Control). Since operation with
SUPR-FMTS will be similar to RAOC, the changes provided here are based on RAOC
methodology Standard Technical Specifications.
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B.3.1 Technical Specifications
3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS
3.2.1B Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor (F4(Z) (RAOC-W(Z) Methodology)
LCO3.2.1B Fo(2). as approximated by F5(Z) and F§(Z) , shall be within the limits
specified in the COLR.
APPLICABILITY: MODE 1.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. SUPR-FMTS D.1 Control the reactor core to 1 hour
INOPERABLE comply with the Restricted
LCO Limits specified in the
COLR.
AND

Perform SR 3.2.1.1 24 hours
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

NOTE
During power escalation at the beginning of each cycle, THERMAL POWER may be increased
until an equilibrium power level has been achieved, at which a power distribution map is
obtained.

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.21.1 Verify Fg(Z) is within limit. Once after each

refueling prior to
THERMAL
POWER
exceeding

75% RTP

AND

Once within

[12] hours after
achieving
equilibrium
conditions after
exceeding, by

2 10% RTPR, the
THERMAL
POWER at which

FS(2) was last
verified

AND

31 EFPD
thereafter
OR

NOTE
Only required to be performed when SUPR-FMTS is
OPERABLE.

Verify FS(Z) is within limits by using the 15 minutes
SUPR-FMTS System
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AND
Verify ADJKV for nodes with Relative Power > 1.0 15 minutes
is less than the limits specified in the COLR.
AND
Verify measured values of F ,(Z) are within limits before ADJKV

specified in the COLR.

exceeds its limit
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.2.1.2 NOTE

Only required if SUPR-FMTS is INOPERABLE.

If measurements indicate that the

maximum over z [ FS(Z) / K(Z) ]
has increased since the previous evaluation of
FE@

a. Increase F(‘g"(Z) by the greater of a factor of
[1.02] or by an appropriate factor specified in
the COLR and reverify FS’(Z) is within limits or

b. Repeat SR 3.2.1.2 once per 7 EFPD until either
a. above is met or two successive flux maps
indicate that the

maximum over z [ F$(Z) / K(Z) ]
has not increased.

Verify F(‘g/(Z) is within limit.

Once after each

refueling prior to
THERMAL
POWER exceed-
ing 75% RTP

AND

Once within

[12] hours after
achieving
equilibrium
conditions after
exceeding, by

2 10% RTP, the
THERMAL
POWER at which

F&(Z) was last
verified

AND
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31 EFPD

thereafter
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3.2.2 Nuclear Enthalpy Rise Hot Channel Factor (F A":i)
L0322 F A'L shall be within the limits specified in the COLR.
APPLICABILITY: MODE 1.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. SUPR-FMTS D.1 Control the reactor core to 1 hour
INOPERABLE comply with the Restricted
LCO Limits specified in the
COLR.
AND
Perform SR 3.2.2.1 24 hours
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3221 Verify F A'L is within limits specified in the COLR. Once after each
refueling prior to
THERMAL
POWER
exceeding
75% RTP
AND
31 EFPD
thereafter
OR
NOTE
Only required to be performed when SUPR-FMTS is
OPERABLE.
Verify FA",’*is within limits by using the 15 minutes
SUPR-FMTS System
AND
Verify ADJKV for nodes with Relative Power > 1.0 15 minutes
is less than the limits specified in the COLR.
AND
Verify measured values of F 34 are within limits before
specified in the COLR. ADJKV

exceeds its limit
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3.2.3BAXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE (AFD) (Relaxed Axial Offset Control (RAOC)

Methodology)

LCO 3.2.3 The AFD in % flux difference units shall be maintained within the limits

specified in the COLR.
NOTE

1. The AFD shall be considered outside limits when two or more
OPERABLE excore channels indicate AFD to be outside limits.

2. Relaxed limits specified in the COLR may be used when SUPR-FMTS

is OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER = 50% RTP.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.2.3.1 Verify AFD within limits for each OPERABLE excore 7 days
channel.
OR
Verify AFD is within limits using SUPR-FMTS 15 minutes
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B.3.2 Bases
B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.1B Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor (F(Z) (RAOC-W(Z) Methodology)

BASES

BACKGROUND The purpose of the limits on the values of F y(Z) is to limit the local
(i.e., pellet) peak power density. The value of F,(Z) varies along the axial
height (Z) of the core.

Fo(2)is defined as the maximum local fuel rod linear power density

divided by the average fuel rod linear power density, assuming nominal
fuel pellet and fuel rod dimensions. Therefore, F,(Z) is a measure of the

peak fuel pellet power within the reactor core.

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, F(Z) and FA”:1 are directly and
continuously monitored so that the power distribution can be
maintained within the F (Z) and F , limits.

When SUPR-FMTS is inoperable, the global power distribution is limited by
LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE (AFD)," and LCO 3.2.4,
"QUADRANT POWER TILT RATIO(QPTR)," which are directly and
continuously measured process variables. These LCOs, along with

LCO 3.1.6, "Control Bank Insertion Limits," maintain the core limits on
power distributions on a continuous basis.

LCO The Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor, Fy(Z), shall be limited by the following
relationships:

Fo(2) < (CFQ/P)K(2) for P> 0.5
Fo(2) < (CFQ/0.5) K(Z) forP<0.5
where: CFQ is the F ,(Z) limit at RTP provided in the COLR,

K(Z) is the normalized FQ(Z) as a function of core height
provided in the COLR, and
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P = THERMAL POWER / RTP

For this facility, the actual values of CFQ and K(Z) are given in the COLR;
however, CFQ is normally a number on the order of [2.32], and K(Z) is a
function that looks like the one provided in Figure B 3.2.1B-1.

For Relaxed Axial Offset Control operation, F(Z) is approximated by
FS(2) and FY(Z) . Thus, both FS(Z) and F§(Z) must meet the preceding
limits on F (Z).

When SUPR-FMTS is inoperable,
an FS(Z) evaluation requires obtaining an incore flux map in MODE 1.

From the incore flux map results we obtain the measured value ( Fg"(Z) ) of
Fo(Z). Then,

FS(@2) = Fy(Z) [1.0815]

where [1.0815] is a factor that accounts for fuel manufacturing tolerances
and flux map measurement uncertainty.

Fg(Z) is an excellent approximation for F,(Z) when the reactor is at the
steady state power at which the incore flux map was taken.

The expression for Fg'(Z) is:
= EC
FQ(2) = F§(2) W(Z)

where W(Z) is a cycle dependent function that accounts for power
distribution transients encountered during normal operation. W(Z) is

included in the COLR. The Fg(Z) is calculated at equilibrium conditions.

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, F,(Z) is directly and continuously
monitored so that the power distribution can be maintained within limits.
The measured peak is augmented by both SUPR-FMTS uncertainty factors
and other known bias factors before comparison with the limit.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.2.1.1
Verification that Fg(Z) is within its specified limits involves

increasing F(")"(Z) to allow for manufacturing tolerance and measurement
uncertainties in order to obtain F$(Z) . Specifically, F(Z) is the
measured value of F(Z) obtained from incore flux map results and
FS(2) = FY(Z) [1.0815] (Ref. 4). FS(Z) is then compared to its specified
limits.
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The limit with which Fg(Z) is compared varies inversely with power above
50% RTP and directly with a function called K(Z) provided in the COLR.

Performing this Surveillance in MODE 1 prior to exceeding 75% RTP
ensures that the Fg(Z) limit is met when RTP is achieved, because
peaking factors generally decrease as power level is increased.

If THERMAL POWER has been increased by > 10% RTP since the last
determination of Fg(Z) , another evaluation of this factor is required

[12] hours after achieving equilibrium conditions at this higher power level
(to ensure that Fg(Z) values are being reduced sufficiently with power
increase to stay within the LCO limits).

The Frequency of 31 EFPD is adequate to monitor the change of power
distribution with core burnup because such changes are slow and well
controlled when the plant is operated in accordance with the Technical
Specifications (TS).

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, the Fg"(Z) is maintained within the
Fo(Z) limit and the surveillance verifies that the SUPR-FMTS is
performing as expected. This is accomplished by comparing the
F&"(Z) variance (ADJKV) to the expected value provided in the COLR.
If the variance exceeds the limit, then SUPR-FMTS is declared
inoperable, the restricted AFD and QPTR limits are used, and Fg"(Z)

is verified to be within the Technical Specification limits with an
incore flux map.

SR3212

The Frequency is changed under SUPR-FMTS because that methodology
incorporates an automatic variance adjustment which is based on a
comparison to frequently monitored assembly exit thermocouples and
excore flux detectors and which is included in the calculation of the
margin to the F,(Z) limits. The need for a flux map is instead indicated by

the variance, ADJKV, exceeding the limits in the COLR. If SUPR-FMTS
becomes INOPERABLE and it has been more than 31 EFPD since the last
power distribution measurement, then the surveillane reverts to the other
part of SR 3.2.1.2 and another measurement is required as soon as
practical to meet the 31 EFPD frequency requirement.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.2 Nuclear Enthalpy Rise Hot Channel Factor (F A",ﬂ)

BASES

BACKGROUND The purpose of this LCO is to establish limits on the power density at any
point in the core so that the fuel design criteria are not exceeded and the
accident analysis assumptions remain valid. The design limits on local
(pellet) and integrated fuel rod peak power density are expressed in terms
of hot channel factors. Control of the core power distribution with respect
to these factors ensures that local conditions in the fuel rods and coolant
channels do not challenge core integrity at any location during either
normal operation or a postulated accident analyzed in the safety
analyses.

F A""_‘ is defined as the ratio of the integral of the linear power along the fuel
rod with the highest integrated power to the average integrated fuel rod
power. Therefore, F A",'_, is a measure of the maximum total power
produced in a fuel rod.

F ANH is sensitive to fuel loading patterns, bank insertion, and fuel burnup.

F /;‘H typically increases with control bank insertion and typically decreases
with fuel burnup.

F A",‘_i is not directly measurable but is inferred from a power distribution
map obtained with the movable incore detector system. Specifically, the
results of the three dimensional power distribution map are analyzed by a
computer to determine F A",‘_'. This factor is calculated at least every

31 EFPD. However, during power operation, the global power distribution
is monitored by LCO 3.2.3, "AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE (AFD)," and
LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT POWER TILT RATIO (QPTR)," which address
directly and continuously measured process variables.

The Restricted Limits in the COLR for the process variables are
monitored when SUPR-FMTS is inoperable. When, SUPR-FMTS is
operable, the Relaxed Limits in the COLR for the process variables are

monitored and margins to F,(Z) and Fm are continuously monitored
so that the power distribution can be maintained within these limits.

LCO F Am shall be maintained within the limits of the relationship provided in
the COLR.
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The F A":_‘ limit identifies the coolant flow channel with the maximum

enthalpy rise. This channel has the least heat removal capability and
thus the highest probability for a DNB.

The limiting value of F A“:i , described by the equation contained in the

COLR, is the design radial peaking factor used in the unit safety
analyses.

A power multiplication factor in this equation includes an additional
margin for higher radial peaking from reduced thermal feedback and
greater control rod insertion at low power levels. The limiting value of is

F A":_‘ allowed to increase 0.3% for every 1% RTP reduction in THERMAL
POWER.

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, F,(Z) and F L{L are continuously
monitored so that the power distribution can be maintained within limits.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR3.2.241

The value of F A'L is determined by using the movable incore detector
system to obtain a flux distribution map. A data reduction computer
program then calculates the maximum value of F ANH from the measured

flux distributions. The measured value of F A".‘_, must be multiplied by 1.04
to account for measurement uncertainty before making comparisons to
the F A’L limit.

After each refueling, F A'f_‘ must be determined in MODE 1 prior to

exceeding 75% RTP. This requirement ensures that F ANH limits are met at
the beginning of each fuel cycle.

The 31 EFPD Frequency is acceptable because the power distribution
changes relatively slowly over this amount of fuel burnup. Accordingly,
this Frequency is short enough that the F A""_, limit cannot be exceeded for
any significant period of operation.

When SUPR-FMTS is operable, the F ANH is maintained within the

FANH limit and the surveillance verifies that the SUPR-FMTS is

performing as expected. This is accomplished by comparing the
SUPR-FMTS variance (ADJKV) to the expected value provided in the
COLR. If the variance exceeds the limit, then SUPR-FMTS is declared
inoperable, the restricted AFD and QPTR limits are used and

a flux map is taken to determine if the variance is due to

a real deviation between the core simulator and the core or

to problems with the thermocouple data.
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The Frequency is extended under SUPR-FMTS because that methodology
incorporates an automatic variance adjustment which is based on a
comparison to frequently monitored assembly exit thermocouples and
excore flux detectors and which adjustment is included in the calculation
of the margin to the F A“,: limits. The need for a flux map is therefore
indicated by the variance, ADJKYV, exceeding the limits in the COLR.

If SUPR-FMTS becomes INOPERABLE and it has been more than

31 EFPD since the last power distribution measurement, then the
surveillance reverts to the other part of SR 3.2.1.2 and another

measurement is required as soon as practical to meet the 31 EFPD
frequency requirement.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.3B AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE (AFD) (Relaxed Axial Offset Control (RAOC)

Methodology)

BASES

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this LCO is to establish limits on the values of the AFD in
order to limit the amount of axial power distribution skewing to either the
top or bottom of the core. By limiting the amount of power distribution
skewing, core peaking factors are consistent with the assumptions used
in the safety analyses. Limiting power distribution skewing over time also
minimizes the xenon distribution skewing, which is a significant factor in
axial power distribution control.

RAOC is a calculational procedure that defines the allowed operational
space of the AFD versus THERMAL POWER. The AFD limits are
selected by considering a range of axial xenon distributions that may
occur as a result of large variations of the AFD. Subsequently, power
peaking factors and power distributions are examined to ensure that the
loss of coolant accident (LOCA), loss of flow accident, and anticipated
transient limits are met. Violation of the AFD limits invalidate the
conclusions of the accident and transient analyses with regard to fuel
cladding integrity.

Portions of these LCO limits may be replaced by the continuous monitoring
of Foand F ;\h:a provided by SUPR-FMTS, thereby providing for the use of a
set of Relaxed LCO Limits.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

The AFD is a measure of the axial power distribution skewing to either the
top or bottom half of the core. The AFD is sensitive to many core related
parameters such as control bank positions, core power level, axial
burnup, axial xenon distribution, and, to a lesser extent, reactor coolant
temperature and boron concentration.

The allowed range of the AFD is used in the nuclear design process to
confirm that operation within these limits produces core peaking factors
and axial power distributions that meet safety analysis requirements.

When SUPR-FMTS is operational, this function of the AFD limits is not
required to preserve the LOCA and LOFA initial conditions and so a set
of Relaxed AFD limits may be used.
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LCO

The shape of the power profile in the axial (i.e., the vertical) direction is
largely under the control of the operator through the manual operation of
the control banks or automatic motion of control banks. The automatic
motion of the control banks is in response to temperature deviations
resulting from manual operation of the Chemical and Volume Control
System to change boron concentration or from power level changes.

Signals are available to the operator from the Nuclear Instrumentation
System (NIS) excore neutron detectors (Ref. 3). Separate signals are
taken from the top and bottom detectors. The AFD is defined as the
difference in normalized flux signals between the top and bottom excore
detectors in each detector well. For convenience, this flux difference is
converted to provide flux difference units expressed as a percentage and
labeled as %A flux or %Al.

The AFD limits are provided in the COLR. Figure B 3.2.3B-1 shows
typical RAOC AFD limits. The AFD limits for RAOC do not depend on the
target flux difference. However, the target flux difference may be used to
minimize changes in the axial power distribution.

Violating this LCO on the AFD could produce unacceptable
consequences if a Condition 2, 3, or 4 event occurs while the AFD is
outside its specified limits.

LCO 3.2.3B has been modified by a Note that provides for the use of
Relaxed AFD Limits when SUPR-FMTS is operable.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.4 QUADRANT POWER TILT RATIO (QPTR)

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

This LCO precludes core power distributions that violate the following fuel
design criteria:

a. During a large break loss of coolant accident, the peak cladding
temperature must not exceed 2200°F (Ref. 1),

b. During a loss of forced reactor coolant flow accident, there must be at
least 95% probability at the 95% confidence level (the 95/95
departure from nucleate boiling (DNB) criterion) that the hot fuel rod
in the core does not experience a DNB condition,

c. During an ejected rod accident, the energy deposition to the fuel
must not exceed 280 cal/gm (Ref. 2), and

d. The control rods must be capable of shutting down the reactor with a
minimum required SDM with the highest worth control rod stuck fully
withdrawn (Ref. 3).

When F, and F ANH limits are monitored by SUPR-FMTS, design criteria

a. and b. are preserved directly rather than by limiting the regulating rod
insertion, AXIAL POWER IMBALANCE, and QPT.

LCO

The QPTR limit of 1.02, at which corrective action is required, provides a
margin of protection for both the DNB ratio and linear heat generation rate
contributing to excessive power peaks resulting from X-Y plane power
tilts. A limiting QPTR of 1.02 can be tolerated before the margin for

uncertainty in F(Z) and (F A’,‘_') is possibly challenged.

LCO 3.2.4 has been modified by a Note that provides for the use of
Relaxed QPTR Limits when SUPR-FMTS is operable.
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B.4 Combustion Engineering Plants

The following power distribution related Technical Specification modifications and
accompanying Bases are required for Combustion Engineering Plants using Standard
Technical Specifications. The Standard Technical Specifications reflect two different
monitoring methodologies, Analog and Digital. Since operation with SUPR-FMTS wiill
be similar to Digital, the changes provided here are based on Digital methodology Stan-
dard Technical Specifications. Furthermore, since the SUPR-FMTS is a computer-
based monitoring system, similar to the Core Operating Limit Supervisory System
(COLSS), references in the Standard Technical Specifications to COLSS were not
changed to SUPR-FMTS to highlight only the Technical Specification changes neces-
sary to implement SUPR-FMTS. In this context, COLSS is used to indicate the combi-
nation of the present COLSS functionality and the SUPR-FMTS. Since the SUPR-
FMTS approach is similar to the COLSS, fewer changes are required to Combustion
Engineering Technical Specifications to implement SUPR-FMTS than for other plant
types.
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B.4.1 Technical Specifications
3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS
3.2.1 Linear Heat Rate (LHR) (Digital)
LCO 3.2.1 LHR shall not exceed the limits specified in the COLR.
APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER > 20% RTP.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. SUPR-FMTS D.1 Control the reactor core to 1 hour
INOPERABLE comply with the Restricted
LCO Limits specified in the
COLR.
AND

Perform SR 3.2.1.1 and
SR321.2

within 2 hours
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR3.21.3
NOTE
Only required to be performed when SUPR-FMTS is
OPERABLE.
Verify ADJKV for nodes with Relative Power > 1.0 15 minutes

is less than the limits specified in the COLR.
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3.2.2 Planar Radial Peaking Factors (ny) (Digital)
LCO3.2.2 The measured Planar Radial Peaking Factors (F ©(Z)) shall be equal to or

less than the Planar Radial Peaking Factors (ny). (These factors are
used in the Core Operating Limit Supervisory System (COLSS) and in the

Core Protection Calculators (CPCs)).

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER > 20% RTP.

ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
B. SUPR-FMTS B.1 Control the reactor core to 1 hour
INOPERABLE comply with the Restricted
LCO Limits specified in the
COLR.
AND

Perform SR 3.2.2.1

24 hours
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.2.2.1 Verify measured Fx';f‘(Z) obtained using the Incore Once after each

Detector System is equal to or less than the value of
Fxs(Z) used in the COLSS and CPCs.

SR 3222

NOTE
Only required to be performed when SUPR-FMTS is
OPERABLE.

Verify ADJKYV for nodes with Relative Power > 1.0
is less than the limits specified in the COLR.

fuel loading with
THERMAL

POWER

> 40% RTP but
prior to operations
above 70% RTP

AND

31 EFPD
thereafter

15 minutes




AREVA NP Inc. ANP-10301NP

Revision 0
Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction

with Fixed Margin Technical Specifications Page B-51

32.5 AXIAL SHAPE INDEX (ASI) (Digital)

LCO3.25 ASI shall be within the limits specified in the COLR.

NOTE

Relaxed limits specified in the COLR may be used when SUPR-FMTS
is OPERABLE. ‘

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1 with THERMAL POWER > 20% RTP.
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B.4.2 Bases
B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.1 Linear Heat Rate (LHR) (Digital)

BASES

ACTION B.1
When ADJKYV is above the limits specified in the COLR, the
system must be declared inoperable and the restricted limits
applied.

SURVEILLANCE SR3213

REQUIREMENTS
The SUPR-FMTS produced power distribution variance, ADJKV(x,y,z),
is the variance of the measurement and the core simulator. Periodic
comparison of this parameter with the expected values provided in the
COLR provides assurance that SUPR-FMTS is operating as expected.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.2 Planar Radial Peaking Factors (ny) (Digital)

BASES

ACTION B.1
When ADJKYV is above the limits specified in the COLR, the
system must be declared inoperable and the restricted limits
applied.

SURVEILLANCE SR3222

REQUIREMENTS
The SUPR-FMTS produced power distribution variance, ADJKV(x,y,z),
is the variance of the measurement and the core simulator. Periodic
comparison of this parameter with the expected values provided in the
COLR provides assurance that SUPR-FMTS is operating as expected.
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B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.5 AXIAL SHAPE INDEX (ASI) (Digital)
BASES

BACKGROUND The purpose of this LCO is to limit the core power distribution to the initial
values assumed in the accident analysis. Operation within the limits
imposed by this LCO either limits or prevents potential fuel cladding
failures that could breach the primary fission product barrier and release
fission products to the reactor coolant in the event of a loss of coolant
accident (LOCA), loss of flow accident, ejected control element assembly
(CEA) accident, or other postulated accident requiring termination by a
Reactor Protection System (RPS) trip function. This LCO limits the
amount of damage to the fuel cladding during an accident by ensuring
that the plant is operating within acceptable conditions at the onset of a
transient.

Portions of the ASI limit may be replaced by the continuous monitoring
of the LHR and DNBR provided by SUPR-FMTS, thereby providing for
the use of a set of Relaxed ASI Limits.

LCO

LCO 3.2.5 has been modified by a Note that provides for the use
of Relaxed ASI Limits when SUPR-FMTS is operable.
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Appendix C EXAMPLE APPLICATION

An example application of the methodology is given for the generation of the measured
power distribution from the online core simulator and the movable incore detector (TIP)
readings. The generation of the RPD variance at an intermediate time between TIP
measurements based on the measured assembly exit thermocouples and excore detec-
tors is also provided. An example calculation of peaking margin for the limiting location
in the core based on the measured core power distribution and the adjusted variance is
then provided. An example of F and F,y monitoring is provided. Sections C.1
through C.4 show the Statistical Universal Power Reconstruction (SUPR). Section

C.5 shows the Fixed Margin Tech Specs (FMTS) application.

CA Movable Incore Detector Results

The traveling incore probes (TIPs) are used to measure the neutron flux in the moni-
tored subset of fuel assembly locations. These readings are interpreted by currently
used methods [2] and provide a set of relative powers. An example set of unprocessed
and processed measured relative powers are shown in Figures C-1 and C-2. Note that
the figures in this section only show five axial levels while flux maps are typically taken
using 60 axial levels and monitoring is done using many more than five levels. The
reduced data set is used for brevity, in actual operation many more axial levels can be
accommodated. Also note that "0.000" values for measured parameters represent
failed measurement locations.
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Figure C-1 Example Unprocessed TIP Values (Raw Signals)
\( 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
I 0,099 0.103
0.158 0.168
1 0.188 0.198
0.210 0.223
0.214 0.225
0.084 0.254 0.248
0.137 0.399 0.391
2 0.165 0.483 0.469
0.189 0.541 0.520
0.192 0.542 0.524
0.214 0.290 0.287 0.087
0.452 0.463 0.421 0.143
3 0.524 0.551 0.502 0.171
0.573 0.616 0.565 0.194
0.580 0.620 0.569 0.194
0.156 | 0.286 0.265
0.257 | 0.422 0.422
4 0.305 | 0.504 0.495
0.343 | 0.564 0.535
0.345 | 0.577 0.546
0.310 0.320 0.317 0.312
0.446 0.482 0.447 0.462
5 0.534 0.568 0.535 0.553
0.604 0.621 0.601 0.623
0.615 0.621 0.606 0.629
0.100 0.288 0.326 0.324 0.253
0.167 0.462 0.457 0.491 0.396
6| 0.198 0.548 0.536 0.571 0.473
0.221 0613 0.594 0.620 0.521
0.224 0.625 0.598 0.623 0.523
0.292 0.318 0.308 0.299
0.467 0.457 0.497 0.431
7 0.535 0.533 0.570 0.512
0.583 0.593 0.621 0.572
0.596 0.597 0.627 0.577
0.108 0.000 0.286 0.293 0.000 0.261 | 0.277 | 0.247
0.178 0.000 0.465 0.472 0.000 0.424 | 0.447 | 0.382
8| 0.208 0.000 0.537 0.545 0.000 0.488 | 0.515 | 0.454
0.228 0.000 0.585 0.596 0.000 0.530 | 0.577 | 0.503
0.233 0.000 0.586 0.604 0.000 0.535 | 0.578 | 0.505
0.000 0.323 0.322 0.095
0.000 0.464 0.478 0.152
9 0.000 0.542 0.560 0.179
0.000 0.603 0.608 0.199
0.000 0.610 0.614 0.200
0.298 0.290 0.317
0.483 0.486 0.448
10 0.566 0.567 0.528
0.626 0.629 0.589
0.635 0.637 0.598
0.080 0.320 0.290 0.318 0.080
0.127 0.464 0.464 0.455 0.132
11] 0:153 0.543 0.536 0.537 0.158
0.179 0.606 0.592 0.598 0.178
0.181 0.611 0.595 0.602 0.178
0.320 0.290 0.000
0.449 0.462 0.000
12 0.531 0.537 0.000
0.595 0.596 0.000
0.603 0.598 0.000
0.173 0312 0.275 0.078
0.344 0.462 0.450 0.143
13 0.417 0.551 0.516 0.170
0.473 0.619 0.566 0.192
0.475 0.622 0.568 0.192
0.085 0.225 0.248 0.157
0.139 0.368 0.389 0.260
14 0.165 0.428 0.471 0.304
0.184 0.470 0.525 0.338
0.186 0.472 0.527 0.339
0.078 0.088 k=1
0.128 0.171 k=2
15 0.154 0.204 k=3
0.174 0.222 k=4
0.176 0.227 k=5
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Figure C-2 Example Processed TIP Values (RPDs)
\l 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15
J 0.280 0.289
0.410 0.421
1 0.437 0.442
0.432 0.443
0.410 0.413
0.229 0.935 0.912
0.346 1.442 1.389
2 0.371 1.454 1.421
0.361 1.384 1.372
0.339 1.217 1.214
0.843 0.884 1.016 0.239
1.269 1.304 1.540 0.353
3 1.336 1.366 1.566 0.367
1.318 1.338 1.483 0.363
1.198 1.217 1.279 0.331
0.469 | 1.019 0.772
0.699 | 1.553 1.097
4 0.746 | 1.590 1.174
0.715 | 1.500 1.179
0.641 | 1.276 1.102
1.050 1.076 1.057 1.074
1.603 1.583 1.594 1.636
5 1.669 1.631 1.657 1.670
1.621 1.593 1.601 1.589
1.432 1.439 1.415 1.371
0.286 0.882 1.111 1.095 0.923
0.418 1.303 1.632 1.589 1.3
6| 0.447 1.361 1.675 1.649 1.423
0.444 1.342 1.649 1.611 1.371
0.412 1,233 1.482 1.443 1.221
0.898 1.068 0.892 1.025
1.282 1,573 1.256 1.538
7 1.347 1.647 1.332 1.605
1.335 1.611 1313 1.544
1.240 1.435 1.231 1.368
0.330 0.000 0.839 0.871 0.000 0.769 | 0.873 | 0.893
0.477 0.000 1.186 1.235 0.000 1.083 | 1.264 2
8| 0.519 0.000 1.238 1.281 0.000 1.157 | 1.300 | 1.377
0.515 0.000 1.223 1.279 0.000 1.151 | 1.286 | 1.331
0.480 0.000 1,148 1.188 0.000 1.076 | 1.199 | 1.207
0.000 1.084 1.071 0.260
0.000 1.605 1.565 0.374
9 0.000 1.654 1.604 0.397
0.000 1.603 1.557 0.402
0.000 1.412 1.403 0.385
0.865 0.867 1.083
1.251 1.264 1.609
10 1.324 1.312 1.668
1.303 1.298 1.610
1.213 1.207 1.445
0.218 1.086 0.842 1.069 0.229
0.335 1.615 1.199 1.591 0.340
11 0.351 1.668 1.248 1.634 0.354
0.350 1.591 1.232 1.565 0.354
0.327 1.397 1.143 1.386 0.339
1.090 0.891 0.000
1.631 1.287 0.000
12 1.681 1.332 0.000
1.614 1.305 0.000
1.440 1.224 0.000
0.768 1.074 0.876 0.233
1.250 1.627 1.246 0.346
13 1.270 1.663 1312 0.356
1218 1.570 1.275 0.357
1.067 1.366 1.193 0.332
0.236 0.718 0913 0.472
0.346 1.035 1.397 0.686
14 0.367 1.078 1.412 0.708
0.361 1.082 1.363 0.697
0.336 0.991 1.210 0.634
0.222 0.306 k=1
0.333 0.463 k=2
15 0.357 0.497 k=3
0.352 0.497 k=4
0.334 0.469 k=5
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C.2 Core Simulator Results

The online core simulator is run with the same plant parameter values (temperatures,
rod positions, burnup, and offset) as were present at the time the movable incore detec-
tors were used to measure the power distribution in the subset of fuel assembly loca-
tions. An example set of calculated relative powers are shown in Figure C-3.
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Figure C-3 Example Core Simulator Results
\l 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15
J 0.234 | 0.297 | 0.290 | 0.345 | 0.300 | 0.298 | 0.240
0.332 | 0.415 | 0401 | 0.483 | 0.413 | 0416 | 0.339
1 0.345 | 0.430 | 0.419 | 0.502 | 0.432 | 0.431 | 0.353
0.340 | 0.424 | 0.420 | 0.499 | 0.432 | 0427 | 0.350
0.315 | 0.394 | 0.399 | 0.470 | 0.410 | 0.398 | 0.327
0.243 | 0.486 | 0.901 | 0.942 | 0.747 | 0.923 | 0.750 | 0.938 | 0.899 | 0.488 | 0.242
0.345 | 0.697 | 1.325 | 1.376 | 1.041 | 1.332 | 1.044 | 1.371 | 1.322 | 0.699 | 0.342
2 0.357 | 0712 | 1:325 | 1.381 | 1.063 | 1:344 | 1.066 | 1.377 | 1.324 | 0.716 | 0.355
0.350 | 0.689 | 1.252 | 1.314 | 1.036 | 1.292 | 1:040 | 1.312 | 1.253 | 0:695 | 0.349
0.323 | 0.625 | 1.101 | 1.162 | 0.952 | 1.163 | 0.956 | 1.163 | 1.104 | 0.631 | 0.324
0.244 | 0.832 | 1.032 | 1.107 | 0.918 | 1.085 { 0.902 | 1.073 | 0.915 | 1.100 | 1.028 | 0.833 | 0.244
0.346 | 1.221 | 1.514 | 1.624 | 1.278 | 1.530 | 1.243 | 1.542 | 1.274 | 1.614 | 1.507 | 1.223 | 0.346
3 0.359 | 1222 | 1.514 | 1626 | 1.301 | 1.548 | 1.267 | 1559 | 1.298 | 1.618 | 1.508 | 1.223 | 0.358
0.354 | 1.158 | 1.419 | 1.523 | 1.260 | 1.478 | 1.236 | 1488 | 1.258 | 1.519 | 1.416 | 1.159 | 0.351
0.327 | 1.025 | 1.232 | 1:317 | 1.143 | 1:313 | 1.137 | 1.321 | 1.143 | 1.316 | 1.231 | 1.025 | 0.324
0.485 | 1.025 { 0.878 | 0.870 | 1.121 | 0.913 | 0.804 | 0.919 | 1.121 | 0.868 | 0.881 | 1.032 | 0.486
0.695 | 1.504 | 1.223 | 1.206 | 1.595 | 1.253 | 1.094 | 1.262 | 1.595 | 1.203 | 1.227 | 1.514 | 0.696
4 0.712 | 1.506 | 1.246 | 1.236 | 1.613 | 1.281 | 1.126 | 1290 | 1613 | 1.234 | 1.280 | 1.814 | 0.712

0.628 | 1.230 | 1.089 | 1.098 | 1.369 | 1.152 | 1.037 | 1.161 | 1.372 | 1.097 | 1.092 | 1.232 | 0.623

. 0.855 | 1.105 { 0.902 | 1.085 | 0.870 | 1.106 | 0.900 | 0.233
0.339 | 1.321 | 1.611 [ 1.202 | 1.576 | 1.240 | 1.558 | 1.1 1.565 | 1.242 | 1.577 | 1.206 | 1.623 | 1.324 | 0.332
5] 0.353 | 1.323 | 1.617 | 1.233 | 1.604 | 1.269 | 1.579 | 1.201 | 1.585 [ 1.273 | 1.604 | 1.237 | 1.625 | 1.323 | 0.344
0.350 | 1.253 | 1.518 | 1.201 | 1.5632 | 1.238 | 1.5617 | 1.1 1.524 | 1.243 | 1.532 | 1.203 | 1.522 | 1.251 | 0.339
0.326 | 1.104 | 1.316 | 1.097 | 1.356 | 1.135 | 1.360 | 1.088 | 1.366 | 1.139 | 1.3556 | 1.097 | 1.316 | 1.099 | 0.314
0.297 | 0.937 | 0.914 | 1.120 | 0.901 | 1.120 | 0.898 | 1.107 | 0.898 | 1.120 | 0.899 | 1.120 | 0.916 | 0.938 | 0.295
0415 | 1.370 | 1.273 | 1.593 | 1.242 | 1.593 | 1.240 | 1.577 | 1.240 | 1.592 | 1.240 | 1.594 | 1.276 | 1.372 | 0.413
6| 0431 11.377 1 1.298 | 1.612 | 1.273 | 1.615 | 1.270 | 1.600 | 1.270 | 1.615 | 1.269 | 1.611 { 1.299 | 1.378 | 0.428
0426 | 1.312 | 1.258 | 1.541 | 1.244 | 1.548 | 1.240 | 1.536 | 1.240 81 1.238 | 1.5639 | 1.257 | 1.310 | 0.422
0.398 | 1.163 | 1.144 | 1.372 | 1.140 | 1.381 | 1.134 | 1.372 |} 1.135 | 1.381 | 1.133 | 1.367 | 1.140 | 1.158 | 0.392
0.300 { 0.749 | 1.072 | 0.916 | 1.104 | 0.898 | 1.095 | 0.8 1.095 | 0.898 | 1.098 | 0.910 | 1.060 | 0.740 | 0.287
0413 1 1.044 | 1.540 | 1.258 | 1.565 | 1.240 { 1.573 | 1.217 | 1.573 | 1.240 | 1.557 | 1.251 | 1.524 0 0.396
7| 0432 { 1.066 | 1.558 | 1.286 | 1.685 | 1.270 | 1.604 | 1.253 | 1.604 | 1.270 { 1.577 | 1.279 | 1.543 | 1.057 | 0.415
0.432 Q1487 | 1.257 | 1.524 | 1240 | 1.538 | 1.228 | 1538 | 1239 ; 1.5616 | 1.249 | 1.472 | 1.020 | 0.415
0.410 | 0.956 | 1.321 | 1.167 | 1.366 | 1.135 | 1.366 | 1.131 | 1.366 | 1.133 | 1.358 | 1.149 | 1.307 | 0.945 | 0.393
0.342 | 0.921 | 0.902 | 0.803 | 0.856 | 1.109 | 0.884 | 0.803 | 0.885 | 1.107 | 0.855 | 0.800 | 0.896 | 0.911 | 0.336
0.479 | 1.329 | 1.241 | 1.093 | 1.173 | 1.580 | 1.217 { 1.101 | 1.218 | 1.6577 | 1.171 | 1.090 | 1.236 | 1.318 | 0.471

8] 0499 | 1.342 | 1.266 | 1.125 } 1.202 | 1 .
0.496 | 1.290 2 1.179 | 1.538 | 1.228 126 | 1.230 | 1.536 | 1.177 | 1.106 | 1.229 | 1.280 | 0.487

10] 0.428 | 1.379 | 1.300 ].613 1270 | 1618 | 1271 | 1602 | 1272 | 1615 | 1.272 | 1.607 | 1.290 | 1.364 | 0.422

0.331 1 1.323 | 1.622 | 1.206 | 1.578 | 1.246 | 1.569 | 1.180 | 1 1241 | 1.575 { 1.198 | 1.601 | 1.310 | 0.335
111 0.344 | 1.322 | 1.623 | 1.236 | 1.605 | 1.278 | 1.588 | 1.209 | 1.581 | 1.270 | 1.602 | 1.230 | 1.608 | 1.313 | 0.349
0.339 | 1.250 | 1.522 | 1.203 | 1.533 | 1.247 | 1.526 | 1.184 | 1.519 | 1.239 | 1.530 | 1.198 | 1.509 | 1.244 | 0.346
0.314 | 1.098 | 1.315 | 1.097 | 1.356 | 1.143 | 1.368 | 1.093 | 1.362 | 1.134 | 1.353 | 1.094 | 1.307 | 1.094 | 0.322
0.485 | 1.031 } 0.877 | 0.867 | 1.120 | 0.917 | 0.804 | 0.916 | 1.121 | 0.869 | 0.875 | 1.019 | 0.482
0.696 | 1.512 1 1.222 | 1.202 | 1.594 | 1.258 | 1.094 | 1.257 | 1.596 | 1.204 | 1.220 | 1.496 69l
12 0.711 | 1.512 | 1.244 | 1.232 | 1.613 } 1.287 | 1.125 | 1285 | 1613 | 1.235 | 1.243 | 1.499 | 0.708
0.688 | 1.417 | 1.202 | 1.200 | 1.541 { 1.256 | 1.111 | 1.255 | 1.540 | 1.201 | 1.200 | 1.408 | 0.688
0.623 | 1.230 | 1.088 | 1.096 | 1.372 | 1.1567 | 1.037 | 1.155 | 1.368 | 1.095 | 1.086 | 1.224 | 0.624
0.243 1 0.832 | 1.024 | 1.097 | 0.914 | 1.071 | 0.901 | 1.064 | 0.917 | 1.104 | 1.028 | 0.828 | 0.240
0.345 1 1.221 | 1.502 | 1.609 | 1.272 | 1.540 | 1.241 | 1.530 ; 1.277 | 1.620 | 1.508 | 1.216 | 0.340
13 0.357 | 1.222 | 1.504 | 1.614 | 1.296 | 1.557 | 1.265 | 1.548 | 1.299 | 1.621 | 1.508 | 1.217 | 0
0.350 | 1.158 | 1.412 | 1.515 | 1.256 | 1.486 | 1.234 | 1477 | 1.258 | 1.520 | 1.414 | 1.153 | 0.348
0.323 | 1.024 | 1.228 { 1.313 | 1141 | 1.319 | 1.135 | 1.312 | 1.141 | 1.313 | 1.228 | 1.021 | 0.322
0.2 0.4 0.896 | 0.935 | 0.748 | 0.921 | 0.744 | 0.939 | 0.899 | 0.484 | 0.242
0.347 | 0.693 | 1.318 | 1.368 | 1.043 | 1.329 | 1.037 | 1.373 | 1.321 | 0.694 | 0.344
14 0.360 | 0.711 | 1.320 | 1.375 | 1.065 | 1.341 | 1.059 | 1.377 | 1.321 | 0.710 | 0.355
0.354 { 0.690 | 1.250 | 1.310 { 1.038 | 1.289 | 1.032 | 1.310 | 1.249 | 0.687 | 0.349
0.327 | 0.626 | 1.101 | 1.161 { 0.954 | 1.160 | 0.948 | 1.159 | 1.097 | 0.622 | 0.321
0.239 | 0.297 | 0.301 | 0.342 | 0.288 | 0.295 | 0.233 k=1
0.338 | 0.415 1 0414 | 0479 | 0.398 | 0.414 | 0.331 k=2
15 0.352 | 0.431 | 0.433 | 0.498 | 0416 | 0.428 | 0.344 k=3
0.349 | 0.426 | 0.433 | 0.495 | 0417 | 0.422 | 0.339 k=4
0.326 | 0.397 | 0.411 | 0.466 | 0.396 | 0.393 | 0.314 k=5
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C3 Kriging Results

The detailed core simulator results and the processed TIP measurements are input to
the kriging process. An example of the resulting relative power distribution is shown in
Figure C-4. An example of the estimate of the variance (shown as standard deviation)
is shown in Figure C-5.

cd Variance Adjustment at Intermediate Times

This section will show the adjustments made to the calculated variance at times without
a direct power measurement. Data for the following figures uses the core simulator out-
put and plant process data, including the thermocouple and excore detector readings,
approximately two weeks after the flux map presented previously.

For systems where the power distribution is infrequently measured, such as movable or
TIP systems, the more frequently measured power distribution-related parameters, such
as excore detector and assembly exit thermocouple readings, are compared to values
derived from the kriged power distribution at times between the infrequent measure-
ments. When the difference between the expected and measured response no longer
bound by the error estimate for the RPD, the kriging variance is augmented, as
described in Section 4.3.

The measured excore detector voltage values are compared to values generated from
the measured (kriged) power distribution using weighting factors that represent the con-
tribution of each node in the core to the flux at the detector location.

Applying these weighting factors to the kriging results provides the example voltages
(imbalance can be calculated if desired) and variance adjustment factors shown in Ta-
ble C-1 below.

Applying the calculated mass flow rate from the previous TIP measurement time to the
kriged RPD and plant parameters (inlet temperature, core thermal power, etc.), an
expected set of thermocouple temperatures are calculated. Example calculated values
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Figure C-4 Example Kriging Results
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Figure C-5 Example Kriging Standard Deviation Results
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Table C-1 Example Variance Adjustment Factors from the Excore Comparison
— -

are shown in Figure C-6 with the corresponding measured values and the variance
adjustment, as discussed in Section 4.3.4. The "0.0" values in Figure C-6 represent
failed measurement locations.

The final adjusted variance is calculated according to Section 4.3.5. The resulting val-
ues — expressed as the standard deviation — are shown in Figure C-7.

C.5 Peaking Margin to Limiting Criteria

The total uncertainty is calculated and included in the calculation of margin to the LOCA
and IC-DNB limits for LCO monitoring, as specified in Section 7.1.

C.5.1 Uncertainty Calculation

The total uncertainty is calculated by combining the uncertainty of all the components.
This includes the adjusted kriging variance and the statistically quantified and multiplica-
tive components. Table C-2 contains typical values for each component. These are
combined with the nodal value from Figure C-7 above to produce the total statistically
quantified uncertainty applied in calculating the peaking margin. For the node at loca-
tion (3, 5, 3) with an RPD of 1.644, the standard deviation calculated from the adjusted
kriging variance from SUPR is [ ] The observability error (relative system uncer-
tainty °) is assumed to be [ ]
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Figure C-6 Example Uncertainty Adjustment Factors from the Thermocouple
Comparison
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Figure C-7 Example Adjusted Kriging Standard Deviation Results
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Table C-2 Uncertainties in the Components _

] Since the margin to the IC-DNB limit is calculated for each assembly a separate two-
dimensional kriging calculation (which is similar to the example calculation in Appen-
dix A and is not included here) is performed to determine the RPD of the assembly at
(3,5). The resulting value is 1.357 £ 0.021, and thus, [

]

The multiplicative factors will address other effects, such as lack of explicit modeling of
the fuel assembly spacer grids. In this example, a peaking factor of 1.015 will be used.

The total uncertainty factors to be applied in the margin calculations is the product of
these. For LOCA [
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] and for IC-DNB [

C.5.2  Margin Calculation

The margin to the LCO limiting criteria, such as LOCA kW/ft limits and Initial Condition
DNB peaking limits, is calculated from the power distribution from the kriging process
and the total uncertainty calculated above. The LOCA margin is calculated for each
monitored node, which excludes the top and bottom 10% of the core. The calculation of
the peaking margin in percent for the peak node is shown below. The values of L are
representative for high-power locations from maneuvering analysis. [

The IC-DNB margin is for each fuel assembly as follows. [

To calculate the peaking margin for the peak pin in each core node, the ratio of the peak
to average pin is obtained from the core simulator and applied to the measured nodal
powers. An example set of peak-to-average pin power factors is shown in Figure C-8.

In this case, the margin is positive and no alarm is generated.
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Figure C-8 Example Peak-to-Average Pin Power Factors
\\( 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15
1 2.087 | 1.774 | 1.680 | 1.611 | 1.628 | 1.752 | 2.103
2.070 | 1.825 1 1.707 | 1611 | 1.641 | 1.795 | 2.008
1 2.040 | 1.796 | 1.684 | 1.596 | 1.623 | 1.769 | 2.067
2015 | 1.762 | 1.657 | 1.581 | 1.601 | 1.737 | 2.040
1992 | 1.718 | 1.622 | 1.562 | 1.579 | 1696 | 2.012
2195 | 1.642 | 1.278 | 1.213 | 1.243 [ 1.187 | 1.250 | 1.207 | 1.273 | 1.649 | 2.185
2183 | 1612 | 1265 | 1214 | 1.2 1183 | 1.263 | 1.209 | 1.261 | 1.630 | 2.179
2 2152 | 1.592 | 1.259 | 1.208 | 1.245 | 1.179 | 1 1.203 | 1.255 | 1.607 | 2.146
2122 | 1573 | 1.257 | 1205 | 1.232 | 1.178 | 1.237 | 1.201 | 1.252 | 1.584 | 2.114
2.091 | 1.552 | 1.258 | 1.202 | 1.247 | 1.178 1.198 | 1.253 | 1.557 | 2.078
2.178 | 1.339 | 1.144 | 1.072 | 1.056 | 1.090 | 1.087 | 1.087 | 1.073 | 1.072 | 1.141 | 1.339 | 2.193
2.161 | 1.315 | 1.139 | 1.070 | 1.066 | 1.093 | 1.109 { 1.089 | 1.068 | 1.069 | 1.135 | 1.314 | 2.178
3 2129 | 1.309 | 1.139 | 1.070 | 1.060 | 1.093 | 1.101 | 1.090 | 1.069 | 1.069 | 1.136 | 1.309 | 2.147
2.098 | 1.307 | 1.140 | 1.069 | 1.056 | 1.092 { 1.093 | 1.089 | 1.070 | 1.070 | 1.137 | 1.307 { 2.118
2.066 | 1.306 | 1.140 | 1.076 | 1.051 | 1.090 | 1.084 | 1.087 | 1.074 | 1.077 | 1.137 | 1.306 | 2.086
1649 | 1141 | 1.076 | 1.055 | 1.058 | 1.100 | 1.044 | 1.083 | 1.057 | 1.056 | 1.076 | 1.144 | 1.641
1.630 | 1.135 | 1.090 | 1.062 | 1.058 | 1.116 | 1.045 | 1.091 | 1.059 | 1.063 | 1.091 | 1.139 | 1.612
4 1.607 | 1.136 |{ 1.082 | 1.059 | 1.059 | 1.110 | 1.043 | 1.088 | 1.060 | 1.061 | 1.082 | 1.139 | 1.592
1.584 | 1.138 | 1.076 | 1.059 | 1.058 | 1.103 | 1.038 | 1.084 | 1.057 | 1.061 | 1.077 | 1.140 | 1.573
1558 | 1.138 | 1.069 | 1.065 | 1.056 | 1.094 | 1.035 | 1.079 | 1.056 | 1.062 | 1.070 | 1.140 | 1.552
2.104 [ 1274 | 1073 | 1.056 | 1.069 | 1.036 | 1.0 1.064 | 1.077 | 1.040 | 1.069 | 1.054 | 1.072 | 1.278 | 2.087
2.100 | 1.261 | 1.069 | 1.064 | 1.070 | 1.044 | 1.080 | 1.074 | 1.080 | 1.042 | 1.070 | 1.061 | 1.070 | 1.265 | 2.070
5| 2.069 | 1.255 | 1.069 | 1.061 | 1.069 | 1.044 | 1.074 | 1.073 | 1.074 | 1.041 | 1.069 | 1.059 | 1.070 | 1.259 | 2.041
2,041 | 1.253 | 1.070 | 1.061 | 1.069 | 1.044 | 1.073 | 1.071 | 1.073 | 1.041 | 1.068 | 1.059 | 1.070 | 1.257 | 2.016
2.013 | 1.253 | 1.077 | 1.062 | 1.069 | 1.044 | 1.078 | 1.068 | 1.078 | 1.046 | 1.069 | 1.064 | 1.076 | 1.258 | 1.993
1.753 | 1.207 | 1.072 | 1.057 | 1.039 | 1.053 | 1.036 | 1.070 | 1.036 | 1.053 | 1.036 | 1.058 | 1.057 | 1.214 | 1.778
1.796 | 1209 | 1.068 | 1.059 | 1.042 | 1.054 | 1.040 | 1.079 | 1.041 | 1.0 1.044 | 1.058 | 1.067 | 1.215 | 1.828
6] 1.770 | 1.203 | 1.068 | 1.060 | 1.041 | 1.057 | 1.040 | 1.072 | 1.040 | 1.057 | 1.044 | 1.059 | 1.061 | 1.209 | 1.799

84 | 1. 03

1565 | 1. 1.035

1680 | 1.2 1.091 | 1.101 | 1.077 | 1.037 | 1.070 | 1.088 | 1.069 | 1.037 | 1.077 | 1.085 | 1.088 | 1.258 | 1.701

1.707 | 1.257 | 1.094 | 1.116 | 1.080 | 1.042 | 1.073 | 1.100 | 1.073 | 1.042 | 1.080 | 1.093 | 1.090 69 | 1.707
9] 1684 | 1.246 | 1.093 | 1.110 | 1.074 | 1.041 | 1.071 | 1.095 | 1.070 | 1.041 | 1.074 | 1.090 | 1.090 | 1.257 | 1.686

1657 | 1233 | 1.092 | 1.104 | 1.073 | 1.041 | 1.069 | 1.089 | 1.069 | 1.040 | 1.073 | 1.086 | 1.090 | 1.243 | 1.666

1622 | 1219 | 1.091 | 1:095 | 1.078 | 1.041 | 1.067 | 1.085 | 1.067 | 1.039 | 1.078 | 1.081 | 1.088 | 1.228 | 1

1.776 | 1.213 | 1.057 | 1.058 | 1.036 | 1.053 | 1.036 | 1.069 | 1.036 | 1.053 | 1.039 | 1.057 | 1.074 | 1.211 | 1.774

10| 1.797 | 1.208 | 1.060 12039 1.044 | 1.057 | 1.040 | 1.072 | 1.040 | 1.057 | 1.041 | 1.060 | 1.069 | 1.207 | 1.789

11] 2.024 | 1259 | 1.070 | 1.059 | 1:069 | 1.042 | 1.073 | 1.074 | 1.074 | 1.044 | 1.069 | 1.061 | 1.070 | 1.256

1.612 [ 1.139 | 1.090 | 1.063 | 1.058 | 1.093 | 1.045 | 1.117 | 1.068 | 1.062 | 1.090 | 1.136 | 1.630
12 1.592 ! 1.139 | 1.082 | 1.061 | 1.060 | 1.090 | 1.044 | 1.111 | 1.059 | 1.059 | 1.082 | 1.136 | 1.608
1.573 | 1.1 1.076 | 1.061 | 1.058 | 1.086 | 1.039 | 1.105 | 1.058 | 1.060 | 1.076 | 1.138 | 1.585
1.552 | 1.140 | 1.069 | 1.062 | 1.056 | 1.081 | 1.034 | 1.096 | 1.057 | 1.065 | 1.069 | 1.138 | 1.557
2193 | 1.337 | 1.141 | 1.073 | 1.073 | 1.087 | 1.087 | 1.091 | 1.056 | 1.072 | 1.144 | 1.339 [ 2.185
2179 1 1.313 | 1135 | 1.069 | 1.068 | 1.089 | 1.109 | 1.094 | 1.066 | 1.070 | 1.139 | 1.315 ;| 2.179
13 2.149 | 1.308 | 1.136 | 1.069 | 1.069 | 1.089 | 1.101 | 1.094 | 1.060 | 1.070 | 1.139 { 1.309 ; 2.146
2120 | 1.306 | 1.138 | 1.070 | 1.070 | 1.089 | 1.093 | 1.093 | 1.0565 | 1.070 | 1.141 | 1.307 | 2.114
2.089 | 1.305 | 1.138 | 1.077 | 1.074 | 1.087 | 1.084 [ 1.091 | 1.050 | 1.077 | 1.140 | 1.306 | 2.078
2.187 | 1.650 } 1.274 | 1.207 | 1.250 | 1.187 | 1.245 | 1.213 | 1.279 | 1.642 | 2.196
2.169 | 1.631 | 1.261 | 1.209 | 1.263 | 1.184 | 1.257 | 1.215 | 1.265 | 1.613 | 2.183
14 2135 | 1.608 | 1.255 | 1.203 | 1.250 | 1.179 | 1.246 | 1.208 | 1.259 | 1.592 | 2.162
2.103 | 1.585 | 1.253 | 1.201 2 1.178 | 1.233 | 1.205 | 1.257 | 1.574 | 2.124
2.068 | 1.558 | 1.253 | 1.198 | 1.221 | 1.179 | 1.218 | 1.202 | 1.258 | 1.553 | 2.092
2105 | 1.752 | 1.629 | 1.614 0 | 1.776 | 2.088 k=1
2101 | 1.795 | 1. 1.615 | 1.707 | 1.826 | 2.071 k=2
15 2.069 | 1.769 | 1.626 | 1.600 | 1.684 | 1.797 | 2.041 k=3
2.041 | 1.737 | 1.603 | 1.584 | 1.657 | 1.763 | 2.016 k=4
2.014 | 1.696 | 1.580 | 1.565 | 1.622 | 1.719 | 1.993 k=5
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Appendix D EXAMPLE UNCERTAINTY ANALYSIS

This section provides an example of the analysis to quantify the system uncertainty val-
ues, o, to be applied in the calculation of the margin to the peaking limit in Section 7.1
as part of Fy,;, described in Section 7.1.4.

This example is artificial and represents a power increase in a fuel assembly in a posi-
tion farthest from the TIPs. In actual application, the events described in Section 6.2
would be examined to determine the most limiting event. In addition, a range of failed
thermocouples and TIP locations would be examined and the variation in o5 would be
quantified and applied as a function of those parameters. This particular example case
only examined thermocouple failures.

A computer code called UAC has been written to perform the Monte Carlo analysis
described in Section 6.3. In this analysis, a power distribution representing the desired
plant conditions is generated by a core simulator code, NEMO. This power distribution
is used for the assumed true power distribution. The Monte Carlo code then simulated
operation of the SUPR-FMTS by applying the specified uncertainties to the measured
parameters such as power level, rod position, incore, thermocouple, and excore mea-
surements. This simulated plant data is used by the SUPR-FMTS to produce a "mea-
sured” power distribution. The ratio of the true to the simulated measured power distri-
bution is calculated.

True

i,j,k
The amount this quantity exceeds 1.0 represents the amount that the true RPD is
under-measured. This simulated power distribution measurement is repeated a suffi-
cient number of times to build a distribution. In this example, [ ] trials were run but
in actual application more may be run to obtain a better distribution.

For each nodal location in the core, the results of all the trials are examined with a D’
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normality test.” If the data for that node is deemed normal, an upper 95/95 tolerance
limit is determined from the mean ratio and the standard deviation. If the data fails the
normality test, a distribution-free tolerance limit is obtained from the data. In the exam-
ple shown here, the ratios for the node are ranked, and the sixth from the top, corre-
sponding to a 95/95 tolerance limit for [ ] trials, is used for the tolerance limit for
that node.

Since the margin calculation includes the Kriging Augmented Variance, afj_k, as
described in Section 4.3.5, this factor is removed from the tolerance limits calculated
above for each node.

i
e __ RPDISE

Ljk = »
J Ui etk O'Ej.k

where g, ;. is the kriging estimate. The adjusted ratios for all nodes in the core are
plotted against the true RPD in Figure D-1.

From this we see that a multiplicative factor of | ] for oS combined with the appli-
cation of o, . in the margin calculation will ensure that none of the high-powered or lim-
iting nodes in the core will be greater than the true power 95% of the time with a 95%
confidence. This analysis is repeated while including various amounts of random instru-
ment failure. The resulting additional uncertainty factor, o°, above o, required to pro-
vide the same assurance for a range, covering the percent of thermocouple instrument
locations anticipated to fail without requiring a restriction in operation, is shown in Fig-
ure D-2.

'ANSI Standard ANS N15.15-1974 American National Standard Assessment of the Assumption
of Normality (Employing Individual Observed Values).
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Figure D-1 Adjusted Tolerance Limits for Nodes vs True RPD
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Figure D-2 Additional Uncertainty Factor vs Percentage of Failed Thermocoupltﬁ




Section(s) or

Nature of Changes

Item Page(s) Description and Justification

1 All a) “ADJKPV” was replaced with “ADJKV”

b) o2 everywhere denotes either a variance or the
process variance in particular

c) &2 everywhere denotes the maximum likelihood
estimate of the process variance

d) o« everywhere denotes the kriging variance

e) dwas replaced with

f)  Performed minor editorial changes (corrected
misspelled words, fixed typographical errors in
notation, etc.)

2 Page 1-3 Deleted the EPR from the list of plants for the
application of the SUPR methodology based on NRC
request.

3 Pages 1-3, 2-1,  Changed “kriging process variance” or “ADJKPV" to

4-7, and B-3 either “kriging variance” or simply “variance”
4 Page 1-5 Merged old items 3 and 4 to a new ltem 3, rewording
part of what was in ltem 4 based on feedback from the
NRC
S Page 4-8 Removed a paragraph at the top of the page about the
process variance
6 Pages 4-15, 4- Changed “process variance” to either “kriging variance”
16, 7-5, and A-1  or simply “variance”

7 Pages 7-4,7-5, Changed o to u for the uncertainties
and 7-8

8 Page 7-8 Changed “ADJKPV” to “(o %>



Nature of Changes (continued)
Section(s) or
Item Page(s) Description and Justification

9 Page A-1 Changed the value of ¢ to 1.5, the value used in the
example calculations and the area of influence to 26to
be consistent with how the sample calculation was
generated

10 Page A4 a) Removed “g(xo) +”
b) Changed “kriging variance” to “process variance”

11 Page A-5 Added the calculation of the kriging variance and its
standard deviation

12 Page C-7 New results in Figure C-4

13 Page C-8 New results in Figure C-5

14 Page C-9 a) Changed the node of the example from

(4, 6, 2) to (3, 5, 3), which is the potential
location of the peak power in the core as
determined by the kriging estimate of the RPD
plus the kriging uncertainty

b) Clarified the discussion of the adjusted kriging
variance and relative system uncertainty

15 Page C-11 New results in Figure C-7

16 Page C-12 a) Corrected the headers of Table C-2

b) Modified the example calculations of Fioca and
Fic-ons

c) Added text about the two-dimensional kriging
calculation used to provide an assembly RPD
and uncertainty for the IC-DNB margin
calculation.

17 Page C-13 Modified the example calculations of F,c for LOCA and
IC-DNB and the example calculations of the LOCA and
IC-DNB margins



Nature of Changes (continued)
Section(s) or

item Page(s) Description and Justification
18 Page D-2 a) Changed “the 4th from the top” to “the sixth from
the top”

b) Corrected the formula for R, to include the
kriging estimate



