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Suppression Chamber 3/4.7.K

3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

K. Suppression Chamber ‘ - ' K. Suppression Chamber

The suppression chamber shall be
OPERABLE with: '

1. The suppression pool water level
between 14’ 6.5" and 14' 10.5",

‘ 2. A suppression pool maximdm avevra“ge
I water temperature of <8°F during
OPERATIONAL MODDE(s) 1 or 2, except
that the maximum average temperature
may be permitted to increase to:
(105)
I' ‘ a.  <€B°F during testing which
‘ adds heat to the suppression
pool.

|
l _ b. <TBY°F with THERMAL
‘ POWER 1% of RATED
‘ ‘ THERMAL POWER.

l c. <s@D°F with the main steam

line isolation valves closed
following a scram.

3. A total leakage between the
.. suppression chamber and drywell of
. less than the equivalent leakage -
through a 1 inch diameter orifice at a
differential pressure of 1.0 psid.

APPLICABILITY:

OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1, 2 and 3.

ACTION:
1. With the suppression pool water level

outside the above limits, restore the
water level to within the limits

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.7-16

The subpression chamber shall be
demonstrated OPERABLE:

1.

By verifying the suppression pool water
level to be within the limits at least
once per 24 hours.

At least once per 24 hours by verifying
the suppression pool average water

temperature to be s, except:
A

a. At least once per 5 minutes duh’ng
testing which adds heat to the
suppression pool, by verifying the
suppression pool average water

temperature 1o be sE8°F.
P.

b. At least once per hour when
suppression pool average water

temperature is 2 by verifying: I
@)

1) Suppression pool average
water temperature to be

s @O°F, and

2) THERMAL POWER to be s 1%
-- of RATED THERMAL POWER
after suppression pool average
water temperature has

exceeded ZBFF for more than l
24 hours. @

c. At least once per 30 minutes with -
the main steam isolation valves
closed following a scram and
suppression pool average water
temperature >@AYF, by verifying
suppression pool average water

temperature to be s

Amendment Nos. 15 47



3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

Suppression Chamber 3/4.7.K

4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

within 1 hour or be in at least HOT
SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours
and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the
following 24 hours.

In OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1 or 2 with
the suppression pool average water

temperature > F, except as
permitted above, restore the average

lemperature to s@'F within 24 hours
or reduce THERMAL POWER to <1%
RATED THERMAL POWER within the
next 12 hours.

With the suppression pogl average
water temperature >@9°F during
testing which adds heat to the

" suppression pool, except as permitted

above, stop all testing which adds heat
to the suppression pool and restore the
average temperature to s(OYF wi

24 hours or reduce THERMAL POWER
to 1% RATED THERMAL POWER
within the next 12 hours.

With the suppression pool average
water temperature >QO0¢F,

- immediately place the reactor mode"

switch in the Shutdown position and
operate at least one low pressure
coolant injection loop in the suppression
pool cooling mode.

With the suppression pool average m
‘water temperature > {(AT°F,

- depressurize the reactor pressure vessel

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3

to <150 psig (reactor steam dome

pressure)} within 12 hours.

3/4.7-17

Deleted. - . ° "‘ ~_ .
Deleted. -

At least once per 18 months by
conducting a drywell to suppression
chamber bypass leak test at an initial
differential pressure of 1.0 psid and
verifying that the measured leakage is
within the specified limit. If any
drywell to suppression chamber bypass
leak test fails to meet the specified
limit, the test schedule for subsequent
tests shall be reviewed and approved
by the Commission. If two.consecutive
tests fail to meetthe specified limit, a =~
test shall be performed at least every

S months until two consecutive tests
meet the specified limit, at which time
the 18 month test schedule may be
resumed. . o

Amendment Nos. 152 & 147



examination following apy”event where potentially
‘ at no significan age was encountered. {

L ’ . CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS B 3/4.7

BASES

and de-inerted as soon as possible in the plant shutdown Aslong as reactor power is below 15%
of RATED THERMAL POWER, the potential for an event that generates significant hydrogen is low
and the primary containment does not need to be inert. Furthermore, the probability of an event
that generates hydrogen occurring within the first 24 hours of a reactor startup or within the last
24 hours before a shutdown is low enough that these windows, when the primary containment is
not inerted, are also justified. The 24 hour time frame is a reasonable amount of time to allow
plant personnel to perform inerting or de-inerting.

3/4.7.K Suppression Chamber

The specifications of this section ensure that the primary containment pressure will not exceed the
design pressure during primary system blowdown from full operating pressure.

tnsert A > .

The suppression chamber water provud s the heat sink for the reactor coolant system energy
release following a postulated rupture/of the system. The suppression chamber water volume
must absorb the associated decay ajfid structural sensible heat released during reactor coolant
system blowdown from Since all of the gases in the drywell are purged into the
suppression chamber air space during a Ioss of coolant accident, the pressure of the liquid and gas

.must not exceed the suppression chamber maximum pressure. The design volume of the

suppression chamber, water and air, was obtained by conSidering that the total volume of reactor
coolant is discharged to the suppression chamber and that the drywell volume is purged to the
suppression chamber. : :

An allowable bypass area between the primary containment and the drywell and suppression '
chamber is identified based on analysis considering primary system break area, suppression .
chamber effectiveness, and containment design pressure. Analyses show that the maximum
allowable bypass area is equivalent to all vacuum breakers open the equwalent of 1/1 6 inch at all
pomts along the seal surface of the disk Fe,aaie - . :
Using the minimum or maximum wat_er levels given in this specification (as measured from the
bottom of the suppression chamber), primary containment maximum pressure following a design
basis accident is approximately 48 psig, which is below the design pressure. The maximum water
level results in a downcomer submergence of 4 feet and the minimum level resulits in a
submergence approximately 4 inches less. - If it becomes necessary to make the suppression
chamber inoperable, it is done in accordance with the requirements in Specuficatton 3.5.C.

Ohce, per 24 hours
Because of the large volume and thermal capacity of the sGppression pool, the level and
temperature normally change very slowly and monitoring these parameters is sufficient to
establish any trend. By requiring the suppression pool temperature to be more frequently
monitored during periods of significant heat addition, the temperature trends will be closely
followed so that appropriate action can be taken_ﬁhe reguitement tor an extemal visual

1

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 | B 3/4.7-5 4 " Amendment Nos. 150 & 145
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safety/relief valve discharges or from Design Basis Accidents (DBAs). This is
the essential mitigative feature of a pressure-suppression containment that o
ensures that the peak containment pressure is maintained below the -

maximum allowable pressure for DBAs (62 psig). The suppression pool : -

must also condense steam from the High Pressure Coolant Injection turbine

system exhaust lines. Suppression pool average temperature, in conjunction

with suppression pool water level, is a key indication of the capacity of the
suppression pool to fulfill these requirements. '
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CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS B 3/4.7

BASES

e : A . - . e - “I- : 'v-».._,. ) L
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of highest SS.

@:omin/drie‘—?)he vncmlty of_he rehw dlscharge sinc /the‘se are expectjaalb bejle pomts)

in conjunction with the Mark | Containment Short Term Program, a plant unique analysis was: - .
performed which demonstrated a factor of safety of at least.two for the weakest.element.in the :
suppressuon chamber. support system and attached piping. The maintenance of a dr%;ell-__
- suppression chamber differential pressure and a suppression chamber water level correspbndmg to
'a downcomer submergence range of 3.67 to 4.00 feet will assure the integrity of the suppression

chamber when subjected to post-LOCA suppressaon pool hydrodynarmc forces.

MSunnmssmn_Chambmnd_mnﬂ_Snm

Foliowing a Design Basis Accident (DBA), the suppression chamber spray function of the low —-
pressure coolant injection (LPCl)/containment cooling system removes heat from the suppression
chamber air space and condenses steam. The suppression chamber is designed to absorb the
sudden input of heat from the primary system from a DBA or a rapid depressurization of the reactor
pressure vessel through safety or relief valves. There is one 100% capacity containment spray
header inside the suppression chamber. Periodic operation of the suppression chamber and
drywell sprays may also be used following a DBA to assist the natural convection and diffusion
mixing of hydrogen and oxygen when other ECCS requirements are met and oxygen concentration
exceeds 4%. Since the spray system is a function of the LPCl/containment cooling system, the
loops will not be aligned for the spray function during normal operation, but all components
required to operate for proper alignment must be OPERABLE.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 ' B 3/4.7-6 Amendment Nos. 152 & 147
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) ensure ‘that the containment conditions assumed in the safety analyses are

The suppressnon pool is also designed to quench the energy fromi-iziic. ~

Insert B to page B 3/4.7-5

A limitation of the SUppreSS|on pool average temperature is redulred o

met.-This limitation subsequently ensures that peak primary contamment
pressures and temperatures do not exceed maximum allowable values C
during a postulated DBA or any transient resulting in heat-up of the” =~
suppression pool. The postulated DBA against which the primary
containment performance is evaluated is the entire spectrum of postulated
pipe breaks within the primary containment. Input to the safety analyses L
include initial suppression pool water volume and suppression pool "~~~ T &l
temperature. An initial pool temperature of 95 °F-is assumed for these
analyses. Reactor shutdown at 110 °F and vessel de-pressurization at a
pool temperature of 120 °F are also assumed for these analyses.=The limit
of 105 °F at which testing is terminated, is not used in the safety analyses
because DBAs are assumed not to mmate durmg plant testmg s

safety/relief valve discharges. ' Thus, the safety analyses related to the
suppression pool must consider all accident scenarios that.invoive o

safety/relief valve actuation’s. The limit for the suppression pool average L
temperature is set low enough to preclude local boiling due to safety/rélief ™ ="
valve discharge via the T-quencher devices. In accordance with GE NEDO-
30832, local suppression pool temperature limits are not required because
the emergency core coollng system pump mlets are Iocated belo'w the'““‘ o

[P PRRIRU SV
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PLANT SYSTEMS ¥ ' -~ UHS 3/4.8.C

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4 8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

-~ C.- UIUmate Heat Smk Fraffienliien 40 €0 Ultimate Heat Smk e S
The ultimate heat smk shall be OPERABLE : "7 The ultimate heat smk shall be determmed
with: LTtk et . .- OPERABLE at least once per 24 hours by -~

- o verifying the average water temperature

1. A minimum water level 'at or above ~and water level to be within their limits.
' elevation 500 ft Mean Sea Level, and : :

2. An average water temperature of
rfs
APPLICABILITY:

OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1, 2, 3 4 5
and *

ALCTION:

With the requirements of the a(bo,ve '
specification not satisfied:

1. In'OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1. 2 or 3, |

- be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within
-.12 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN

wrthm the next 24 hours EAS :

2W|n OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 40f 5 DN
" * declare the diesel generator cooling *
- water system inoperable and take the
- ACTION required by Specrfrcatlon ’

- 3.8.B.

3. In OPERATIONAL MODE *, declare the
. diesel generator cooling water system
- inoperable and take the ACTION ,
required by Specification 3.8.B. The
provisions of Specification 3.0.C are
not applicable.

* When handling irradiated fuel in the secondary containment, durmg CORE ALTERATION(S) and operations with
a potential to drain the reactor vessel.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 ' 3/4.8-5 Amendment Nos. 152 & 147



3.7 -

LIMITING CONDITIQNS FOR OPERATION

Suppression Chamber 3/4.7.K

4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

K. Suppressnon Chamber

The suppressnon chamber shall be
OPERABLE with: -

1.

The suppression pool water level

‘between 14' 6.5" and 14’ 10.5",

‘A suppression pool maximum average
L. water temperature of <95°F during .
;, . OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1.0r 2, except’
that the maximum average temperature
'fmay be permltted to mcrease to ‘

,.a.’ $105°F dunng testmg WhICh
" adds.heat to the suppressnon
pool .

‘-b-, 51 10 F wrth THERMAL
' POWER <1%.of RATED
THERMAL POWER

€. 5120 F wrth the main steam
" line isolation valves closed :
followmg a scram o

A total Ieakage between the ,
‘suppression chamber and drywell of

less than the’ equrvalent leakage -

- through a"1-inch:diameter, orlflce at a

-'drfferentlal pressure of 1 O psid. .

. OPERATIONAL MODE(s)1,2and 3.~ .~

R

Wrth the suppressron pool water Ievel
outsnde the above llmlts restore the ..

K. Suppression Chamber

The suppression chamber shall be
demonstrated OPERABLE:

1.

By veritfying the suppression pool water
level to be within the limits at least

‘once per 24 hours.

At least once per 24 hours by verifying
the suppressron pool average water

. temperature to be s95°F, except: - |

‘a. . At least once per 5 minutes during

testing which adds heat to the =
_ suppression pool, by verifying the

suppression pool average water

temperature to be <105°F. . 1

“b.  Atleast once per hour. when

~ suppression pool average water

.. temperature is = 95°F, by verifying:l

1) Suppression pool average
"~ water temperature to be ,
s110°F,and . |

© 2) THERMAL POWER to be s 1%
"+ - of RATED THERMAL POWER
- after suppression pool aVerage )
water temperature has - '
exceeded 95°F for more than I
24 h0urs

. At least'oncetper 30 minutes ‘with

. <the main steamisolation valves

. closed following a scram and

. * - suppression pool average water

temperature >95°F, by verifying
) ;-suppression pool average water
-~ temperature to be <1 20°E.




3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

Suppression Chamber 3/4.7.K

4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REOUIREMENTS

: within 1 hour or be in at least HOT
' "+ 'SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours
and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the -
following 24 hours.

. 2. 'In OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1 or 2 with
- - .the suppression pool average water
- | temperature > 95°F, except as ..
‘ permitted above, restore the average .

S I temperature to s95°F within 24 hours |

or reduce THERMAL POWER to s1%
) RATED THERMAL POWER wrthln the
' “next 12 hours. :

- 1.3, - With the suppression pool average
e f'ﬁ' " -watertemperature > 105°F during
.. - testing which adds heat to the
) "suppressron pool, except as permrtted

i "“5"i‘::above stop.all testing which adds heat
-i10 the 'suppression pool-and restore the -

- average temperature to <95°F within

. ."* "24 hours.or reduce THERMAL POWER
"' to $1% RATED THERMAL POWER
Awrthm the next'12 hours :

o ,Wrth the suppressron pool average

le o water temperature >110°F, )
-~ immediately place the reactor mode
.2~ switch in the Shutdown position and
operate at least one Iow pressure

‘.pool coolmg mode

With the suppressron pool average
- ‘water temperature >120°F,

LU, T idepressurize.the reactor pressure vessel

:t0 <150 psig (reactor steam dome
pressure) wnthrn 12 hours 5

3. Deleted.
4. Deleted.

5. At least once per 18 months by
conducting a drywell to suppression
chamber bypass leak test.at an initial
differential pressure of 1.0 psid and
verifying that the measured leakage is
within the. specified limit. If any '
drywell to suppression chamber bypass
leak test fails to meet the specified '
limit, the test schedule for subsequent
tests shall be reviewed and approved

_by the Commission. If two consecutive
tests fail to meet the specified limit, a -
test shall be performed at least every
9 'months until two consecutive tests
meet the specified limit, at which time

" the 18 month test schedule may be :

~‘resumed. : ST

.. coolant injection Ioop in the suppressron  1 :

7 ‘Amendment.Nos.
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' contamment pressure’is maintained below the maximum allowable pressure for DBAs (62.psig).

CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS B 3/4.7

'BASES

and de-inerted as soon as possible in the plant shutdown. As long as reactor power is below 15%

- of RATED THERMAL POWER, the potential for an event that generates significant hydrogen is low

and the primary containment does not need to be inert. Furthermore, the probability of an evant
‘that generates hydrogen occurring within the first 24 hours of a reactor startup or within the last
24 hours before a shutdown is low enough that these windows, when the primary containment is
‘not.inerted, are also justified. The 24 hour time frame is a reasonable amount of time to allow
plant personnel to perform mertmg or de mertmg

Ms.unnmm&hambﬂ

The specuflcatlons of this.section ensure that the primary -containment pressure erI not exceed the
desrgn pressure durrng prlmary system blowdown from full operatxng pressure.

The suppressuon chamber water provrdes the heat sink for the reactor coolant system energy ,
-:release following a postulated rupture of the system. The suppression chamber water volume must -
absorb the associated decay and structural sensible heat released during reactor coolant system
~-blowdown from 'safety/relief valve discharges or from Design Basis Accidents (DBAs). This is the
. ‘essential mitigative feature of a pressure-suppression.containment that ensures that the peak

The suppression pool must also condense: steam from the Hugh Pressure Coolant Injection turbine
system exhaust lines. . Suppressuon pool average temperature, m conjunction with suppressron pool
“water level, is- a key indication of the capacity of the suppression pool to fulfill these requurements.
_Since all.of the gases in the drywell are purged into the suppression chamber air space during a
_loss of coolant accident, the pressure of the liquid and gas must not exceed the suppression
chamber maximum pressure The design volume of the suppression chamber, water and air, was -
“obtained by consrderlng that the total volume of reactor coolant is discharged to the SuppreSSIOn

chamber and that the drywell volume Is purged to the suppressuon chamber.

"-; An allowable bypass area between the pnmary contarnment and the drywell and suppression

= chamber is identified based on analysrs considering primary system break area, suppression

-~

chamber effectiveness, and ‘containment design pressure. Analyses show that the maximum ‘
allowable bypass area is.equivalent to all vacuum breakers open the equuvalent of 1/16 inch at all
pomts along the seaI surface of the dlsk ‘

W

Usrng the minimum .or maxrmum water levels grven in this specification (as measured from the
bottom of the' suppressron chamber) iprimary containment maximum pressure following a desrgn

.\ -basis‘accident'is approxumately 48 psig, which is below the design pressure. The maximum water
level results in a- downcomer suibmergence of 4 feet ‘and the minimum level results in‘a
’ submergence approxrmately 4. inches less.If it becomes necessary to make the suppression

chamber moperable it: |s done |n accordance wrth the requurements in Specrflcatron 3.5.C.

.. Amendment Nos. -




. primary containment pressures and temperatures do.not exceed maximum allowable values during

:DBA against which the primary containment performance is evaluated is the entire spectrum of
" postulated pipe breaks within the primary containment. Input to the safety analyses include initial -
- suppression pool water volume and suppression pool temperature. An initial pool temperature of
95°F is assumed for these analyses. Reactor shutdown at 110°F and vessel de-pressurization at a
" -pool temperature of 120°F are also assumed for these analyses. The limit of 105°F at which

‘“‘ sl

_ requrred because the emergency core coolmg system pump rnlets are located below the elevatron

CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS B . 3/4.7

" BASES

Because of the large volume and thermal capacity of the suppression pool, the level and
temperature normly and monitoring these parameters once per 24 hours is sufficient to establish |
any trend. By requiring the suppression pool temperature to be more frequently monitored during
periods of significant heat addition, the temperature trends will be closely foliowed so that
appropnate actlon can be taken.

A limitation of the suppression pool average temperature is required to ensure that the contalnmenﬁ
conditions-assumed in the safety analyses are met. This limitation subsequently ensures that peak

a postulated DBA or any transient resulting in heat-up of the suppression pool. The postulated

‘testing is terminated, is not used in the safety analyses because DBAs are assumied not to initiate
durmg plant testrng : : . ,

The suppressron pool is also desrgned to quench the energy ‘from safety/relref valve drscharges
Thus, the safety analyses related to the suppression pool must consider all accident scenarios that
involve safety/relief valve actuatlon s. The limit for the suppression pool average temperature is
“set low enough to preclude local borllng due to safety/relief valve discharge via the T-quencher.
devices. In accordance with GE NEDO-30832, local suppression pool temperature limits are not

of the quenchers

The available net. posutlve suction head may be Iess than that requrred by the emergency core
coolmg system pumps, thus there is dependency on contamment over pressure during the accrdent
lnjectron phase. . .. LT et : : ,

ln conjunctron wrth the Mark 1 Contamment Short Term Program a plant unrque analysis was

performed which demonstrated a factor of safety of at least two for the weakest element in the

; "su'pp'ression chamber support-system and attached piping. The maintenance of a drywell-

suppressuon chamber differential pressure and'a suppressuon chamber water level.corresponding to
~.a downcomer submergence range of. 3.67 to 4.00 feet will ‘assure.the rntegnty -of the suppressron
chamber when subjected to post LOCA suppressron pool hydrodynamrc forces .

,'.'ff.i.Amendméntul\losf'f‘ o




‘ . : CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS B 3/4.7

BASES

E&LLSunnLeﬁsiQn_QbambeLand_D_mmeu_Snm

Following a Design Basis Accident (DBA), the suppression chamber spray function of the low
pressure coolant injection (LPCl)/containment cooling system removes heat from the suppression
chamber air space and condenses steam. The suppression chamber is designed to absorb the '
sudden input of heat from the primary system from a DBA or a rapid depressurization of the
reactor pressuré vessel through safety or relief valves. There is one 100% capacity containment
spray header inside the suppression chamber. Periodic operation of the suppression chamber
and drywell sprays may also be used following a DBA to assist the natural convection and diffusion
mixing of hydrogen and oxygen when other ECCS requirements are met and oxygen concentration
exceeds-4%. Since the spray systemis a function of the LPCi/containment cooling system, the
loops will not be aligned for the spray function during ‘normal operatlon but all components
"requnred to. operate for proper ahgnment must be OPERABLE




‘ " PLANT SYSTEMS UHS 3/4.8.C

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

C. Ultimate Heat Smk ‘ ' C. Ultimate Heat Sink

) The ultimate heat sink shall be OPERABLE
with: -

'1, A minimum water level at or above
elevation 500 ft Mean Sea Level, and

2. An average water temperature of
"$95°F.

- " L = . ,.’

OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
o ‘and’ c

o A\ Wnth the requurements of the above
' ‘-"_';:'_-Lvspecufucanon not satisfied: ‘

SN In OPERATIONAL MODE(Ss) 1, 2.0r 3,
" be-in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within ..

.- 12 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN
’ ‘wuthm the next 24 hours. -

2.’ In OPERATIONAL MODEIs) 4 or 5
declare the diesel generator-cooling

~ ‘water system inoperable and take the

~ .ACTION requnred by Specnf:catlon
' 3 8. B

-3 '-In OPERATIONAL MODE * , declare the

-1 diesel generator cooling water system
,’moperable and take the ACTION

"~ required by Specification 3.8.B. The
-~ -provisions .of Specification 3 0. C are
S f:not apphcable ‘

a potential ‘to :draln the reactor vessel. .

The ultimate heat sink shall be determined
OPERABLE at least once per 24 hours by
verifying the average water temperature
and water level to be within their limits.

'When handlmg madnated fuel in the secondary contamment, durnng CORE ALTERATION(s) and operatnons Wlth




ATTACHMENT D

CALCULATIONAL LISTING

DESCRIPTION

PROPRIETARY STATUS

REV.

DATE

1. DRE 97-010 Dresden LPC1/Core Spray
NPSH Analysis post DBA-LOCA - long

| term - Design Basis, Rev. 0 (att. G,

reference 1)

- Non-proprietory

2/13/97

2. DRE 97-012 Dresden LPCI/Core Spray
NPSH Analysis post DBA-LOCA - short

-| term - Design Basns/GE SIL 151 (att. G

reference 2)

Non-proprietory

2/13/97

3. DRE 96-0214 Minimum avarlable )
CCSW flow to maintain a 20 psi differential

between LPCI and CCSW heat exchanger
(att. G, reference 3)

Non-proprietory -

2/6/97

| 4. GE-NE-T23000740-1 Dresden Station
-: | Nuclear Power Station Units2and3. =~~~ -
Containment Analyses of the DBA-LOCA
.| based on long term LPCI/Containment
.| Cooling System configuration of one

‘} 'LPCI/Containment Cooling Pump and 2
-1 'CCSW pump. (att. G, reference 4) -~

" - Non-proprietory .

. 12/96

.| 5-.Containment Pressure and Temperature

- | Analysis for Dresden NPSH Evaluations - 2 *

.} CCSW pump flow of 5400 gpm (att G
| reference 5)-

Non-proprietory

11/18/96

“Te. Containment Pressure and Temperature
| Analysis for Dresden NPSH Evaluations. 1
LPCI/Containment Cooling Pump Flow of

5000 gpm. 2 CCSW pump flow of 5000

-| gpm (att. G, reference 6)

Non-'proprietory ,

12/26/96

- | 7. Containment Pressure and Temperature N
.. | Analysis for Dresden NPSH Evaluations, - -
. 1| short-term (600 seconds) containment - -
| response, 4-LPCl/Containment Cooling

Pump Flow of 5150 gpm per pump, 2-CS™
Pump Flow of 5800 gpm per pump (att. G,

. reference 19)

Non-proprietory

1728097
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UFSAR CHANGE DFL $7011
_SKORI-TERN/LONG-TERM CONTAINMENT PRESSURE AND TEMP

VOLUME

s
—

SECTION

PARAG.

DESCRIPTION/REASON FOR CHANGE

SECTION 6.0,

LIST OF
TABLES

N/A

Revised title of Table 6.2-3, added Tables 6.2-~3a and
6.2-3b, deleted Table 6.2-6 and replaced Tables 6.3-17

~and 6.3-18 to reflect new containment temperature and

pressure responses.

. SECTION 6.0,

LIST OF
FIGURES

‘N/A

Added Figures 6.2-1%9a, 6.2-19b, 6.2-20a, 6.2-20b, 6.2-
20c and 6.2-20d to reflect new containment temperature
and pressure responses.

. 6.2.1.3.2

Added a description to identify the short term and
long term containment response to a Loss of Coolant
Accident (LOCA). This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray
pump requ1rements.

+6.2.1.3.2.1

N (new). .

N/A

6.2-19

Added subsection to identify discussion- for original
containment short term response to a design bases
accident. This change is a result of the Licensing
Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray pump
reguirements.

0 6.2.1.3.2.2

(new) -

N/A

6.2-24

Added new subsection which covers the new evaluation
for the containment short term response to a-design
bases accident (DBA) LOCA for minimum NPSH available.
The discussion covers the worse case condition for the
first 600 seconds of the accident. This change is a
result of the Licensing Amendment -to reevaluate LPCI
and Core Spray pump requlrements. .

1,3 to

6.2-25

Renumbered subsection to 6.2.1.3.2.3 to maintain
consistency in the LOCA discussion. . Included
statement that LPCI and core spray w1ll help remove
the noncondensible gases during the first 10 minutes
(paragraph 1). In paragraphs 3 through 8, references
to the.original licensing basis for long term coollng
were removed to reflect the current licensing basis
being initiated for the long term DBA-LOCA. ' This’
current .basis reflects the worse case condition for
LPCI and core spray operation and its acceptability. .

‘'This change is a result of the Licensing Amendment to

reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray pump requirements.

6.2:1.3.3.1

{1 to 4}

6.2-26

Subsection and references 'to the original licensing

.basis for long term coollng were removed to reflect

the current llcen51ng basis being initiated for the
long term DBA-LOCA. ' This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray -

.pump requirements.

6.2-217

Subsection and references to the original licensing
basis for long term cooling were removed to reflect

‘| the current licensing basis being initiated for the

long term DBA-LOCA. This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendmert ‘to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray

pump requlrements.

K

Subsection and refereéences to the original licensing
basis for long term coollng were removed to reflect

the current licensing basis being initiated for the

long term .DBA~LOCA. This change is a result of the -
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray

pump requirements.

v'Subsection'and<references to the original licensing
basis for long term cooling were removed to reflect

the current licensing basis being initiated for the
long term DBA-LOCA. This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray

pump requiréments.’

'

Original safety relief valve discharge device
limitations were removed and new discussion was. added
to reflect the current llcen51ng basis being initiated
«for the long term DBA-LOCA. This change is a result
of the Llcen51ng Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core

Spray pump requirements.
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6.2.2.2

8 & 11

Removed heat exchanger references to maximum
suppr9551on pool temperature of 170°F in Paragraph 8.
This is belng removed since the current licensing
basis being initiated for the long term DBA-LOCA sets
this temperature at 176°F. 1In paragraph 11,
unnecessary information on tube replacement for the
LPCI heat exchanger is being removed to enhance the
section description. - The loss of 6% heat transfer
addresses both plugged and replaced tubes.

6.2.2.3.2

i

6.2-59

Added ECCS strainer design information for design
consistency and to ensure incorporatlon into the
UFSAR. This information was included in UFSAR pending
change DFL-96140.

‘Table 6.2-3

N/A

Revised Table 6.2-3 which documented the original DBA-
LOCA design parameters to reflect the design
parameters from the new evaluations performed for the
containment short term and long term responses to a
DBA-LOCA , including minimum NPSH available. This
change is’a result of the Licensing Amendment to
reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray pump requirements.

A-Table‘
. 6.2-3a ...
"6.2=3b

‘N/A

NCW‘

.DBA-LOCA ,

Added Tables 6.2-3a and 6.2-3b to reflect the design
parameters from the new evaluations performed for.the
containment short term and long term responses to a
including minimum NPSH available. This
change is a result of ‘the Licensing Amendment to
reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray pump requirements.

' Table 6.2-6

.ﬁfN)uﬁ

B B

1 to 4

Deleted Table 6.2-6 as it relates to safety relief
valve discharge device limitations (Section .
6.2.1,3.6.4.3) which were removed to reflect the
current licensing basis being initiated for the long
term DBA-LOCA. This change is a result of the

.Licensing Amendment -to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray

pump requirements.

Table 6.2-7 -

et

N

‘Addéd -containment. ¢ooling specifications for various

LPCI and CCSW heat exchanger flows as related to the

‘new evaluations performed for the containment short

term and long term responses to a DBA-LOCA , including
minimum NPSH available. The change to this ‘table
initiated under UFSAR change DFL 96140 is belng
deleted with this design change.. This change is a
result of the Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI

-and Core Spray pump requlrements.

 Table.

6.2-19 il

Initiated Tables 6.2- 193 and 6.2-19b to reflect the
new suppression pool temperature and suppression
chamber pressure responses evaluated for the

.containment short term response to a design bases

accident (DBA) LOCA for minimum NPSH -available. The
discussion covers the worse case. condition for the
first 600 seconds of the accident.. This-change is a

:result of the Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI

and Core Spray pump requirements. -

Initiated Tables 6.2~20a, 6.2-20b, 6.2-20c and 6.2-20d
to reflect the new suppression: pool temperature and
suppre551on chamber pressure responses evaluated for

" -} the containment long term response to a de51gn bases

accident (DBA) LOCA for minimum NPSH available. The
-discussion covers the worse case condition after 600
seconds into the accident. This .change is a result of
the Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core

Spray pump requirements.

Deleted the design descrlptlon (Insert G) for NPSH

~issued under DFL 96141 and added a new Insert G

description to identify the short term and long term

-{- containment response to a Loss of Coolant

Accident (LOCA). This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and core Spray
pump requlrements. )
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Deleted the description (Insert G) for NPSH issued
under DFL 96141 and added new description (Insert G)to
the subsection which covers the new evaluation for the
CS/LPCI pump Post-LOCA short term response for minimum
NPSH available. The discussion covers the minimum
suppression pool pressure required to meet pump NPSH
requirements for the first 600 seconds of the
accident. This change is a result of the Licensing
Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray pump
requirements. -

6.3.3.4.3.1 A1l N/A

]

Deleted the description (Insert G) for NPSH issued
under DFL 96141 and added new description (Insert G)
to the subsection which covers the new evaluation for
the CS/LPCI pump Post-LOCA long term response for
minimum NPSH avallable. The discussion covers the
minimum suppression pool pressure required to meet
pump NPSH requirements for greater than 600 seconds of
the accident. This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray
pump requirements.

6.3.3.4.3.2 All N/A

-

-Deleted the description (Insert G) for NPSH issued
under DFL 96141 and added new description to the
- subsection which-identifies the NPSH margin available.
‘The discussion covers the pump NPSH requirements and
the abilities to throttle the pumps to an acceptable
operatlng condition. This change is a result of the
Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI and Core Spray
pump requirements.

6.3.3.4.3.3 | a1l N/A

°6.3.3.4.3.4

All : N/A - | Added new subsection which identifies the HPCI NPSH .
(New) ; ) This information was already in the UFSAR and is not

- being changed by the L1cens1ng Amendment to reevaluate
LPCI and Core Spray pump reguirements.

‘Table ~ - 1 na | N .
6.3-17 ) : : ) ’

Deleted table reflecting original des;gn.inforhation.

Deleted table reflecting or191nal design information
and replaced it with a table designating long term -
throttling requlrements. :

"Table | N/A _‘AN/A ‘
6.3-18 S i

oo

Deleted: f1gure reflectlng original design information
and reissued the figure with the current design
information.

.Figure ) N/A° ] .- N/A
6.3-80 ' : -

'S

Initiated a new’ flgure reflecting ther

Figure . | N/A [ 'N/A
: : current design information.

6.3-83

.;‘4

f‘igure . ‘N/A - .N/A . Initlated a new figure reflectlng the current. d651gn
6.3-89 |- -1 - - . .| information. ‘

Lo

'9.2.1.3. |l 4 - 9.2.2-- | Added design information that identifies the operation
. A - N . and location of the . differential pressure control
: i s valve for the LPCI heat exchanger and the minimum CCSW
flow of 5000 gpm for containment cooling. A change
issued 'under DFL96140 identifying a different flow
rate is being deleted by this change. This change is
a result of the Licensing Amendment to reevaluate LPCI

and Core Spray pump requirements. D

S

-} A change to the table initiated under DFL 96140
‘identifying a flow rate of 5600 gpm is being deleted.

-{ The table should only reflect containment cooling

+ | service water -equipment specifications. This change

is a result of the Licensing Amendment to reevaluate

LPCI and Core Spray pump requirements.

Table . | N/A .| N/A.
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analyses to restore the margm of safety required in the ongmal containment

. ~ design. ) . .

After completion of the Mark I Containment Program, it was determined that the
~ water volumes specified in the plant unique load definition ® and the plant unique
analysis'”! actually correspond to a downcomer submergence of 3.21 to 3.54 feet at
zero differential pressure. -An evaluation concluded that affected components were
~ still within the allowables established for the Mark I Containment Program'®. This
' evaluation concluded that the present volume, corrected for the 1.0 psid :
- overpressure in the drywell, does not adversely affect the existing analyses, and.
" that the maximum component stresses reported in the plant unique analysis are
. still valid and meet the criteria of NUREG-0661. See Section 6.2.1.3.6.2 for
additional discussion of the Mark I acceptance criteria. Refer to Section
. 6.2.1:3.6.4.2 for a description of the details of the reevaluation.

’6 2 1 3 2 Contamment Response to a Loss-of-Coolant Accxden
6- 2 I 3.2 Cottainmenl SHoRT TELM RESPORSE To A DI:SIAIJ pASS ACIPEM

) The spectrum of postulated break sizes with respect to reactor core response 1s
.~ "discussed in Section 6.3.3.2. The following information covers the effects of a .
. 'LOCA on the containment, with particular emphasis on the most severe break: the
< "..  doubled-ended rupture of one of the 28-inch-diameter recirculation pump suction
. %+ ilines. For the purpose of sizing the primary containment, an instantaneous,
C "?j._.cxrcumferenual break of this line was hypothesized. The LOCA involving the
L _frecu'culatxon pump suctmn hne would occur upstream of point 1 on Figure 6.2-14.

. ,':'For the vessel blowdown the reactor was. assumed to be operat.mg ata full power
- . * of 2527 MWt with the equalizer line valves between the recirculation. loops open,
JL s seven: though these valves will be closed during power operation.. Note that the
<. " equalizer line and valves were removed from the Unit 3 recm:ulatmn loops as
.descnbed in, Sectlon 54. 1 . : o ‘

Assummg the equa.hzer hne valves are. open the ﬂow area through the equalxzer
. line must be considered in determining the total blowdown flow area. The total
’«-:‘Iblowdown ﬂow area is equal to the sum of all parallel ﬂow areas and i is gwen bv

(1)

i.» ‘-AB = AR + AE + NA\ -
o ).

'FOR INFORMATION ONLY
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In order to identify containment response to a Loss of Coolant (LOCA).accident,
several analysis were performed. These analysis were performed to evaluate the
containment short-term and long term pressure and temperature response following
the Design Basis Accident (DBA) LOCA. Short-term is defined as a time period
from the beginning of the DBA LOCA to 600 seconds. There is no credit taken for
operator actions during this short-term interval. Long-term is defined as a time
period after short-term, namely from 600 seconds into the event, at which time the
operator takes actions to initiate containment cooling or to control pump flows ‘
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. , Statement B may appear to contradict existlng test data which shows as much as
. L an 11-psi increase in peak drywell pressure due to prepurging. This apparent
disparity is attributable to the effects of two phenomena discussed below.

A. Condensation on drywell walls: Due to the high ratio of drywell wall
surface area to blowdown flow area, the effects of condensation reduced
- the peak drywell pressure in tests with cold drywell walls. Prepurging
. eliminated any significant surface condensation, and higher peak drywell
pressures resulted. The calculation of peak drywell pressure did nct take
credit for surface condensation with or without prepurging. '

B. 'qumd carryover-into drywell vents: The calculation of peak drywell
pressure assumes complete carryover of all liquid in the drywell into the
~drywell vents which increases the peak drywell pressure. However, test
data from the Humboldt Bay series of pressure suppression tests''?!
reveal that carryover is more likely to be complete if the drywell is
initially hot. Hence, the increased carryover would increase the
measured pressure compared to a test with less carryover; i.e., one with
no purge. Hence, prepurging of the drywell does not sxgmﬁcantly affect
the peak drywell pressure so long as condensation is neglected and

. . complete liquid carryover is assumed for both the prepurged and

o 'nonprepurged cases. :

' The pressure and temperature responses of the contamment as ongmally
... . calculated using Moody’s model, are shown in Figures 6.2-19 and 6.2-20. As can be
R seenin Figure 6.2-19, the calculated peak drywell pressure is 47 psig, whxch is well
T below the desxgn allowable pressure of 62 psig. . '

‘Additional analvses of the contamment pressure and temperature response to small

.break accidents (SBA), intermediate break accidents (IBA), and the DBA were
conducted as part of the Mark I Program. Refer to Sectlon 6.2.1.3.6.4 for a

_ descnptxon of these addxtlonal analyses c

~ On June 5 1970 Dresden Umt 2 expenenced a transxent whrch caused a safetw )
.valve to open and fail to reseat. .As a result, the containment atmosphere is -
postulated to have reached 320°F after approximately 1 hour. A general case in
which the containment wall is postulated to be 340°F has been analyzed to
demonstrate the adequacy of the containment. It was found that as a result of
thermal expansion of the drywell shell against the concrete walls of the
containment structure, the thermally induced loads for 340°F at 0.5 psig are the
* same as for the design condition of 281°F at zero psig. At 340°F and zero psig the
‘. loads are slightly greater and result in a slight decrease in safety factor from 2.2 to '
. . .1.9. "Therefore, it was concluded that the containment structure (design o
- " “temperature of 281°F) provides adequate safety margm for the maximum steam
. superheat temperature of 340°F ' : L

Alézmza
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6.2.1.3.2.2 Containment Short-Term Response to a (DBA) LOCA for Minimum NPSH Available

. Various cases involving different pump combinations, pump flow rates, initial conditions and

. assumptions were analyzed as shown in Tables 6.2-3, 6.2-3a and 6.2-3b. The short-term
scenarios (0-600 seconds) that resulted in the minimum net posmve suction head (NPSH) are
described as follows: .

e . Four (4) LPCI pumps and two (2) Core Spray (CS) pumps for vessel makeup and no
containment cooling up to 600 seconds following the DBA-LOCA with no operator actions
required (Case 6a2 in Tables 6.2-3, 6.2-3a and 6.2-3b). This analysis was performed to
determine the short-term (0-600 seconds) suppression pool temperature and suppression

: - - .- chamber pressure response for a postulated break in the recirculation discharge line with all
N o ‘ -+ 4 LPCI pumps and 2 Core Spray pumps available for vessel injection and with the assumed
- - -single failure of the loop selection logic which allows all the LPCI flow to be directed to the
" . containment from the broken. loop It was assumed that all LPCI ﬂow was injected drrectly
" into the drywell : .

L e “Two (2) LPCI pump's and one (1) Core Spray pump for vessel makeup and no containment
‘ cooling up to 600 seconds following the DBA-LOCA with no operator action required (Case
2al with 100% thermal mixing in Tables 6.2-3, 6.2-3a and 6.2-3b). This scenario provides
. the minimum conditions for NPSH with the smgle failure of an. Emergency Diesel ’
) Generator : :

: S, - The GE computer Model ‘SHEX-04 with decay heat based on the ANS 5.1, 1979 decay heat
: . e o *.model (without-adders) was used in each analyses. Analyses performed to benchmark analyses
' ST - - with the SHEX-04 code to the Dresden FSAR analyses were performed. The benchmarking
. analyses included sensitivity studies to quantify the effect on peak suppression pool temperature
" due to differences. between the updated analyses and the FSAR original analysis.

'Vanous assumpuons were used in the analysrs These assumptions are included in Section
-6.2.1.3.3.3. Addmonal assumptxons for the short-term response are as follows

- . Wrt.h a sxgnal for LPCI 1mt1at10n, all 4 LPCI pumps start vessel injection mode and
.77 inject directly into the drywell (no flow to the vessel) at a flow rate of 5,150 gpm per
- pump for 6a2 and 5,000 gpm per pump for 2al during the first ten minutes of this event.

< . ’ . After receiving a signal for CS initiation, the 2 CS pumps start injecting into the vessel
- at a flow rate of 5,800 gpm per pump for the first ten minutes of this event.
o There is 60% thermal mixing efficiency of the break liquid with the drywell atmosphere

~,..for Case 6a2 and 100% thermal mixing efficiency of the break liquid with the drywell
atmosphere for Case 2al. These thermal rmxmgs were chosen as appropriate for the
condmons represented ’ : v

, Asa result of the large LPCI mjecnon dxrectly mto the drywell dunng the first ten minutes, a.

" significant reduction in drywell pressure-and temperature produced a reduction of pressure in the

“suppression chamber.  The results of this analysis are summarized in Case 6a2 of Table 6.2-3 and
_-..include the suppression pool temperature and suppression chamber pressure at 600 seconds (at
_.°. initiation. of operator acuons) Figures 6.2-19a, 6.2-19b, 6. 2-20a and 6:2-20b shows the

S suppression pool temperature and suppression chamber pressure responses. Various other

, - evaluations were performed assurmng different pump scenarios.and mixing levels. The results of
these are also listed in Table 6.2-3. The results of the Case 6a2, 60% thermal mixing and Case
‘J‘_"Zal '100% thermal mixing analyses, which provide the minimum NPSH in the short term, are

input to the 0-600 second short-term posmon of the NPSH analysrs in Sectlon 6.3.3.4.3.1. .
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(ond olueu\a LPCI and core spray mJecrmn For The
Ten minuTes,

However, soon after initiation of the containment spray the gases
ibute between the drywell and the suppression chamber via the

A vacuum-breaker system as the spray reduces drywell pressure.

The core spray system would remove decay heat and stored heat from the core,
thereby minimizing core heatup and any metal-water reaction. The core heat is
removed from the reactor vessel through the broken recirculation line in the form

..of hot liquid. This hot.liquid combines with liquid from the containment spray and
- flows into the suppressxon chamber via the drywell-to-suppression-chamber - :
“connecting vent pipes. Steam flow would be negligible. The energy transported to
the suppression chamber water would ultimately be removed from the pnmarv

containment system by the oontamment cooling heat exchangers

.To assess the long-term pressure and temperature response of the prxmarv _'
. containment after the postulated blowdown, and to demonstrate the adequacy and
o redundancy of the core and containment cooling systems; an analysis was mede of

the recirewlation line break under various conditions of core and primary

SENRY S

o For ea he-above listed analyses, two containment oooizng service w; :
* | (CCSW) pumps iding a.total flow of 7000 g'al/mm per opergting-heat exchanger

s _The mmal pressure response of the yile the reactor vessel' is blowing
.| down (the first 30 seconds ~the break) is as re in Section 6.2.1.3.2 for all
"+ | cases considered —For each case, the temperature of : ression pool was
- | calculate ction of time, conservatively considering the pool" the .only

.. containment cooling. The)asigiaal licensing basis long-term pressure and
' temperature response of the primary containment was vzed for the-felewing
Va.(*uous FLpuJ Pc.'CCS.l!\ n-utg 0-044 rt‘:oas -
Operatlon of two core spray system loops and one of the two contgi nt
Qg loops with two LPCI pumpsmservwe '
B. Operatxon of oxdyage of the two core. spra , loops and both of the
oontamment ooolmg Pagach with tws LPCI pumps in sennoe,

. C Operanonofonlyon etﬁooore ” systemloopsandoneofthe"
two contai oling loops with two LPLH in service; and
D,@peration of only éne of the two core spraysystem loops aB half of |
. one containment cooling loop, ie., one LPCI pump in service. -

were assumed tobe in s

sorber in the system The effects of decay energy, stored energy in
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For containment cooling after 600 seconds, two CCSW pumps providing flows evaluated at 5,000
gal/min, 5,400 gal/min and 7,000 gal/min per operating containment cooling heat exchanger were
assumed to be in service at a cooling water temperature of less than or equal to 95 degrees F. LPCI and
CS pump flow rates were also evaluated for different values. Analyses were performed at these LPCI, CS
and CCSW pump flows by GE using the SHEX computer code with current standard assumptions for
containment cooling analyses , including the use of the ANS 5.1 decay heat model. Long term

temperature is. maximized and NPSHA minimized with a thermal mixing efficiency of 20%.

All analyses cases-(except 6al and 642 as described in Section 6.2.1.3.2.2) were performed assurrung that

during the first 10 minutes, two LPCI pumps and one CS pump are conservatively used for vessel makeup
to provide the initial conditions for the long term cooling analysis. This assumes a single failure of an
emergency diesel generator. At 10 minutes into the event, the operator shuts down one LPCI pump and |

~ aligns the other LPCI pump from the vessel injection mode to the containment cooling mode. At the same
time, two CCSW pumps and one LPCI heat exchanger are lined up for long term cooling. The resulting

~ long-term containment cooling configuration consists of 1 LPCI pump, two CCSW pumps and one LPCI
. heat exchanger. The various analyses used different pump flow rates and heat exchanger performance
- values which were also evaluated for the various flows. The evaluated heat exchanger performance values
- are 1dent1f1ed m Table 6.2. 3b : :

Drﬂ'erent mmal containment condmons were used for each combmatton of pump flow rates. Sen51t1v1ty
cases were also analyzed to minimize the suppression chamber pressure response. The sensitivity

. .parameters include heat sinks and the efficiency of thermal mixing between liquid break flow and drywell .

atmosphere :Additionally, the mput assumptions were chosen to conservatively minimize the suppressmn
chamber pressure and in the a’ cases, rmmrmze the available NPSH ' - o

LY

l The reactor is assumed to be operatmg at 102% of the rated thermal power

2. Vessel blowdown flow rates are based on the’ Homogeneous Equilibrium Model.

.3. The core decay heat is based on ANSI/ANS-5.1-1979 decay heat.

-4. "Feedwater flow into the RPV continues until all the feedwater above 180°F is injected into the vessel.

5.~ Thermodynamic equilibrium exists between the liquids and gases in the drywell. -~ . = .

6 * The heat transfer to the drywell airspace from the liquid flow from the break which does not ﬂash is
. assumed to be partial (20%) or full (100%), depending upon cases to minimize the containment .
. pressure. Thermal equilibrium conditions are imposed between the held-up liquid and the fluids in

C- - the drywell as described in. Assumption No.5 above. The liquid not held up is assumed to flow .

- directly to the suppressron pool without heat transfer to the drywell fluids.

""" 7. Thevent system flow to the suppressron pool consists of a homogenous mixture of the ﬂmd in the

. drywell.

- 8 The initial suppresswn pool volume is at the rmmmum to maximize the calculated suppressmn pool

temperature.

" °*9. For the ‘a’ and ‘al’ cases, the initial drywell and suppressron chamber pressure are at the rmmmum

' expected operatmg values to minimize the containment pressure. -

S 10, For the ‘a’ and “al’.cases, the maximum operating value of the drywell temperature of 150°Fand a

- .relative’ hurmd1ty of 100% are used to minimize the initial non-condensable gas mass and minimize
‘the long-term_ containment pressure for the NPSH evaluation. - :

' 11 The initial suppressron pool temperature is at the maxrmum TS value (93°F) to maxmuze the

calculated suppression pool temperature.

12.- Con51stent with the UFSAR analysis,’ contamment Sprays are available to codl the contamment Once - -

initiated at 600, seconds 1t 1s assumed that contatmnent sprays are operated contmuously wrth no




14. Passive heat sinks in the drywell, suppression chamber air space and suppression pool are .
conservatively neglected to maximize the suppression pool temperature. For the ‘al’ cases, heat sink
inputs were developed based on the Dresden drywell geometry parameters which were compiled and
used during the Mark I Containment Long Term Program and which are documented in GE
Document 22A5743 and GE Document 22A5744, Containment Data, September , 1982. The drywell
and torus shell condensation heat transfer coefficient is based on the Uchida correlation with a 1.2

. multiplier. The inclusion of the heat sinks conservatively minimizes suppression chamber pressure.
'15. All Core Spray and LPCI system pumps have 100% of their horsepower rating converted to a pump
* " heat input which is added either to the RPV liquid or suppression pool water. )
. 16. Heat transfer from the primary containment to the reactor building is neglected. .
"~ 17. The effect of containment leakage is negligible eonsndermg that oonservanve input assumptions are
_ usedtomnmmmeeontammentpressure .

h "I‘he desngn parametets determmed by the evaluanons for the various LPCL, CS and CCSW flow rates ,

" including the sensitivity cases, are shown in Table 6.2-3. The table includes the suppression pool

temperature and suppression chamber pressure at 600 seconds (at initiation of operator actions), the

minimum suppression chamber pressure following initiation of containment (drywell and suppressnon

_chamber) sprays and the suppression pool temperature and suppression chamber pressure at the time of
peak suppression pool temperature. A comparison of the results between the ‘a’ and the ‘al’ cases show

" - that the heat sinks have a negligible effect on the suppression pool temperature. As for the impact of the

‘suppression chamber pressure, the inclusion of the heat sinks resulted in a reduction of approximately 0.8
.psi at 600 seconds, and a reduction ofapproxxmately 0.2 psi in the minimum suppression chamber -
;pressure following initiation of suppression chamber sprays. However, the heat sink effect on the
- suppression chamber pressure is negligible at the time of peak suppression chamber temperature The

" results demonstmte that once eontamment sprays are. mmated, the effects of heat sinks become :

o .mslgmﬁmnt

) The paxameters 1dennﬁed m the evaluanon performed for Case 2al (see Table 6 2-3), Above nommal :
. pump flow rate for LPCI pump (5,800 gpm) and CS (5,800 gpm) for first 10 minutes and nominal pump -
flow for LPCI (5,000 gpm) and CS (4,500 gpm) rate afier 10 minutes -Containment Initial conditions to
minimize containment pressure, drywell and torus shell heat sinks modeled’, provides the minimum

T "NPSH. Figures 6.2-20a, 6.2-20b, 6.2-20c and 6.2-20d shows the suppression pool temperature and

suppression chamber pressure responses. This case provides the limiting condition for evaluating

s * available NPSH after initiation of containment sprays including available NPSH at the time of the peak
* ... suppression pool temperature. The analyses performed for Case Sal of Table 6.2-3 identifies the .

~ maximum suppression temperature to be 176°F. These desngn and operatmg parameters are such that

. they ensure that plant safetymargmsaremet

- 'Thetesults ofthenewanalysnsmdleatethattheheatremoval eapabnhtyofthe eontammentheat removal
_system remains sufficient to maintain containment integrity following DBA’s with a peak suppression =
pool temperature of 176°F. The consequences of this higher peak temperature have been analyzed and
found to be acceptable. The results of the Case 2al analysis, which provides the minimum NPSH in the
*  long term, are input to the grwter than 600 swond long-term posmon of the NPSH analysns in Secuon
: ~6.3.3.4.3.2. SROAN . o L : .
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at a cooling waterislet temperature of 95 degrees F. T is currently
operating under tempera limitations which. f peration when the
cooling water inlet temperature 6 t ' water temperature exceeds 75
degrees F. Under the current t imit, a CCSW flowrate of 5600 gpm
‘ensures that the requirec-20psi differential be the CCSWand LPCI
systems is maiptairéd at the LPCI heat exchanger during~the limiting DBA LOCA
with a di generator failure and a containment cooling pump bination of 1

pump/2 CCSW ppmps.

Caare
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" spray) would then drain back

flow.

“The total number of moles of no
--determined from the amount

Dsmv the drywel
‘the system, t
" suppressi

‘th

qd energy from any metal-water reaction on the pool temperature were included
Alsdythe effect of heat from operating LPCI pumps was included.

The dryweM\t{emperature was calculated considering an energy balanc n the
containment cdaling and core spray systems. The containment coolifg flow was
assumed to enter containment at the discharge temperaturs/6t the heat
exchanger, and the codaspray flow was assumed to enter the’reactor at the
suppression pool temperadsge. The combined flows (coptdinment cooling and core
the suppression poghaving been heated by the
deécay energy, stored energy in th¥®gore, and anysetal-water reaction chemical
energy. The drywell temperature wanthen jefken to be 5°F hotter than the exiting

ndensible g; the containment system was
gas originally in the system plus gas generation
from any metal water regatfon. o '
mperature, suppression pool temperature, and moles of gas in
System pressure was calculated assuming the drywell and
hamber gases to be saturated. Also, it was assumed that™hhe drywell
ression chamber would be at equal pressure. This is reasonable Bsgause
ressure difference cannot exceed 4 feet of water (1.8 psi), the vent '

and s

bmergence depth, after the initial reactor blowdown.

. operating' follow}

“The analysis assumed

Thxs a.nalvs1s also assumed that onl
‘containment spray .cooling subsystems ¢
{{ after the recirculation line break. T
it - LPCI pumps was assumed to.be

: for thxs cond.\tlon is shown

2:1.3:3.1

~Case A — Operation of Two Core Sprav Loops and One Containme
. Cooling"Loog with Two LPCI Pumps
"Th_e' analvsi resentea here assumed that both of the core spray svsfems were

the recirculation line break. Core spray sys operatlon does
not produce full flo until the reactor vessel pressure has deprfased to 90 psig.

at the systems commenced operg#on 30 seconds after the
recirculation line break. This time is well within the sifhie calculated for the vessel

pressure to reach 11:: psxg

e four LPCI pumps in the two ‘
menced containment spray 400. seconds
eatexchanger associated with these two

ailable with™wo CCSW pumps operating for
ression chamber Water at this time. The flowrate.
Table623 Casea L

WOO

rremoval of energy from the s

f'The calculated core eatup and extent of metal-water reactionwas found to be
, _'.'fessentlallv the sa
. Figure 6.2-1

e as for operation of only one core spray systém _as shown in

. The total metal-water reaction was calculated to be Megs than 0.1%.
.} ~.The presgufe and temperature response of the system is shown as Cur¥sa in
Flgur ¥6.2-19 and 6.2-20, respectively. :After the postulated blowdown, tha\drywell
S ang% uppression chamber pressures would equalize at about 27 psig. Initiatiotngf

e contamment spray would result in quenchmg of the steam in the drvwell an
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621333 . Case C—Aperation of 'oﬁe c;m; Sprav Svsthm and Two LPCI

{n a corresponding containment pressure reduction. Energy addition due to core
cay heat would result in a long-term pressure increase to the maximum shown j
Tab]e 6.2-3. Thereafter, energy removal by the containment cooling heat exchapger
wouly exceed the addition rate from all sources, resultmg in decreasmg

contaihment pressure '

6.2.1.3.3.2 Case B — Operation of One Core Sprav Loo and Four I¥CI Pumps.

For this analysis gnly one of the two core spray systems was assyfued to
commence operatioX 30 seconds after the recirculation line brea}{. The analysis
also assumed that alNfour LPCI pumps in the containment co mg mode and all
four CCSW pumps wolNd commence operation 400 seconds gfter the recirculation

* line break. The flowratey _corresponding to these operating/conditions are shown in

Table 6.2-3, Case b.

Core heatup and the extent o metal-water reaction whre found to be as discussed

above for the two core spray cask. It is the same fgf a single core spray system
because ‘each of the two independdnt core spray systems are designed to maintain

| continuity of cooling in the event.of\a LOCA, and experimental results show that
" increasing the flow above that delivered by thesingle core spray system does not

appreciably change the heat transfer chara eristics during spray cooling.
Therefore, core heatup and extent of metgfwater reaction would be the same for
one and two core sprav pump operauon ‘ S :

) Imtxatlon of contamment spray cooh (-4 would sult in quenchmg the steam in the
"drywell and in a corresponding redAction in con inment pressure. Energy addition

due to core decay heat would res tina long-term\pressure increase to the

‘maximum shown in Table 6.2-3/ The containment pressure and temperature are .

-

shown as Curve b in Fxgures 2-19 and 6 2- 20 respe 1velv

Pumg

Core spray and dntainmernt sprayio’peration for this analysis was'{ssumed to

be as discussed/in Case A. The flowrates corresponding to these corNitions are

shown in Tabfe 6.2-3, Case c. The results of this analysis were found g be the .
same as prgéented for Case A.- The containment spray cooling flow usedwas
identical #6.that analyzed in Case A and the cooling characteristics 'of one\and two -

| core spphy pump operation do not change. The containment pressure and
'l temp ature are shown as Curve c 1n Fxg‘ures 6. 2 19 and 6 2-20, respectively.

.2‘.,1.-'3.'3'.4“: iCase D ;‘JOgerainn of Orie Core Sprav Loop and One LPCI Pump

I'
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is analysis assumed that only one of the two core spray systems commenc
operatiqn 30 seconds after the recirculation line break. However, only of the
four LPC s in the containment spray mode and two CCSW ps were
assumed to com e operation 600 seconds after the recirpetdtion line break. The
flowrates corresponding™tethese conditions are showgirrTable 6.2-3, Case d.

Again, the core heatup and extent o talater reaction are as discussed above.
The containment pressure and te turdare shown as Curve d in Figures 6.2-19
and 6.2-20. Following the initiefion of the single I pump, two.CCSW pumps,
and the associated heat anger in the containment Spray mode, the containment
pressure would degr€ase initially, then slowly increase to the imum shown in
Table 6.2-3 to addition of decay-energy to the containment. T ter, energyv
remoyaby the single LPCI pump and heat exchanger would exceed the atditjon
€ from all sources, resulting in decreasing containment pressure.-

. Containment spray itself does not significantly affect the peak post-accident '
_ pressure rise. It does, however, result in a somewhat faster depressurization . -

immediately following the completion of the blowdown. The controlling parameter
affecting the post-accident secondary pressure peak is the heat removal capability

“of the containment coohng heat e\chanver relatxve to the core decay heat

productlon S

Additional analyses of theshort- term containment pressure and temoerature
response to a SBA, IBA, and DBA have been conducted as part of the Mark I
Program .Refer to Sectxon 6.2.1.3.6.4 for-a description of these analyses.

6.2.1.3.4, ‘Mark I Progzam Descnptxon for Reew aluatlon of Contamment Respons
. to Hvdrodvnamlc Loads S : .

‘This subsection describes the ana.lysis performed to resolve new loadings
f1dent1ﬁed a.fter the ongmal des1gn of the pnmarv containment.'"?! ‘

. The, ﬁrst generatlons of GE BWR nuclear steam supplv svstems are housed in a

containment structure designated as the Mark I contalnment svstem Dresden

_ Umts 2. and 3 ut1hze Mark I Contamments

The origina] desig'n of the Mark I containment. system considered postulated
accident loads previously associated with containment design. These included
pressure ‘and temperature loads associated with a LOCA, seismic loads, dead

~ weight loads, jet impingement loads, hydrostatic loads due to water in the
}suppressxon chamber overload pressure test loads, and construction loads

In the course of performmg large scale testmg of an advanced deslg'n

pressure- suppressxon containment (Mark III), and during in-plant testing.of Mark I

' containments, new suppression pool hydrbodynamic loads, which had not been

“explicitly‘included in the original Mark T contdinment design basis, were identified.
" These additional loads- result from- dynamic effects of drywell air and steam being
- rrapxdly.forced into the suppression:pool (torus) during a postulated LOCA and from
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mass after drywell air carryover. The larger initial torus water mass has only
approximately a 1°F effect on peak pool temperature. These effects result in a
calculated increase in peak torus pressure of about 0.6 psi. For the IBA and SBA
the peak drywell pressure increases by an equal amount. For the DBA, the
increase in containment pressure increases the density of the vent flow which
reduces the vent system pressure drop. This partially offsets the torus pressure
increase and results in only a 0.3 psi increase in the peak drywell pressure.

6.2.1.3.6.4.3 Safetv Relief Valve Dlscharge Device leltatlon

- Abd vsERT I (:o& Poge ¢.2-48

. within the prescribed ljsfii

As:a result of studies of the instabilities in the condensation process previously
described in Section 6.2.1.3.5.3 for the SRV discharge transients, it was determipéd
that the magnitude of the SRV discharge-related loads is a function of the typ< of
discharge device used and the suppression pool temperature. In the past,
ramshead discharge device was used to direct the steam flow from an SB¥ into the

i q:\u During the Mark I program, a T-quencher SRV discharge devige, which
inchudes perforated pipe sections, was installed on each SRV dischapge line. The

" T-quencher device has been found to reduce substantially the hyg<odynamic '

loads in comparison to those observed for the other gi§charge dev1ces

'Refer to Sextion 5.2 for a description of the SRV discharge ices.

To preclude unstable condensatxon and: ehmmate the coficern that SRV
actuation at elevatsg pool temperatures.could result /i severe vxbratorv pressure
loads, .a suppression dQc! ta mperatue hm1t has b h -established. - :

To establish this limit, thé\difference betwee he local and bulk ;temperature was
_ determined. Local temperathge denotes verage water temperature in the
vicinity of the discharge device and reprgéents the relevant temperature which -
. controls the behavior of the condehsatién process occurring at the pipe exit.

The bulk temperatnre is a calculzfed vhlue based on the total energy and mass

. Telease into the pool, assuming/the pool abts as a uniform heat sink. Since bulk

temperature is used in planf/transient analyses, the difference between the bulk:
and local values must be specified so that the aqalysis can demonstrate operation

itions for the T-quencherw
s\c at Monticello.””® The

To determine the difference between bulk and local cod
device, the Mark’] Owners Group relied on the in-plant t

B .. results indicg#éd that the difference between bulk and localgmperature is 43°F for
" - the test without the RHR system in operation and 38°F for th;tests with RHR

"operatiop! The test with RHR was conducted with only one oop operating in
the podl recirculation mode. - .Note that RHR at Montxcello is equlvaxont to LPCI .

;co i ent coolmg mode at Dresden

In late 1978 the Mark I Owners Group conducted an adJunct series of testat the
_ same facility.”” The purpose.of the tests was to investigate methods to imprdve
“-thermal mixing in the suppression pool and to reduce the bulk tolocal pool -~

- _,.tempe.ra‘ture difference. These methods include modifications .of T-quencher design




- Dresden Station is equipped with safety/ relief
valves (SRVs) to protect tne reactor from overpressurization during operating
transients. When the SRVs open, steam released from the reactor vessel is routed
through SRV discharge lines to the suppression pool where it is condensed.

. Extended steam blowdown into the suppression pool, however, can create
* temperature conditions near the discharge location that can lead to instability of
~ the condensation process. These instabilities can, in'turn, lead to severe vibratory
_ loading on containment structures. This effect is termed condensation oscillation .
* This is mitigated at Dresden Station by the usage of quenchers at the end of the
- SRV discharge lines, as well as restrictions on the allowable bulk- suppression pool
", . water temperature, in order to ensure that the local pool temperature stays within
- . acceptable ranges. Technical Specification Section 3/4.7 K provides Limiting
" Conditions for Operatlon and Actlon requirements, regardmg the suppression
o chamber temperature

-— By letter dated March 21 1995, the BWR Owners Group (BWROG)
. requested the NRC staff review and approve GE report, NEDO-30832 entitled, -
. %o 0. “Elimination of Limit on BWR Suppression Pool Temperature.” NEDO-30832
e ":presented a discussion of test data and analysis that supports deletion of the
. ~.. 7. requirement to maintain the local suppression pool temperature 20 °F below the -
) saturatlon temperature of the pool during SRV d:scharge .

Df‘ﬁaen ""-5 J'"\l ﬂ’-ﬂl’d ‘the local suppressnon pool temperature hmlts The test

The NRC Staff Safety Evaluation Report (SER) approval of NEDO-30832, dated -
~ August 29,1994, concluded that the elimination of the local suppression pool ..
Lo il temperature limit is acceptable if the plant has emergency safety features pump
~'= .. <. - -inlet located below the elevation of the quencher. Because Dresden Station’s. .
- ST ~ pump inlet is below the elevation of the quencher, NEDO-30832 is applicable to -
" . .Dresden Station (see UFSAR Figures 1.2-7 and 3.8-17. The NRC staff found that
" the quencher device is effective in maintaining the unstable condensation -
oscillation load to benign levels when the suppressron pool is operated at
,.temperatures neanng saturatlon : -

data and analysis presented within NEDO-30832 is applicable to Dresden Station. "
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d the LPCI suppression pool cooling mode discharge pipe configuration. The
Tquencher was modified by adding a number of holes on the tips of one of the
quexcher arms. The LPCI system was modified by installing a 90° elbow. with a
reducing nozzle, at the end of the existing discharge lines. These modifications
were in ended to promote mixing in the suppression pool during SRV dischargg.
Test results show a substantial improvement in pool mixing. The difference
between biNk and local temperature was reduced to approximately 15°F fop/the
test, with on¥ loop of LPCI operatmg in the suppressmn pool cooling mo

| A plant-specific Apalysis was performed to determme the suppression fool

‘temperature limit\or Dresden. Figure 6.2-39 shows the resulting lg€al pool
temperature limit f Dresden Units 2 and 3 as a function of reacydr pressure

qure 6.2-39 shOWs thi, for all plant tran51ents involving SR operation during
which the steam flux through the T-quencher perforations eyfeeds 94 Ibm/fi*-sec,
the suppression pool local temperature limit is 200°F. For/ll plant transients
| ‘involving SRV operations duNng which the steam flux thfough the T-quencher
~perforations is less than 42 lbnNft>-sec, the suppressw ool local temperature limit
shall ensure 20°F subcoolmo " .

"I‘heDresden ‘T-quenchers are subm ged in 9.17 féet of water corresponding to

| 18.53 psia. The saturation temperatuke at 18.5) psia is 224°F. Thus, to achieve
| 20°F subcoohncr the’ local temperature it with a steam flux of less than 42
..ilbm/f *-sec is 904°F L P R

"To* demonstrate that the local pool temp atdxe limit is satisfied, seven hmmnc7
transients involving SRV discharges wgfe anal¥zed. - Table 6:2-6 presents a
summary of the transients analyzed Znd the corrgsponding pool temperature |

‘results. Three of the transients copbervativelv ass\med the failure of one RHR
loop, in addition"to the single eqyfpment malfunctiom\or operator error which

- initiated the event. This consepfative assumption excdeds the current licensing

basis for anticipated operationAl transients. -As noted in\Table 6.2-6, the

‘containment cooling heat ex \anger heat transfer rate asSymed in these analyses i is '

416.7 Btw/s-°F -per loop. TAis was derived from the containient cooling heat

B exchanger specxﬁcatxon ich.states an overall heat transfer Mate of 105 x 10° -

 Btu/hr is achieved givgfhi CCSW flow of 7000 gal/min at 95°F, and LPCI flow
thr ough the heat ex anger of 10, 700 gal/mm at 165°F. ‘ ER

|- Each of the SRV scharge transxents was analvzed assummg an inital pool

| ~temperature of #5°F, which is the Technical Specification pool temperasure limit for
|- normal power/operation.. The notes to Table 6.2- 6 hst other xmtxal conditons and
1 assumptlon mcluded in these anavaes ' :

1 The ran fses of Table 6 2 6 Case 9C normal depressunzatxon at 1solated hot \

‘shutdg shows .a maximum local pool temperature of 153°F. This demonstrates -

-} that 1th no system failures and in.the event of-a nonmechanistic scram,

.| depfessurization of the reactor pressure:vessel via SRVs at 100°F/hr results in loc
fol temperatures well below the condensatxon stablhtv hmxt shown in Fxgure

12:397 77 4 R
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This limit ensures that an e

: pfovided ass

overall LPCI heat exchanger

f containment heat removal is
.6 E6 BTU/r.

- Laelete

. . :
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. , Table 2:6, Case 3A, a SBA with one RHR loop available, results in a imum
local pool te ature of 180°F, which is below the condensati ability limit of
204°F. The local to temperature difference at the timeof maximum local
temperature is 26°F. o
!.U/Qﬁ—é/ The maximum local pool temperat ther cases also remains below the
. condensation stability limit ghout the tramnsteqt.
: f‘ To ensure ade fe monitoring of the suppression pool tempe asugre, the SPTMS
was in to monitor bulk pool temperature. The SPTMS is desc in
on 6.2.1.2.8. T

6.2:1.3.7 : Containment Capabilitv

76.2.1.3.7.1. _Potential For Hvdrogen Generation -

... . ..If, as a result of a:severe accident, Zircaloy in the reactor core was to be heated -
-above about 2000°F . in the presence of steam, an exothermic chemical reaction
would occur in which zirconium oxide and hydrogen would be formed. The
_corresponding energy release of about 2800 Btu per pound of zirconium .

. “c-: 7 .- reacted,would be absorbed in the suppression pool. The hydrogen formed, however. .
.- 7 ™.would result in an increased pressure due simply to the added moles of gas in the

' < .= 'fixed volume. Although very small quantities of hydrogen would be produced -

during a DBA, the contamment has the mherent abxhtv to accommodate much

'larger amounts ‘

: 'The Dresden contai'nment is normally provided with an inerted atmosphere to
.. preclude the possibility of a hydrogen combustion event within the containment. -
= Theoxygen deficient atmosphere assures that hydrogen build-up due to
_metal water reaction is. not a concern.. :
o The creneratlon' of ‘s’xgmﬁcant quantmes’ of hydrogen due to a metal-water reaction
.. from.high fuel cladding temperatures is prevented by assurance of adequate core-.
- cooling. During normal operation, there are several systems, including feedwater
and control rod drive (CRD), which add water directly to the reactor pressure .
~ vessel: A reliable, automatic means of cooling the core is provided by ECCS. This
. system is designed to provide adequate cooling in accordance with 10 CFR 50.46
" limits-assuming any single failure in addition to loss of offsite power. Refer to
.,‘.Sectxon 6. 3 for an evaluatxon of the ECCS performance

T Followmv a postulated LOCA both oxvgen and hydrogen may v be produced by the
EE 'f,éradxolvtlc decomposition: of primary coolant and suppression pool water.

~ .Decomposition .would occur:due to the absorption of gamma and beta energy
-released’ by fission products into reactor coolant and suppression pool water.
Radioly: sisiis:the only: 51gmﬁcant reaction mechanism whereby oxvgen, the limiting
ombustmn reactant, is produced within the containment. Therefore, radiolysis is
the primary focus relative:to. combusnble gas control for contamments with xnerted '
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The containment cooling heat exchangers are sized on the basis of their

required duty to meet the contaipment capability.| Phis duty is ed b,
lat] ount 6f hea 1ch ust p€ rejedted fyom th sup essiol pog
ope txon) ens hayin the’eventof a. /the tefmin
not

erature do cceed A70%F.] Refer to Sectxon 6.2.1 for a

~ description of the suppression pool cooling requirements. The heat exchangers are

designed to withstand the maximum pressures corresponding to the shutoff heads
of the CCSW and LPCI pumps. When service water is flowing, the pressure on the

" tube side of the heat exchanger is maintained 20 psi above the pressure on the

shell side to prevert shell side water leakage into the servicé water and subsequent
discharge to the river. Local instrumentation is provided to monitor the AP
between the LPCI heat exchanger tube side and shell side. Additional containment
cooling heat exchanger design information is provided in Table 6.2-7.

Since the LPCI flow pas'sesvthrough the containment cooling heat exchangers,

" containment heat may be rejected during post-LOCA LPCI mode operation by
starting the CCSW pumps (when sufficient electrical power is available) to provide
 _cooling to the heat exchangers. This results in the transfer of heat from the

suppression pool to the CCSW system. During this mode of operation, suction is

*~ .taken from the suppression pool, pumped through the containment cooling heat
- . exchangers to the reactor vessel, and back to the drywell via the postulated break.

When the drywell water level reaches the level of the containment vent pipes, the

g water ﬂows through the vent plpes to the suppressxon pool

Stagnant water condmons in the contamment coohng heat e}.changers (EPNs
2(3)-1503-A&B) during standby conditions cause both pitting and corrosion of the

-'70-30 CuNi tubes.®™ This has resulted in heat exchanger tube leaks and excessive .-
‘equipment outage durations.. Various materials were evaluated for better corrosion
_resistance and AL-6XN was selected as the replacement tube material. A limited

number of tubes will be replaced with AL-6XN tubes as tubes faxl (AL-GXN has

o been accepted by ASME under Code Case N-438)

-

| demonstra he use of AL-6XN tubes will not change the h oval

design of 105 X 10° Btwhr and a 7% drop from the FSAR value of 1 E

ransfer analysxs was performed by the heat exchanger manufactur

capabilities of the heaTexehanger to the extent that the Tession pool ‘
temperature would exceed its hcermss limit.'\. alysis used Heat Transfer
Research Institute proprietary com T. . The heat exchanger heat
transfer rate was calculat € 95.2 X 10° Btwhr assumigg that all the tubes
were replaced. ie-would constitute a 9% drop from the originat exchanger

r. \To ensure that other design basis evaluations are not invalidated by

‘replacement. of these tubes, the number of tubes plugged or replaced in each heat
-exchanger will be limited such that the total reduction in heat removal capability
-will not exceed that which would result from plugging 6% of the 70-30 CuNi heat

**"  exchanger tubes. The 6% limit is based on the-number of excess tubes.provided in

the containment cooling heat exchanger design. The 6% replacement limitation

‘will ensure that the design basis heat exchanger capability will not be reduced.

o "The. relatlonshxp ‘between- pluggmg tubes and. replacmg 70-30 CuNx tubes with -
e ‘AL-GXN tubes is shown in Flgure 6. 2-49
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Fibrous insulation is a molded insulation used only on parts of the recirculation
system and the 4-inch and smaller lines. The total amount of such material used
in the drywell is only 0.16% by volume or 0.05% by weight of the suppression pool
water. Any postulated accident would dislodge only a fraction of this material.

Miscellaneous items are expected to contribute a negligible volume of contaminates
in comparison to the suppression pool water volume. Any particles contributed are
expected either to be stopped by strainers if they reach that position or to be
_colloidal rust type particles which would have httle or no effect on ECCS pump

‘ ‘seals or beanngs ‘ A .

~ As well as having limited contaminate sources, minimal probability of problems .
exist because of the circuitous path from the drywell to ECCS pump suctions.
Particles first must pass through 1 x 1 %-foot openings from the drywell to the
.8-foot suppression pool downcomers. The downcomers are connected to large -
spherical shells which are interconnected by 4-foot diameter pipes forming the
inner suppression pool ring header. From this header, the path to the suppression

' pool is through 96 circumferentially spaced 24-inch diameter pipes which extend

- - - The suppression pool water will be disturbed and a certain portion of materials will

" diameter) will be stopped and the strainer effective area will be somewhat reduced.
- . ‘To account for this possxbxhty, hydraulic performance of the ECC pump system 1s-

. assume-the.use.of two LPCI pumps and one corespray pump, or two core spray

+ screen area.’ Also, the’ suppression pool water is.demineralized and does not.

below the suppression pool water line. The path then proceeds through four
suppression pool suction strainers located about % of the suppression pool water
. ‘level height above the suppression pool bottom.. From the strainers the path leads
“-into a 24 inch suction ring header and then to the pump suctions. This path is
. .quite circuitous, providing many places to trap foreign objects and also spreading
~ the particles that do get through uniformly throughout the suppression pool
volume. Larger pieces of metal will settle to the bottom of the suppression pool,
-and lighter materials such as’ umbestos w1ll ﬂoat rather than be drawn into the _
"ECCS pump mlets ’ - :
5.6 faet

. The average water- velomty in the suppressmn pool during ECCS equipment
operation.is less than 0.1 ft/s and is not sufficient to transport particles (except for
.the smaller pieces in colloidal suspensxon) However, during a postulated blowdown
from the drywell to the suppression pool, there will be a less idealized situation.

“be near the suction strainers." The strainers are stainless steel perforated plates
with %2 inch diameter openings. Larger pieces and part of longer pieces (of smaller

- based on  100% plugging of one of the four strainers with Gre—fest
-assumed across each of the remaining strainers. Therefore, more than a 33% extra
strainer capacity is available. : This conclusion is conservatively based-on

- :ssmultaneous operatxon of all ECCS eqmpment at full rated ﬂow ,
3 (X (0,00cgpm
“E}.tended operatlon of all ECCS pumps is not reqmred in order to satisfy long

term decay heat removal reqmrements Short term DBA-LOCA cooling analyses

-pumps, to prov1de adequate core cooling. However, on a long-term basis, only one .
. LPCI: and :one-core Spray pump are necessary to prov1de required cooling to the
:contamment and the core. “This. flow would require only one-eighth of the total -

contam specxa.l addmves." .Therefore'-'the pH is. e:.pected to remain- essentxa]lw

kcawess :chkPovéATE,p }
CUNDER DFL. T6t46 — :
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' , ’I‘able623

.MA CONTA[NMENT PRESSURE AND PFAK TORUS TEMPERATURE FOR VARIOUS COMBINATlONS
: « - OF CONTAINMENT SPRAY AND CORE SPRAY PUMP OPERATION o

v

'v\,Contain‘rﬁent Spray | . ‘ Core 'Spray.' S "CCSW

aximum

Containment
Pressure

(psig)

. Pumps 'I‘Etal ©" Number  Total = = Number
er Flow - of . Flow of Pumps Total Flow
(gal/min) Loops (gal/min) ‘per HX'  (gal/min)

‘ - ’ 6.5
1400 - - 4.5

! 7.2
| 8.6
4,795 m 7.6
| 94

- N
950!
[*. 3 ~>)
[« B =]
o O
e =
o N
o

fer to Figures 6.2-22 and 6.2.23.

(Sheel,l of 1)
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Table 6 2-3

SPRAY AND CORE SPRAY PUMP OPERATION

SUMMARY OF DRESDEN CONTAINMENT ANALYSIS RESULTS

ASE“;;' e

(' A.1a

1a

2a‘

2a

2a1

2a1

T

3a'

3a

3a1

‘3a1

T

Aa

4a

4a1

Sa

Sa_

S5a1

5ai

6a1

6a2

< |Thermal Mixlng
Efficiency (%) .-

| 100

100

20

100

100

20

100

20

100

100

20

100

.20

100

100

20

100

20

4a1

100

100

20

100

20

100

60

: IHeat Sinks .

no

no

no

no

no

yes

no

no

yes

yes

no

no

yes

yes

no

no

no

yes

yes

yes

yes

Suppression ool

Temperature at 600
: |sec (CF) (At initiation
- lof operator actions)

148

149

148

150

150

150

yes

140

148

150

150

no

150

149

148

150

150

150

149

148

150

150

150

149

148

149

149

" {Suppression -

.- {Chamber Alrspace -
1. | Pressure at 600 sec
:%.7: |(psig) (At initiation of
i-.operator 'adlons)

11.3

8.5

16.5

8.7

8.3

12,5

55

10.9

82

123

55

1.0

8.7

6.3

125

5.5

10.9

8.7

6.3

125

5.5

10.9

26"

3.1

-1, |Minimum -

:, "|Suppression. .

.- |Chamber Pressure

+ .+ |Following Initiation of |
L Comainment Spray

ig)

45

27

6.3

4.0

22

‘3.6

1.8

6.2

3.9

20

35

17

6.3

4.0

24

3.7

2.0

6.4

40

24

3.7

20

NA

N/A

eak Long-term : »

s Suppression Pool .

173

173

173

173

173

173

172

173*

171

17

17

17

171

175

175

175

175

175

178

176

176

175

176

N/A

N/A

‘ ‘:ﬁ’f.' Temperature (°F) -

L Suppression

. |Chamber Airspace
- |Pressure at time of

- |Peak Suppression

- |Poot Temperature

12

49

73

49

4.8

2.9

1.2

4.7

31

4.7

EXE

76

53

34

52

33

18

54

3.5

3.5

N/A

N/A

4 ‘_'5: (G ™

T emperature rounded up - actual temperature 172.1 °F
**A description of the containment analysis case specific assumptions are as follows:
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e long-term this trend is reversed. After the drywell sprays reduce the drywell temp to| . . -‘
below the: vessel lxqmd temperature, the break lxquxd heats up drywell temperature. Therefore a

' xmmxmzes suppression chamberpressme

' Case‘3a are also evaluated with heat sinks. F6r these cases, which are
e 3al, the drywell shell, vent and torus shell are modeled
are evaluated with high ow rmxmg efficiency.

In addition, Case 2a
| identified as Case 2al an
as heat sxnks Both of these

Table 3 1denuﬁes mpv* values (relanve no inaj A “ues) used to minimize the suppression o
-+ | -chamber pressure response. Heat sinks used¥r Cases 221 and 3al were developed based an the ;
| ‘Dresden drywell ‘and torus geometry e ‘which were compiled during the Mark I
"'i.‘Contaxnmem Long 'I'erm Program and ' ch are doctimented in Refexence 10 ' \

-»-».;Case-specxﬁc.-contmnment in parameters for the d1ﬂ'eren es are summanzed in Tables 6}
.| cand7. Exceptasxdenuﬁe ' elowanmeables6and7 the i ' uesusedmtheanalysesfor
ul _f.thxs report are th_e e as prevxously uscd m the analysxs des thed in Refex'ence 1 and|
. : 'Refereuce'l;;_j;':: ORI . S : : :

- A descrips6n of the containment analysis cases is provided below. |

e Speci N
{ Case 1 Nommal Pump How Rate -Nommal Contamment!mtwl Coud:twns - E %

o In Case 1 it'is assumed thatthe LPCIIComamment Coohng pumps are opexaung at the nommal ,
o -"-jpumo ﬂow of 5000 gpm perpump and the cs pump 1s operatmg at the rated pump flow of 4500
. _: gpm 1hroughout the evem. P C . : '

P

RE 1-.1Case la - Nommal Pump FIow Rate -Contamment Inmal Condztwns to. M'uumzze 4'

L vC’ontamment Presxure

TN

o Same as Case 1 exeept 'that conservanve mput assumpuons ‘are used 7 rmmm:ze suppressxon
L ﬂ'f'chamber pressure ‘7”I'lus'case  was ana!yzed thh both 100% and 20% therma.l rmxmg eﬁcxency




Case 2 - Above nominal flow rate for LPCI/Containment Coole'ng Pump and CS for first 10
minutes and Nominal Pump I"Iow Rare after 10 minutes - Nominal Containment Initial

Conditions

.In Case 2 xt is assumed that the LPCL/Containment Cooling pumps are operating with an above
_nominal pump ﬂow of 5800-gpm per pump and the CS pump is operating at an above rated pump
“flow of 5800 gpm for the first-10 minutes . It is assumed that at 10 minutes the operator reduces
"the LPCl/Containment Coohng pump flows to the nominal flow of 5000 gpm per pump and the

o f '. _‘7' Cs pump flow to the nomma! pump flow of 4500 gpm.

Case 23 Above nommal pump ﬂow rate for LPCI/Containment Coolmg Pump and CS jor
o ﬁrst 10 minutes and Nominal Pump Flow Rare after 10 mmutes Containment Initial
x Condztwns 0. Mimnuze Containment Pressure

RN Same as Case except that conservative mput assumpuons are used to minimize suppressxon
o chamber ptessure ‘I'hxs case was analvzed wuh both 100% and 20% thermal m1xmg eﬁcxency '

‘f"’ Case 231 Above nomuzal pwnpﬂow mtefar LPCI/CO’”“‘"""”‘ Coolmg Pump and CSfor o .‘
s ‘ ﬁn‘t 10 ‘minutes and Nomuzal Pump Flow Rate after 10 minutes - Containment Initial .
N Condmons lo Mu'umze Cantemmenx Pressure, Drywell ami Torus shell lxeat sinks modeled '

;‘.f .ASame as- Case 2a except tbatthe drywell shell vent system, and torus shell are modeled as heat: | '
L smks Th.\s me was analy:aed thh both 100% and 20% thcrmal mixing eﬁicxencv .

K 'Case 3‘- Abaye Nom'iaal Pump Hoiv Raze -Nomiizhl Contax'{:ment Im’tial Conditions

s In Ca.se 3 it is assumed that the LPCI/Contammcnt Coolmg pumps &< op*ranng at the above

normnal pump ﬂow of 5800 gpm per pump and the CS pump is operanng ax the above nominal

2 ;pump ﬂow of 5800 gpm throughout the event.

',;Case 33 Above Nomuuzl Pump Flow Rate Comamment Inmal Condttwns to Mmumze L

'Contamment Pressure ;‘:3 T

.Same as’ -Case 3 except that conservanve mput a.ssumpnons are used to minimize suppresswnr
sure Tlns me was analyzed wnh both 100% and 20% thermal mixing eﬁcxeney



-

‘Case 3al - Abave Naininql Pump Flow Rate - Containment Initial Conditions to Minimize »
‘Containment Pressure, Drywell and Torus shell heat sinks modeled

| Same as Case 3a except that the drywell shell, vent system, and torus shell are modeled as heat -'
sinks. This case was analyzed with both 100% and 20% thermal mixing efficiency. :

‘Case 4 - Above nominal flow rate for LPCY/Containment Cooling Pump and CS
for Jirst 10 minutes and Nominal Pump Flow Rate after 10 minutes ~ Nominal
Contamment Initial Canddwm'

In C.uc 4 it is assumcd that the LPCI/Canmnem Cuoling pumps are operating
with an above nominal pump flow of 5800 gpm per pump and the CS pump'is
o opcr:mng at an above rated pump flow of 5800 gpm for the first 10 minutes . Itis
.. assumed thatat 10 minutes the operator reduces the LPC/Containment Cooling
. pump flows to the nominal flow of 009 gpm per pump and thc CS pump flow | to
 the nommal pump ﬂow of 4500 gpm '
‘ -«Cnse 4:1» - Above nominhl pump_'ﬂbw rate Jor LPCI/C