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L Introduction

A majority of nuclear power plants in Japan
presently in operation, under construction and in
preparation belong to light water reactors (LWR),
Namely 52 units out of 53 units are LWR's, which
consist of 23 units of pressurized water reactors (PWR)
and 29 units of boiling water reactors (BWR} [1].

As can be scen from table 1, the prestressed con-
crete containment vessel (PCCV) was first adopted in
PWR’s for the 1160 MWe Tsuruga Power Station Unit
2 which started operation in 1987, and since then all
the 1100 MWe class PWR’s built in Japan have em-
ployed POCV. In BWR’s the RCCV was first intro-
duced into the 1356 MWe ABWR Kashiwazaki-Kariwa
Power Station Unit 6 and 7 (K6,/7) which are expected
to begin their operation in 1996 and 1997 respectively.
The use of RCCV for ABWR is onc of the unique
features of ABWR by which a significant improvement
is expected to be made to the operability, safety and
cconomy of BWR. The development work for ABWR
was completed in 1985 and it is anticipated that the
future BWR type power reactars will be dominated by
ABWR. )

Now it must be mentioned that there are some
unique features to be noted in the concrete contain-
ment vessel development in Japan. The salient features
among them are as follows:
~ Stringent seismic requirements

— Thorough verification by a series of extensive experi-
mental studies

— Novel containment concept  building / containment
(RCCV) integrated structure for ABWR,

In this paper the presentation is centered on these

three important features. Finally a bricf explanation is

given of the design principles and standard relevant to

oconcrete containment vessel,

2, Seismic requirements
2.1. Basic requirements

2.1.1. Basic principles .
An overview of the seismic design procedure for
nuclear power plants in Japan is shown in fig. 1. In
general, seismic design is conducted in accordance with
the following sequence in such a way as to conform to

the regulatory guides and standards (2-6]

(1) Preparation of basic information, including identi-
fication of the earthquakes to be considered in
design, .

(2) Estimation of earthquake ground motions and in-
put motions induced by the earthquakes thus iden-
tified,

(3) Estimation of seismic forces acting on the plant by

seismic response analysis and static seismic re-
quirement,
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Table &
Concrete containment vessels in Japan

Type| Reactor Power Output Starting of
of Type Company Plant Techical Standard Operaticn
ccy {MWe) (Scheduled}

Japan

':'""'1"" Tsuruga | 1160 |Technical Standard of Prestressed | Feb.,1987

orer Unit 2 Concrete. Containment Vessels for

Company Nuclear Power Plant

Kansa{ Ont 1180 . (Dec., 1991
PCCY PR Flectric] Unit 3 +1991)

Power
Ohi Permission of Particular
1180 .
Company | ynit & (Design by MIT! Ordinance (Feb.,1993)
No.62, Article 3
Kyusyu | Genkal | 40 Mar., 1994
Electric| Unit 3 ( 1994

Power
Genkai 1180

Company Unit & (Jul, ,1997)
Technical Standard for Concrete
l(ashiu:zaki 1356 Containment Vessel
Tokyo -analrt? for Nuclear Power Plant (Jul., 1996)
RCCY BWR Electric asht o

Power waza {MITI Notification No.l52

(ABWR) | company -uxaf:m-? 1356 ’ {Jul.,1997)
L]
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Fig. 1. Flow of seismic design procedures for nuclear power plants in Japan.
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(4) Estimation of stresses, strains, deformations, etc.
resulting from seismic forces,
(5) Finally review of structural integrity and safety
function of the plant in light of acceptance critcria.
In practice, all the plant items are first classified into
three categories, A, B and C according to their impor-
tance. There is one more class, that is As, on which the
more stringent requircments are imposed in addition
to the requirements as A. Containment vessels belong
to this As class. In principle, using the design basis
carthquake ground motions, a dynamic analysis is per-
formed for class A items to obtain the scismic forces
other than the static analysis. A time dependent seis-
mic responsc analysis technique is usually employed
for the analysis of buildings and structures, but this
technique is used for some of the major equipment and
piping as well. A static analysis is required for all
classes, and the intention is to determine the minimum
seismic forces (so-called “seismic floor”) to be taken
into account in the design, on the basis of the require-
ments sct forth in the Building Standard Law, Building
Standard Law Enforcement Order, Notifications of
Ministry of Construction and relevant regulations
(hereafter referred to as “Building Standard Law"),

It can be said that there arc three main features in
the seismic requirements and practices prevailing in
Japan. They arc S, and S, design basis carthquake
ground motions, seismic classification and static analy-
sis requirement to arrive at design seismic forces.
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2.1.2. Design basis earthquake ground motions
Presented herein is an outline of how the design
basis earthquake ground motion is defined in Japan.
Figure 2 shows the locations of nuclear power plants in
Japan and the two levels of the maximum accelerations
of design basis earthquake ground motions §; and S,
employed for these plants. Although the maximur
accelcration is not a good measure of the damage
potential of carthquake ground motions, they are shown
here as an indicator of the scismic intensity at cach
site. It is seen that they range from 180 to 45¢ gal for
S, and 270 to 630 gal for S,. The Japanese Guide [3]
(hereafter referred to as “Guide™) requires that the
design basis earthquake ground motions be classified
into S, and S, as described below. Ground motion §,
is induced by the S, design carthquake that is the
maximum design earthquake thought probable to oc-
cur, and ground motion S, is induced by the S, design

. earthquake that is the extreme design carthquake

thought possible to occur.

According to the Guide, the design basis earth-
quake ground motions are defined as the ground mo-
tions at the free surface of the base stratum of a site.
The Guide also says that “the free surface of the base
stratum” is a nearly flat surfacc of the base stratum
extending over a considerable area, and above which
neither surface layers nor structures are assumed to be
present. The base stratum is firm bedrock which was
formed in Igcncra! in the Tertiary or earlier era and
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Fig. 2. Design earthquake acceleration levels in Japan (gal: unit of acceleration, cm/s2).
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Fig. 3. Flow chart for determining design basis earthquake
ground motions §, and §,.

which is not significantly weathered nor fissured. In
Japan bedrock is, in general, considered to exhibit a
shear wave velocity greater than 700 m/s.

Figure 3 shows how the design basis earthquake
ground motions S; and S, be established in Japan for
usc in nuclear power plant design. First of all, it is
required to determine the S, and S, design carth-
quakes which give the design motions S; and S,. An S,
carthquake is determined primarily on the basis of the
records of historic earthquakes and highly active faults.

Statistical expectancy based on the records of historic
carthquakes is also taken into account in estimating
the intensity of §; earthquake motions. An S, carth-
quakc is determined on the basis of seismo-tectonijc
structure at a site region and the active fault with
relatively low activity. In addition an carthquake of
magnitude 6.5 occurring directly underneath the site
must be assumed to occur as the S, design earthquake.

The carthquake ground metions are characterized
by the maximum amplitude, frequency characteristics,
duration time and time-dependent variation of ampli-
tude envelope curve. Based on the §, and S, design
earthquakes, these parameters can be determined. Us-
ing these information, thus the design basis earthquake
ground motions S, and S, are established in the form
of design spectra and synthesized ground motions.

2.1.3. Seismic classification and design seismic force
Table 2 gives the definition and examples of seismic
classification. It is a mandatory requirement in Japan
that all the plant items be classified into the three
categories A, B and C in accordance with their impor-
tance in terms of the public safety. Classified as class A
are the items containing or related to highly radioac-
tive material, and whose loss of function might lead to
the release of radioactive material to the atmosphere,
and such items required (o protect the public from
nuclear hazards in the event of a nuclear accident.
Essential items among class A items such as reactor
containment, shutdown devices, and primary coolant
system are classified as As. Such items related to
radioactive material but having relatively minor cffec-
tiveness except those classified as class A are classified
as class B, Class C items are those not classified as

Table 2
Seismic classification
Seismic
Classification Definition . Example
Facllities extremely essential to plant |Reactor containment, Reactor

Class As [safety among Class A items

coclant pressure boundaries,
Core shutdown system. etec.

facilities

Facilfties important to plant safety or |Reactor auxiliary building,
Class & related to radicactive material : Emergency core cooling system,
Emergency off-gas system, ete.
Same &s Class A but whose rupture might lead {Turbine Bldg. (BWR),
Class B to less serious consequences . Rad-waste treatment system, ete.
Facilities not classified as & or B, and the [Turbine Bldg. (PHWR),
Class ¢ same degree of safety as ordinmary industrial |Turbine Generator, ete.
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Design seismic forces

Seisaic

Static

Dynamic

Classification

Horizontal .

Vertical

Horizontal

_Yertieal.

Class As

52

V2

Class &

3Ci

1.0Cv

$1

1

Class B

1.5C1

Class C

1.0C1

1) 52,51
2) v2,Vy

ic forces derived from design basiz earthquake ground motions 52 and 5y

S2 and S{ motions divided by acceleration of gravity {980)

YN :

Dynam
Uniform Vertfcal forces based on 1/2 maximum acceleration amplitude (gal} of
Shearing force coefficient to be determined from the standard shearing

coefficient of 0.2 and other considerations such as response characteristics

of building and soil
Vertical seismic coefficient of 0.3 and is uniform value irrespective of

h) Cy H

height
5) For equipment and piping, the above static value must be multiplied by a factor of 1.2

Table 4

Load combinations and allowable limits — Basic principles

Yertical selsmic coefficient
Required horizontal ultimate strength

Load Combination
Analysis Allowable Limit
Seismic Seismic
Opera- |[Accid- Ade-
Classifi Horizontal ‘ quate jULti-
~cation [tional|ental Vertical Lin-*| Hon. |Limit|Elas- Hargin | mate
Static | Dynamic Janaly-| tic to
ear [Linear s1s | Limit kitimate IStren-
b0 ] L |ct| al sy |s2]cvfsive|sarz State | B
1
s 1 1 o} )
1 1 1 1 o O
1 1 1 o o
A 1 3" 1 O O
1 {n 1 L8] O
1 " o O
1 1.5* o] o
B - (1/2) O O
1 (1) (o] Q
c 1 1" O o]
1 . (1) . . o) O
Wote, L] Multiplied .2 for equipment and piping.
{ } Applicable to building and structure only,
Required in case of resonant vibration emly.
Ci Story shear coefficient

i

o1

[ e——

o=

-
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class A and B, which are only required to maintain the
same degree of safety as ordinary industrial facilities.

Table. 3 shows the-relation between design scismic
forces and seismic classification. It is required accord-
ing to the Guide that all the class A items iocluding
class As items be designed to the design basis earth-
quake ground moticns S, while only the class As items
are required to be designed to the design basis earth-
quake ground motion S,. The basic concept behind the
use of two levels of design earthquake S, and 8, is that
a nuclear power plant must remain intact and can
continue its operation during and after the maximum
design earthquake S, which is thought probable to
occur, in addition to maintaining its safety function
during and after the extreme design earthquake S,
which is thought possible to occur.

Tt will be noticed that the static forces are larger in
the order of importance, namely in the horizontal
direction 3, 1.5 and 1.0 for A, B and C respectively. It
will also be seen that the seismic forces in the vertical
direction are only required for class A, and no dynamic
analysis is presently required in the vertical direction.
It should also be pointed out that the static forces are
20% larger for equipment and pipings than for build-
ings and structures. This is because of the considera-
tion for the minimum response amplification relative
to buildings.

2.1.4. Acceptance criteria for seismic qualification

The acceptance criteria for seismic qualification of
nuclear power plants in Japan are outlined with em-
phasis placed on load combinations and allowable lim-
its. Table 4 presents the basic principle of load combi-
nations and allowable limits prevailing in Japan. Basi-
cally it is required for class A items to take into
account an occurrence of the maximum design earth-
quakes S, under normal or upset condition. For class
As items such as containment vessels, It is further
required that 2 simultaneous occurrence of the design
accident and maximum design earthquake S, be con-
sidered although it is a very remote probability, in
addition to a combination of normal or upset condition
glus an occurrence of the extreme design carthquake

2- .

In principle the class A items are required to re-
- main elastic under S, loading condition, and the details
are stipulated in the Japan Electric Association's Tech-
nical Guide [6] to meet this intent in accordance with
the stress categoty in the case of equipmént and piping
for example, such as primary stress, scoondary stress
and local stress, while the newly established MITI

Notification [7] is applied to concrete containment
vessels. - :

In the case of class A and B buildings and struc-
tures, it is required to follow the allowable limits for
short term loading stipulated in the Building Standard
Law, if they nced to remain elastic. Although it is
allowed for the most essential As items to exceed
elastic limits, they are required to possess a sufficient
margin for deformation capability and a certain appro-
priate margin against ultimate state or strength for the
sake of retention of safety function of a plant,

2.2 Requirements for concrete containment vessels

Seismic forces acting on concrete containment ves-
scls are estimated in accordance with the above-men-
tioned seismic design sequence, and in the case of
PCCV for a typical recent PWR plant, its response at
the top of the dome is obtained at approximately 2700
gal and over 3000 gal under the §, and S, carthquake
intensity level of 365 gal and 532 gal respectively (gal:
unit of acceleration, tm/s?). The maximum story shear
coefficient at the bottom of containment vessel under
the above condition is estimated at 1.31 and 1.57 [8].

In the case of RCCV's, since the center of gravity of
deeply embedded containment/building structure is
fairly lJowered as compared to other LWR's, the design
is dictated by static forces rather than dynamic forces.

It can be noted from the above examples that the
stringent seismic requirements were one of the incen-
tive to employ PCCV's in the case of PWR's, and that
the usc of RCCV /building combined structure has an
advantage in terms of seismic resistance capability.
Upon the introduction of PCCV’s and development of
RCCV's, for the purpose of proving the seismic qualifi-
cation and appropriateness of design approaches an
extensive research and development works were car-
ried out as mentioned hereafter in section 3.

3. Verification by research and development '
3.1 Prestressed Concrete Containment Vessel (PCCV)

Upon construction of the Tsuruga Power Station
Unit 2 which is a 1160 MWe class PWR, the Japan
Atomic Power Company (JAPC) decided to employ
PCCV based on the comparison of four different type
of containment vessel; ordinary steel spherical vessel,
high tensile steel cylindrical vessel with ice-condenser,
RCCV and POCV. The reason for selecting PCCV was
that PCCV has been widely used in the USA and
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Table 5
Development of POCV in Japan
1968 69| 70| 71| 72| 73| 7R | TS| T6{ ‘17 '1’8q ‘79|80 81]'82| 83|84 85| *85| BT
Improvesent and Standardization Program
Government

(KITI)

C—— 1 phaszel
Phase I ™) Phase N

MITI Technical Standard

Draft issued

—/ Enactment
——— Revision
—

MITI

Private Sectors
Electric Power

Verification Tests
C—— 33—

Central Research Institute of Electric
Poser Industry Hitsublshi Heavy Industry,
Sumitomo Material, Shimizu, Obayashi,
Taisel, Kajima, Fujita, Maeda

i
11/8 Model Test (Shear Test)
—

[
Kansal Electric Power Co. [
Japan Atomic Power Co.

Companies &k 1/5 Large Scale Model Test Verification Tests
Harufacturers (Pressure Test) Model Tests

Large Tendon Tests

Material Tests

Ubectsion to Adopt PCOV Slon 812

on ratlon -
Japan Atoaic for TSURUGA Unit 2 Jpe 7
Power Company *MA_EBLLL__?

Table 6

Experimental studies for the development of POCV

Item Outline
In-plane * In-plane shear tests of RC plate, RC & PC cylindrical model and PC
Shear cylindrical model with dome, thus evaluating ultimate in-plane

shear strength.

Qut-of-plane
Shear

* Push-off tests of RC blocks, thus investigating shear transfer
mechanism and evaluating shear strength.
+ Internal pressure tests of RC cylindrical wall, thus evaluating

HITI vltimate cut-of-plane shear strength of base of cylindrical wall
;::glution based on resistance of circumferential rebar reinforcement,
-} Thermal * Thermal stress tests of RC beams, thus studing reduction ratic of
Stresa thersal stress of RC beam.

: * Internal pressure + thermal load tests of base of c¢ylindrical
wall, thus confirming that ultimate shear strength of the base is

] not affected by thermal stress.
Large Friction ¢ Stressing tests of 1000 ton class tendons by full scale partial
Capacit; Loss, ete. model, thus investigating friction loss c¢oefficlents and

Tendon Teats constructability, .
Materfial Conerete * Coucrete properties test on actual concrete for Tsuruga 2, thus
Tests Properties investigating suitable ooncrete mixture, creep properties and

thermal properties of concrete.

[—y

e
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Europe and it has some advantages over the others in
terms of seismic resistance capability [9).

Although over 100 PCCV’s have been completed or
are under construction in the world, a number of
verification studies have been conducted in Japan in
addition to the establishment of standard because
PCCV is the first large structure of its kind in Japan.
These studies include optimization of structure (shape
of dome, buttress, tendon capacity, bonding, etc.), con-
ceptual design and numerous verification tests. Indi-
cated in table 5 is the schedule of FOCV development
activitics.

The Ministry of international Trade and Industry
(MITI) organized a committee in 1975 for the estab-
lishment of technical standard of concrete containment
vessel for nuclear power plants, which looked into the
relevant standards in Japan as well as the ASME code

Table 7
Major parameters of PCCV

and others. When the first draft of the standard was

prepared in 1977, the following two comments were

made by the committee, :

(1) Lack of studies both in Japan and overseas regard-
ing the in-plane and out-of-plane shear stress when
the containment vessel is subjected to a combined
stress of membrane force resulting from internal
pressure and shear force.

2) Necessity for studying the method of evaluating
stiffness in estimating thermal stress,

On the basis of this review, the decision was made to

perform verification tests as part of the MITI LWR

standardization activities to confirm the requirements
for evaluation of out-of-planc and in-plane shear stress
and thermal stress [10]. In addition electric utilitics
with assistance from industries carried out various veri-
fication tests using models subjected to loads such as

Plant Name Tsuruga Unit 2 Ohi Unit 3&4 Genkaf Unit 3&%
Shape of CCV Cylindrical Shell with Spherlical Dome
.§ Cylinder, Thickness of wall 1.3a
" Height(Internal) 3.0 m
- Diameter 43.0a ;
Z | pome, Tickness f.im
3 Height (Internal) 2.6 m
Radius{Internal) 21.5 m
- Design Pressure 4.0 Wﬂz
_E:E Test Pressure 4.6 k;lalz
as
25| pestgn Temperature 148 *C
Specified Design Strength 1-
3 | of Concrete Foall20 kg/ca? Fe=N50 kg/cw? Fesli20 kg/cn?
=
E Reinforcing Bar ‘ Spdo, D51
2 | Liner 6.4 un
Anchorage Unbonded type (Grouting with grease)
Tendon Unbonded type
§ Buttress 3 - Buttress 2 - Buttress ontt & 2RukERes
Dy
[ ]
o Cylinder : Hoop, Dome : 3 Hays reversing U,
% | Tendon Layout ) Hoop {(partially)
Tendon Composition 163uires of Tam [55 strands of 12.5em| 163 wires of Tum
Tendon Capacity - 1,000 tons elass )
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internal pressure, temperature and horizontal force,
and experimental studics on large capacity tendons
(sec tabic 6) (11,12).

In light of the outcome of the above-mentioned
studies, “MITI Technical Standard (Tentative)” was.
established in 1979 which was then revised in 1981 {131
Construction permit has been issued to the Tsuruga
Uit 2, Ohi Unit 3&4 and Genkai Unit 3 after submit-
ting the POCV Technical Guideline which was pre-
pared for each plant-by-plant basis in accordance with
the Technical Standard.

Major parameters of the POCV’s are given in table
7. It is obvious from this table that they are identical in
terms of dimension and design requirements except for
minor differences in construction material and pre-
stressing system.

In-Service Inspection (ISI) has been conducted for
the Tsuruga Unit 2 one and three year after the start
of operation, and its structural integrity has been con-
firmed by checking prestressing force of tendon, an-
chorage, grease, concrete, cte.

Table 8
Development of ABWR

3.2 Reinforced Concrete Containment Vessel {RCCV)

A feasibility study has been undertaken in 1978 by
the world’s five BWR manufactures (GE, Toshiba,
Hitachi, ASEATOM, ANSALDO) aiming at develop-
ing an advanced version of the BWR (ABWR) on the,
basis of technologies of conventional BWRs. Since that
time numerous studics have been conducted, ie. 3rd
Phase LWR Improvement and Standardization by the
MITI, Conceptual Design by the Tokyo Electric Power
Company (TEPCO) and Industrics, Structural Evalua-
tion and Verification Tests for Establishment of Stan-
dard by the Electric Utilities/ Industries Joint Study.
Consequently ABWR has been successfully developed
and adopted for TEPCO’s Kashiwazaki-Kariwa Unit 6
and 7, which are deemed to be equivalent to the
MITT's 3rd phase standard LWR. Listed below are the
main features of ABWR [14).

(1) Adoption of an internal pump for reactor coolant
recirculation, thereby eliminating the outer pump.
(2) Adoption of a reinforced concrete containment

~977 ]1alvslaolat|az|ss|sulss|as

o7 [#8] o [90 [ 31 [ 52 [ 93] oa Tss [ 36 [s7 ] s8] 99 | 2000

Icprovement and Standardization Program

Government ::I Phase K

Joint Study (Test & Development)
Six BWR Utilities,GE,Toshiba,Hitachi

Companies &
Mamfacturers

{ MITT ) Phase B MITI Motice ¥90.10.22 Notlce Enactment
R
Tokyo Electrl v
° Feast | ] Safety Examination
easi-
Pouer Company bility Bastc Design & > T Comvercial
(Tepco ) & srr.\;:l.y (w9 move-en of k=61 —] Operation *96.7
Manufacturers ABMR ] Tepao,GE,Toshiba, Hitachi
GE, Toshiba, Hitachl, ¥V Coemmercial
ASEA-ATOM, R -7 _} operation
'97.7
Electric Poder

E-6 : Kashivazaki-Kariva Wo.6
X-1 : Kashivazski-Rarfsa Mo.T

L3
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vessel which is structurally combined with the reac-

tor building. _

(3} Adoption of improved control rod drive mecha-
nism.

(4) Adoption of improved reactor core.

(5) Scaling up of plant output by the use of high-ef-
ficiency turbine, etc.

As part of the end-product of .this development, a

cylindrical RCCV was developed as listed in the above

(2) which is integrated with the building to make a

single combined structure- having the following advan-

tages: .

(1) Freedom in shape, which leads to a reasonable

- shape meeting the equipment and piping layout

.. Teguirements.

(2) Ideal hybrid.structure with steel liner functioning
as leak-proof membrane and concrete as pressure
sustaining structure, shielding and seismic wall of
reactor building. .

(3) Smaller size of RCCV and lower gravity center,

_ thus enhancing scismic resistance capability.

(4) Shortening of construction period.

Table 8 shows the schedule of RCCV development
activities [14]. Since RCCV is the first structure of its
kind newly adopted in Japan, a trial design was per-
formed in accordance with the above-mentioned Tech-

nical Standard in addition to a scrics of verification
tests as the joint effort of BWR utilitics aiming at the
structural evaluation and establishment of the rein-
forced concrete containment vessel. From the struc-
tural viewpoint, there were three outstanding aspects
to be investigated as follows;

— The RCCYV structure is under a complex combined
stress condition resulting from a tensile membrane
stress by internal pressure and stresses by other
loads.

— The RCCV top slab is stiffened by pool girders.

— The RCCV is combined with the building through
building slabs.

Accordingly the following experimental studies were
conducted.

(1) Basic design data has been accumulated on the
shear strength under an axial tensile state by exper-
imental means using beam and disc models. The
results thus obtained were reflected upon the MITL
Natice 452 along with the knowledge derived from
the previous shear tests.

(2) A partial model of top slab was tested to failure by
internal pressure, thereby confirming the ample
margin for ultimate strength (maximum pressure at
failure was four times the design pressure.)

(3) An entire scale model of the RCCV /building slab

Torsional Loading F@ |
® Trusv::::-f:e:: G)Experlults on Cy- Experiment of (]) Experimcat of Total
Beam Element Linder wilh Top Slab Model ia Large Scale
Openings
a5 - s 1 1 Taell 1 specimen
@a specimens =L_—J1 specimen fnternal
Nembrane 4 specineas E fnternal pressure]
77 [7] bending : la-planc pressure Thermal load
Shear 1712 shesr /10 Thermal load] |1/6  Horizemtal force
‘ ‘ A. Yerification of the
(& Transverse Shear f f 4 RCCY*s dategrily
Experimeats on 8. Confirmaiion of the
Disk Model @ Shear Experiment DExperiment sa Joint Vitimate Streagth
4 1 of Liner Ancher ot Diaphragm Floor C. Applicabitity of
m specimens o P the Design Standard|
D. Yalidity of
Hembrane mens] specimens
Shear _ specl ; pecime the Desira Kelhod
Shear ) Teasion
11 173 Shear

(3 Experlments of KC
‘ Plate vith Opeaings]

OF 'ieccinens

-

o=
1/6, 1/12

@F.nerluatmr_-
mal Lead on KHigh
Temperature Flpe

4

(® Structural Experi-
ments en Re-bar

Penclration Jaint Yerification of
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Fig. 4. Flow chart of experimeatal study for RCCV structure.
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Flan of ABWR Plant
(B3F)

combined structure was tested by loading internal
pressure, temperature and horizontal seismic force,
and compared with the analysis results to confirm
the validity of design method, and then the model
was tested to failure by horizontal force, thereby
assuring the ample margin for ultimate strength.
Figure 4 is a flow chart showing the entire experi-
mental rescarch work, which consists of basic study,
verification studics by partial structural element mod-

¢ls and an entire scaled model.

Vertical Section of ABWR Plant
(180-0)

Fig. 5. Outline of ABWR /RCCV structure.

ROCYV structure, etc.

[ -
S E
s
d | # |
| 180°)
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The structural integrity under design loading condi-
tions as well as the ultimate strength and its margin
were confirmed. The outcome of these studies was
already presented in the 10th SMiRT Conference [15).

Figure 5 and table 9 show an outline of the struc-
ture and major design parameters of RCCV's for K6/7.
K6/7 is presently in the preparatory stage for con-
struction, and an effort is under way to study construc-
tion method and sequence, In-Service Inspection of

Table 9 :
Major parameters of RCCV
Plant Name Kashivazaki-Kariwa Uit No.6 & 7
-Shape of CCV Hybrid Cylinder and Top Slab with Steel Liner and Reactor Bullding

Thickness of Cylinder

Config-| [oner Dismeter
juratiood ;iciress of Top S1ab
Total Height

Height of Cylinder (Internal)

2.0m
2.5 m
29.0 m
22m~24n
sbout 36 m {To Drywell Head)

Start of Operation (Scheduled)

Unit 6 June,1996 , Unit 7 July, 1997

Design | Design Pressure 3.16 kgt/om*
&;’; Test Pressure 3.56 kgl /et
Design Temperature 171 *C
Concrete Specified Design Strength Fox33okgt/on’
Nets [Meinforcing Bar SOXO-DA1 and larger , 5035-038 and smaller
Liner Plate 6.8

.
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Fuel Glrder
Top Slab
FAaor Slab

Stiffrets of
Exterior Wall yhndrical Wall

{

Liner

RPY Pedastal

z
*4/ by
K Stiffness of RS Slab “HASTRAN™

Total Number of Nodes 11953
Total Number of Elements: 2170

Fig. 6. 3-Dimensional FEM model of RCCV for structural
design.

Since RCCV is a complicated structure surrounded
and connected with structural elements of the buildiog,
and in addition it must be designed to various loading
conditions, its structural analysis is carried out for final
confirmative purpose by using a 3-dimensional FEM
model as shown in fig. 6 [15).

4. Design
4.1. General

As was previously mentioned, each PCCV was de-
signed and approved by the technical guideline pre-
pared on & plant-by-plant basis in accordance with the
MITI Technical Standard for Concrete Containment
Vessel (revised in 1981) [13]. However, in view of the

Table 10
Outline of MITI Notification No.452

anticipation for the continued adoption of concrete

containment vessels in the future, MITI established a

committee and issued the *Technical Standard for

Concrete Containment Vessels for Nuclear Power

Plants' as MITI Notice 452 (hcreafter referred to as

“Standard™) in 1990 [7].

The basic principles of the Standard are as follows:

(1) Reference was made mainly to the relevant stan-
dards in Japan as well as the intent of existing
cquivalent foreign standards such as the ASME
Sec. III Div. 2. Furthermore experiences gained
from the design, construction and operation of
previous concrete containment vessels were well
reflected upon the Standard.

(2) Load combinations are classified into four Load
Categories I-IV, which in principle correspond to
those of the ASME Sec, III Div. 2.

(3) Requircments for seismic design are stipulated.

{4) Consideration is given that regulations for steel
portion are consistent with those of the MITI No-
tice 501 (Technical Standard for Structural Design
of Mechanical Components of Nuclecar Power Fa-
cilities).

The Standard applies to concrete portion, steel liner

plate, liner anchor, penetration sleeve, penetration an-

chor, attachment to liner plate, and s0 on. Those
portions consisting of steel only are subject to regula-
tions stipulated in the MITI Notice 501. The Standard
is composed of four chapters which are outlined in
table 10.

4.2. Load categories, loads and load combinations

Load combinations are classified into four cate-
gories “Load Categories I-IV" depending upon the

Chapter Contents
1
Introdustion + Scope and Definition of Terms
2
Concrete + Materials (Concrste, Reinforcing Bara, Prestressing Tendons, etc.) and Design

Criteria (Loads, Specified Dutfn Strength and Design Allowables)

¢ Deaign for Concrete Structures 1linder

o Other Details of Design (Minimum Reinforcement, Layout of FRe-bars and
Prestressing Tendons, Anchorage, Splicing, Covering, Spacing, ete.

Cy. » Top Slab, Base Mat and Penetrations)

3
Liner Plate, Liner Anchor|e Steel Material and Design Criteria (Loads, Load Combinations, Design Allcwables
ete, of Liner Plates, Liner Anchors ete,

[ 4

Knuckle Parts d Shel Material and Des: 1ia,
s an ell] e« r ign Criter
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frequency and simultancous occurrence of loading, and
cach structural element is designed in accordance to
the requirements to each Load Category.

Load Category I is defined as normal operating
condition, while Load Category II as safety relief valve
operating condition, test condition and snow load con-
dition, and basically under these I and II conditions
the plant is required to maintain its function for the
'long-term operation.

Load Category III is defined as abnormal condition
other than I and M such as accidental and seismic
loading conditions. Under these shortterm loading con-
ditions, the plant is basically required to remain below
elastic limits. Load Category IV is defined as extreme
condition postulated in safety design where the plant is
required to maintain its safety function.

.Loads and load combinations for the four Load
Categories are indicated in table 11. It must be men-
tioned that the test pressure is defined as 1.125 times
the maximum design pressure as in the case of the

Table 11
Load Categories and Load Combinations

15

steel containment vessel. As can be seen from table 11,
altogether 14 loads and 15 load combinations arc cons
sidered in concrete containment design. e

4.3. Allowable limits

4.3.1. Concrete

Allowable limits for concrete are grouped into two
categorics; limits for membrane force and bending
moment, and shear force:

~ Allowable limits for membrdne force and bending
moment ~ Allowable stress limits for concrete are
defined to Load Category I, II and III as shown in
tables 12 and 13. Regarding the allowable compressive
stress limits for concrete, two stress conditions arc
defined, i.e. stress condition 1 which does not include
thermal stress and stress condition 2 which includes all
stresses. Allowable limits for stress condition 2 are
increased compared with those for stress condition 1
by some factors. The ultimate strength is set as an

-

r - |2 I2 P ol v
e Losd ‘8’ b S el " -4 g -
[ ] [ anje 9 [ ] n | -1 [
s = c g l-g w Slul ‘,5 el o - " F £quivalent of
a 3 3] 815, 881835 51(83(E3 5| F1 5| B 2| 3| ok secn
. 3|3 Sladlser i 2(Eesn & sl 3 58| Towe
3| iead contition HEE I BRI
Sl d|l &i2Ll2zl8ElS AzlSEl Sl S &1 § =] &
I [Wormal operating 1.0{1.0]1.0{1.0]1.0]1.0 Normal
]Sarety relief value operating J1.0{1.0]1.0]1.0f1.0]1.0
I [Testing : 1.0l1.0]1.0 1,0 Teat
Jsnow 1.0]1.0{1.0]1.0{1.0]1.0 1.0 Norsal
[storm 1.0]1.0{1.0]1.e]1.0]1.0 1.0
Severe
u [S1seimic 1.0]s.e]1.0f1.0]1.0]1.0 1.0
L{1)-nccident 1.6]1.0]1.0 1.0 ]1.0]1.0 Abnormal
L{2)-acoident « Sy 1.0]1.0| 1.0 1.0 f1.0]1.0 1.0 Abnormal/Severe
52 seismle 1.0)1.0)1.0]1.0] .0 1.0 Extyreme
{L(3)-accident 1.0]1.0]1.¢ 1.5" | 1.0 Avnorsal
¥ J-accident 1.0{1.0]1.0 1.0 Abnormal /Extreme
L{k)-acoldent. + 8y 1.0]1.0]1.0 1.0 J1.0 1.0
L{S)-accident + Soow 1.0]11.0]1.0 1.26%11.0 1.26% Abnormal/Severe
L{S)-sccident +  Storm 1.o]1.0]1.0 1258 [ 1.0f 12s*

Note : (1) When used for liner plate and liner snchor, all the values with “a*
&r¢ not required to possess pressure-resisting function
Safety relief valug operating condition in Load Catagory

{2)
)
)
{5}
(6}

m

L{1}-accident condition in Load
L{2}-accident condition in Load
is combined with S¢

taken into account
L{A)-accident condition im Load Category N 13
and piping loads are taken inte account

By be taken equal to 1.0 because they
0 is applicable to BWR

. only
Category H includes peak loads fmmediateiy after LOCA
Category B is long-sustaining loading eondition 10-1 year after LOCA which

L{3)-aceident econdition in Load Category N Ls LOCA loading bondition where 1.5 times the design pressurs is
LOCA loading condition ccmbined uith S where the maximm

preasure
L(5)-aceident ocondition in Load Category K iz LOCA loading condition combined with snow and
times the max{mm pressure and piping loads are taken into acoount

storn viere 1,25
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Tabic 12
Allowable stress (1. Compressive stress of concrete)

: Allowable Compreasive Stress
Load Category
. Stress Condition 1 | Streas Condition 2
1 &1 Fc /73 9Fe / 20
H 2Fe / 3 3Fe / A

Wote : fc Ls Specified design strength-of concrete (kgf/em®)

Table 13 .
Allowable stress (2. Shear stress of concrete)

Load Category Allowable Shear Stress
Fe Fe
Tel Lesser of —— and 5 «
30 100
| | The above X 1.5

Note : Fc is Specified design atrength of concrete{kg(/ca®)

aliowable limit for the combination of membrane forec
and bending moment for Load Category IV, and the
strain limits of concrete and rebar in estimating the
above ultimate strength are determined to be the val-
ues indicated in table 14. Additionally it is stipulated
that the allowable limit for the compressive stress of
concrete under Load Category IV be below 2/3 of the
specified design strength.

= Allowable Limit for shear force for shell portion —
With regard to the allowable limits for in-plane shear
force and out-of-plane shear force, and the [imit for
out-of plane shear force acting on the bottom of the
cylinder which is induced by axi-symmetric loading, the
ultimate shear strength derived from the test results is
used as the basis for an allowable limit for Load
Category IV. The allowable limit for Load Category I

Table 14
Smmhmiuhrmetemdminfo:dngbuinlmd&le-
goey IV

Hatarial VYalue of Limitc Strain
Concrete compreasive 3 0.003
Reinforcing bar |terisile and compressive : 0.005

The maximum ocmpressive stress of coacrete must be less
than 0.85 Fo.

Tensile and oompressive stress of reinforcing bars must
be less than those of of allovables in Load Category N.

and Il is defined as 1/2 of the ultimate shear strength
used for Load Category IV, while the timit for Load
Category 111 is defined as 3 /4 of the same. .

The following is the equation used for estimating
the ultimate strength.

(i} In-plane shear strength

On the basis of horizontal loading test results using
reinforced and prestressed concrete eylindrical models,
the in-plane shear strength is determined from the
strength obtained from the assumption of only steel
being effective as restraining force and the upper limit
of concrete strength as follows;

0= H( LSy + 00t —T04) + (Pufy + e — 00,)},
and ry < 3.5\/7":.

where
T, : ultimate tangential shear stress,
Pug» Pyg © Teinforcement ratios in meridional (¢) and

circumferential (#) directions respectively,
To4s Oge: Membrane stresses in ¢ and @ directions
respectively which arc induced by an exter-
nal force except for a prestressed force (these
values become positive for tensile stress and
0 for compressive stress),
Opgr Opg: cifective prestressed stresses in ¢ and ¢
directions, respectively,
f, : specified yield strength of bars,
: specified design strength of concrete.
(u} Out-of-plane shear strength
For the out-of-plane shear strength, a new equation
is used which is proposed based on the test results such
as push-off tests, shear tests for columns and beams
and reinforced concrete containment vessel, where
consideration is given to the coefficient of reduction
due to shear span ratio.

2= @{0.1( .S, — o) +05p.f, +0.75/F,}, and

o 535/F.,

where

7y : ultimate out-of-plane shear stress,

p, : ratio of reinforcement to total cross section,

o, : membrane stress caused by external forces (this
value becomes positive for tensile stress),

Po & 12tio of out-of-plane shear reinforcement,

¢ : Coeffi c:ent of reduction by M/Qdd =
I/JM/( 0585951, where
M: manmum bending moment of cross section,
{2 : maximum shear force of cross section,
d : cHective cross section.
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Table 15 Table 17
Strain allowables for liner plate Displacement allowables for lincar anchor
Design Allowable Load
Load Classification of Hesbrane « Displacement Allowables
Category Straing Hembrane bending Category
R Compressive strain 0.002 ©.004 LR $2x0.25 2u
4B
Tensile strain 0.002 0.004 | W 8205 &y
- Compressive strain 0.005 0.014 Note : du iz displacement of Liner anchor at fracture,
Tensile strain 0.003 0.010 theoreniias® deternined on the basts of ,

theoretical or experimental results,

(iii) Out-of plane shear strength at bottom of shell

The foliowing equation based on the yielding of
re-bars in circumferential direction is used for estimat-
ing the ultimate out-of-plane shear strength at the
bottom portion of the shell connected with the founda-
tion when it is subjected to axi-symmetric loading.

Tu=10p,f,/(132/6-F),

where '

TH : ultimate out-of-plane shear stress,

Pu : reinforcement ratio in @ direction,

5 : specified yield strength of reinforcing bar,
B=r/t r: radius to center of wall,

¢ : thickness of containment.

4.3.2. Liner plate and fuer anchor

Liner plate - Allowable limits for the strain induced
in the liner plate by constraint or forced deformation
are indicated in table 15. The provisions for class 2
support structure in the MITI Notice 501 are to be
followed when liner plate is subjected to external load
(mechanical load) and is thought to function as support
structure transmitting this load to concrete, afd when
liner plate is not supported by concrete (in case the
liner is subjected to negative pressure) and is thought

Table 16
Allowables for liner anchor
Load
Caterc: To Hechanical Loads
1s1 Lesser of Fas0.67 Fy and Fas0.33 Fu
[ ¥} Lesser of Fa:0.9 Fy and Fax0.5 Fu
Note : is yield strength of liner anchor,
;1,1 is zlthnte strength of liner anchor,

ammwuaummmmuor
tical or sxperimental results,

to function as structural element, the provisions for
class 2 vessel in the MIT Notice 501 are to be fol-
lowed.

Liner anchor — Table 16 shows the allowable load
limits of the liner anchor when subjected to mechanical
loads. Indicated in table 17 are the allowable deforma-
tion limits for liner anchor which are induced in liner
anchor by forced strain of liner plate. When the liner
anchor thought to act as support structure, it is stipu-

lated that the provisions in the MITI Notice 501 are to
be followed.

5. Conclusions

Owing to the above-mentioned extensive verifica-
tion studies and actual design and construction experi-
ences, CCV's are proved to function satisfactorily as a
sound safety barrier in carthquake-prone countries like
Japan.

The Kashiwazaki-Kariwa Power Station Unit 6 and
7, the first ABWR's employing RCCV, are currently
under licensing review and is cxpected to start its
construction in 1991,

In light of further advancement of technelogy, an
effort is presently being made by on-going studies to
develop 2 more advanced method for use in concrete
containment vessels in.the near future, for example, to
upgrade the quality of concrete during construction
and to develop the optimum non-destructive method to
inspect the structural integrity of OCVs during opera-
tion by automatic devices,
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The Advanced Boiling Water Reactor (ABWR) design is based on construction and operating experience of nuclear
power plants in Japan, United States, and Europe. To optimize the plant arrangement of the Advanced Boiling Water
Reactor (ABWR) and to verify the structural feasibility to canry design loads a study was conducted. To arrive at an
optimized plant arrangement with a minimum size reactor building (RB), a circular cylindrical reinforced concrete
containment vessel (ROCV) with a flat top slab and a monolithically connected diaphragm slab has been selected.

The Simplificd Boiling Water Reactor (SBWR) is being develaped as a standardized 600 MWe Advanced ‘Light Water
Reactor. The design concept of the SBWR. is based on simplicity and passive features to enhance safety and reliability,
improve performance and increase economic viability. Due to the use of passive containment cooling, SBWR has features
that are different from those of existing designs.

The objectives of the study for the ABWR contzinment and RB arc (o perform a structural analysis of the containment
and RB and to evaluate the structure for conformance to the US. NRC requircments. The main objective of the studies for
the SBWR is to demonstrate the structural design feasibility of the containment for the pressure and the temperature

fesponse assaciated with the passive systems adopted for the SBWR.

1. Introduction

The Advanced Boiling Water Reactor (ABWR) de-
sign is based on construction and operating experience
of nuclear power plants in Japan, United States and
Europe. General Electric and Bechtel performed stud-
jes in 1984 to optimize the plant arrangement of the
ABWR and to vetify the structural feasibility to carry
design loads [1,2]. A comparison of major plant specifi-
cations for the ABWR with those of the current gener-
ation of Japanese BWR can be found in ref. [3].

. The Simplified Boiling Water Reactor (SBWR) is

based on simplicity and passive features to enhance
safety and reliability, improve petformance and in-
crease economic viability. Use of the pressure suppres-
sion system, gravity-driven cooling system (GDCS) and
passive containment cooling system (PCCS) atlows the
climination of safety grade emergency diesel genera-
tors, core cooling pumps and heat removal pumps thus
simplifying plant design and reducing plant costs. Ref-
erence [4] gives a comparison of features for the SBWR

with those for the current conventiona! BWR and the
ABWR.

The objectives of the study for the ABWR contain-
ment and RB are to perform a structural analysis of
the containment and RB and to evaluate the structure
for conformance to the U.S. NRC requirements.

The main objective of the studies for the SBWR is
to demonstrate the structural design feasibility of the
containment for the pressure and the temperature
response associated with the passive systems adopted
for the SBWR and to demonstrate that a 30-month
construction schedule can be achieved. More detailed
information can be found in ref. [5]).

2. Description of the containments and the reactor
buildings .

To arrive at an optimized plant arrangement with a
minimum size reactor building, & circular cylindrical
reinforced concrete containment vessel (RCCV) with a

0029-5493,/93/$06.00 © 1993 — Elsevier Science Publishers B.V. All rights reserved
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flat top slab and a monolithically connected diaphragm
slab has been selected. The flat top slab is integrated
with the fuel pool girders which are framed into the
RB structural walls and floors.

€

TMSLAS7CO 1 p op or SRy

The ABWR containment has 29.0 m inside diame-
ter (ID) and is integrated with the reactor building.
The containment and the reactor building are sup-
ported by a common foundation mat. The bottom of
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Fig. 1. ABWR containment and reactor building.
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the foundation mat is embedded in the ground 259 m
(85 ft) below grade. The major containment internal
structures consist of the reactor pedestal, the reactor
shield wall, and the. diaphragm floor. The reactor
pedestal is a composite steel and concrete structure,
the pedestal consists of two concentric steel shells tied
together by vertical steel diaphragms. A reinforced
concrete circular diaphragm floor slab setves as a bar-
rier between the drywell and the wetwell. The dia-
phragm floor is supported by the containment wall and
the reactor pedestal. The top of the RPV is supported
by the reactor shield wall by means of RPV stabilizer
truss. .
The RB of the ABWR is a 59 m (193.5 ft) by 56 m
(183.75 1) reinforced concrete structure. The building
has six reinforced concrete flcors which are monolithi-
cally connected to the containment. The operating
floor at elevation 26.7 m (87.6 ft) is not directly con-
nected to the containment, but is connected to the fuel
pool girders which arc supported by the containment
and the RB. The interior walls and the floor beams are
not connected to the containment structure. The ar-
rangement of the RB and the containment is shown in
fig. 1.

‘The SBWR plant due 10 the use of passive contain-

ment cooling, has features that are different from .

those of other existing designs. The Isolation Con-
densers (L.C.'s) and the passive containment cooling
system (PCCS) that removes decay heat by natural
convection and evaporation arc in pools which are
located on top of the drywell. To maintain long term
cooling and water coverage of the reactor core, the
suppression pool (SP) is elevated to such a level that
water can flow by gravity from the SP to the reactor
after LOCA,

The SBWR containment has 315 m ID and is
partially integrated with the RB. It consists of the
reactor pressure vessel (RPV) pedestal, SP floor slab,
the cylindrical containment wail and the drywell top
slab. The drywell top slab supports the IC pools and
service pool. The IC pool girders on the drywell top
slab provide strength to resist containment pressure
loads. The top slab has a large opening (D = 9.4 m) in
the middle for the drywell head and four openings
(d=32 m) for the IC’s and PCCS. The vent wall

: structure and the diaphragm floor slab are steel struc-

tures filled with concrete. The RPV pedestal supports
the reactor vessel, reactor shield wall, vent wall struc-
ture and the suppression pool. :
The RB structures for the SBWR consists of the
RCCV and three rectangular “boxes™ supported on a
common basemat of 66.3 m x 66.3 m with intercon-

nected slabs at various clevations as shown in fig. 2.
The structures are primarily of reinforced concrete
construction. The bottom of the foundation mat is
embedded in the ground 23.0 m (76 £t) below grade. In
the present design for SBWR, the RPV pedestal forms
part of the containment pressurc boundary. It was
decided to adopt a reinforced concrete pedestal with
liner plate on the inner face acting as a leak tight
boundary. This was judged to be more desirable than a
stecl-concrete composite pedestal, based on considera-
tion of applicable design codes, severe accident condi-
tions and construction requirements including modu-
larization. :

3. Design criteria

The containment structures are designed in accor-
dance with the ASME boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code, Section III Div. 2 [6].

The containment temperature and pressure condi-
tions for normal, testing and LOCA conditions consid-
ered in the study are shown in table 1. Pool hydrody-
namic loads and the corresponding containment pres-
surc are also considered. Temperatures greater than
150°F are postulated to last a long period of time after
a LOCA or postulated severe accident conditions in
the SBWR. Degradation of material propertics is ex-
pected and, therefore, temperature depeadent mate-
rial properties are considered in the analysis and de-
sign.

4, Seismic analysis

. The seismic analyses for the feasibility study of the
SBWR standard plant were performed with lumped
mass model as shown in fig. 3. A range of soils was
considered in terms of shear wave velocity (v). Evalu-

Table 1

Pressure and temperature loads

Condition  Pressure (psig) Temperature (*F)
Drywell Wetwell Drywell Wetwell

Test (1) 633 633 60 60

Test (2) 633 346 60 60

Normat 20 20 135 95

LOCA 550 550 30* 20*

'ForSBWtheoéieq;pentummcxistl‘ornplonays
after LOCA and have been considered in the design.
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ated soils include soft soil with v = 300 m/s, 500 m/s,.
intermediate soif with v = 1000 m/s and hard soil with
v = 1500 m/s and 3000 m/s. Two scts of input motion
were used. Onc based on a peak horizontal ground

Japanese MITI Standardization program for LWR in}
Japan. In addition, a parametric seismic analysis was® *
performed for various idealized site conditions as pre- °

per US NRC Reg. Guide 1.60. The other based o:-]'-.e

acceleration of 0.3 2 (SSE) with a response spectrum sented in ref. {9].
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Fig. 3, SBWR lumped mass seismic model.
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S. Analytical models and structural analysis

The containment and the RB are analyzed as one
integrated structurc utilizing the finite element com-
puter program STARDYNE. The structures are ideal-
ized as a three-dimensional assemblage of linear elastic
beam and plate clements,

The models include the geometry and the material
properties of major structural components consisting of
the containment wall, reactor pedestal, reactor shield
wall, reactor vesse!, foundation mat, diaphragm floor,
containment top slab, fuel pool girders, and the RB
floors, walls, columns, and roof. The underlying foun-
dation soil was represented by spring clements. The
side soil was not induded in the model. The founda-
tion soil was adjusted to include embedment effects.
The lateral soil pressure was considered during the
evaluation of the RB outer walls. The finite element
representation of the structure for the ABWR is shown
in fig. 4 and for the SBWR in fig. 5. For the ABWR,
because of symmetry, 180° model was used where as
for the SBWR, 360° F.E. model was used.

The structural analysis consisted of four steps:

— the formulation and decomposition of the stiffness
maltrix,

- the static analysis for the foad cases,

~ the combination of loads, and

- the stress analysis of rebar and concrete.
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Fig. 4. Finitc element model for ABWR containment and
reactor building.

Fig. 5. Finite element mdclﬁorSBWRconuinmemandremrbuﬂding.
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The rebar and concrete stress analysis was performed
using Concrete Element Cracking Analysis Program
(CECAP). The clement represents a section of a con-
crete shell or plate, layers of reinforcing steel, and a
liner plate. External forces, as input, consist of mo-
ments in two directions, axial forces in two perpendicu-
lar directions, in plane and transverse shear forces.
The program outputs stresses and strains along the
element in the concrete, reinforcement; and the liner
plate. CECAP assumes linear strain relationships for
steel and concrete in compression. Concrete is as-
sumed to have no tensile strength, The ‘solution is an
iterative process, whereby teusile stresses found ini-
tially in concrete are relieved due to concrete cracking
and redistributed in the clement. The equilibrium of
non-therma! loads is preserved. For thermal effects,
the clement is assumed free to expand inplane, but is
fixed against rotation. The capacity for expansion and
cracking generally results in a reduction in thermal
forces and moments from the initial condition.

6. Structural assessment and conclusions

Although the design criteria and seismic analysis
discussed in sections 3 and 4 respectively, are for the
SBWR, similar design criteria and seismic analysis
based on a range of soil conditions were used for the
ABWR study. The results of the ABWR study show
that with the present configuration and with RCCV
wall thickness of 2 m, the containment and RB can be
designed as standardized plant or generic site to meet
the ASME Section III, Division 2, and the NRC re-
quirements.

‘I'he reactor building and the containment for both
the ABWR and the SBWR were analyzed by finite
element methods using plate and shell elements. The
concrete cracking effects were evaluated by successive
iterations. The evaluation results demonstrate that the
ROCV wall of 2.0 meter thickness can be adequately
reinforced to resist the loads discussed. The RCCV, as
designed for LOCA conditions, can withstand a severe
sccident pressure of at least two times the design
pressure value together with associated temperatures.
Similar conclusions were reached in ref. [7] for a slightly
larger SBWR containment but with somewhat different
configuration. .

The details of analysis and results for the SBWR
top slab are presented in ref. [8]. The results show that
the design is feasible with the specified number of
large openings in the slab.

Similar to the ABWR design, the RCCV of the
SBWR plant is integrated with the RB by RB floor

slabs at various elevations and by the pool girders on
the top. For the evaluation, a finite clement model was
prepared, and analysis was performed using the STAR-
DYNE computer code. In a series of iterations the
stiffness of highly stressed elements was reduced to
allow for redistribution of forces due to concrete crack-=
ing. The study results showed that for the present
configuration with integrated RCCV, RB, and pool
girders, the structural design is feasible. Even though
large shear stresses are induced in the pool girders due
to the thermal growth of the RCCV due to LOCA
thermal loads, based on the initial elastic analysis, the
thermal stresses are significantly reduced after ac-
counting for relaxation due to cracking of concrete.

The reactor building for thc SBWR has floor slabs
at various heights. Integration of the RCCV with the
RB is advantageous from seismic design considera-
tions. However, when the design for LOCA pressure
and temperature and construction are considered, inte-
gration of all floor slabs with the RCCV is not desir-
able. To optimize the structural responses it was de-
cided that the two structures be integrated only at:

« Suppression pool bottom floor slab level
« Suppression pool top slab level

« RCCV top slab level

« Operating floor.

It was decided not to integrate the remaining floors
of the RB with the RCCV. A scparation gap has been
provided between these slabs and the RCCV wall, with
appropriate detail for the required leak tightness
against flooding, fire, etc. This will prevent contain-
ment pressure and thermal loads from being transmit-
ted to these floor slabs, thus making their design more
economical. Also, in absence of floor integration with
the RCCV, the construction of RCCV can be expe-
dited.

The vent wall structure is made up of two concen-
tric steel cylinders with vertical stiffeners in-between.
There are 8 vent pipes that are equally spaced between
stiffencrs. The remaining spaces are filled with con-
crete. This type of construction lends jtself well to
modularization and off-site prefabrication. The design
ia feasible with 30 mm thick steel plates.

Diaphragm floor slab is a steel structure consisting
of continuous top and bottom plates with circumferen-
tial stiffeners and radial vertical web plates in between.
This lends itself to modular construction and provides
for easy anchorage of GDCS pool steel framing and
the pipe support structure in the drywell,

The cvaluation results of SEWR show that the
structural design is feasible for the pressure and tem-
perature responscs associated with the passive systems

]
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adopted for the SBWR in conjunction with seismic
loads derived from various soil conditions to represent
generic site. ;

Study was also performed about constructability of
the RB. The results showed that by using large scale
prefabrication and modularization and based on use of
1000 ton crane with rolling 4 X 10’s, work week (70
working hours per week), a 30-month construction
schedute from start of structural concrete to the fuel
load is achievable for “n-th of a kind™ plant. Figure 2
shows some of the large structural modules considered
in this study. :
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Different conlainment concepts have been proposed for High Temperature Reactors. In the paper the confinement, the
gastight pressurized containmeat and the vented confinement arc discussed. For a small HTR such as the Modul it seems to
be possible to provide a vented confinement instead of a gastight containment. The German Reactor Safety Commission has
given a positive statement. Due to the specific safety characteristics of the HTR the safety concepts can differ in part quite

considerably from current LWR standard solutions.

1. Introduction

During the past three different containment con-
cepis have been proposed for High Temperature Reac-
tors. The prototype reactor THTR-300 which was un-
der construction from 1972 to 1985 and is now out of
operation has a confinement. For the HTR 1160 pro-
ject of the mid-1970s a gastight pressurized contain-
ment was considered necessary, while for the recent
plant concepts of medium and small power, the HTR-
500 and the Modul, vented confinements are proposed.
In the paper these different confinement \and contain-
ment types are discussed. o

2. Contalnment requirements

The requirements for containments are specified in
the “Safety Criteria for Energy-Producing Plants with
Gas-Cooled High-Temperature Reactors' [1]. Accord-
ing to these criteria, the plant must have a containment

to fulfil its safety-related fgmctions in normal operation

and during accidents.

In conjunction with the coolant confinement and
other retention barriers for radioactive substances, the
containment must ensure that the requirements stipu-
lated by the Atomic Energy Act and the Radijation
Protection Ordinance are met for the assumed dis-

charge or relecase of radioactive substances into the

environment in normal operation and during accidents.

The confinement of the reactor coolant must be
accommodated within the containment. Any other plant
parts containing radicactive substances must aiso be
accommodated within the containment unless the re-
quirements of the Radiation Protection Ordinance are
met by other suitable measures.

The containment including all penetrations, airlocks
and auxiliary equipment, as functionally required for
accident control, must be designed in such a way that it
can withstand static, dynamic and thermal loads in
normal operation and during accidents to the extent
required in order to fulfil its safety-related function.
The containment must maintain its integrity in the case
of extemnal impacts.

The requirement that the containment must main-
tain its integrity in the case of extemnal impacts means:
— The leak tightness and load-bearing capacity of the

containment must be ensured if proof of compliance

with the provisions of the Radiation Protection Or-
dinance for accidents can only be furnished under

the tightness condition. ,

— Only the load-bearing capacity of the containment
need be ensured if proof of compliance with the
provisions of the Radiation Protection Ordinance
can also be furnished without the tightness criterion.

. Containments of reinforced and prestmssed concrete

must comply with DIN 25 459 [9].

0029-5493 /93 /$06.00 © 1993 — Elsevier Science Publishers B.V. All rights reserved
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3. Containment concepts
3.1. Confinement of the THTR-300

The confinement system of the THTR-300 consists

of the following parts {2,3] (Fig. 1):

— the burst-proof rcactor pressure vessel of pre-
stressed concrete in which the primary circuit is
located,

~ the so-called vent wall around the pressure vessel,

- the so-called safety shell composed of the walls
between rooms R, respectively R, and R,

- the auxiliary systems for retention and filtering of
possible leakages.

The R, rooms contain systems which are in contact

with the primary circuit during operation or accidents.

They are of pressure-resistant design. The maximum

accidental gas leakage, which is limited to 5.5 kg /s, can

be discharged directly into the stack through & scparate
depressurization system. The R, rooms also contain
primary gas conducting systems. Possible gas lcakages

(max. =< 1.83 kg/s) are controlled and discharged into

the stack by the normal exhaust air system. The R,

rooms do not contain any systems which are in direct

contact with the primary system. All systems connected
with systems in R, and R, rooms can be isolated.

N . : - 0.5m

:; :ou 1 o H.im
(T s260°T) B 29.5m
: L e

nsm

I&;m
(50°C ST, 3215°C)
Fig. 1. Confinement of the THTR-300.

Activity release in R; rooms is suppressed by struc-
tural design measures. In addition, a partition is pro-
vided in two afterheat removal systems.

3.2, Reactor protection building as a gastight pressurized
containment of the HTR-1160

The basic design of the planned large HTR-1160
plant incfudes a containment similar to those usually
provided in LWRs, i.c. a gastight pressurized contain-
ment [4]. The reactor protection building differs from
the reactor hall of the 300 MWe THTR nuclear power
station with respect to the building requirements and
type of construction. It serves both as the primary
system containment and the surrounding building. This
purpose defincs the functions and the safety-related
significance of the reactor protection building, ie. to
withstand all internal loads arising from the plant and
all external loads including, in particular, also aircraft
crash, chemical explosions and earthquake.

The THTR containment function was basically as-
signed to the reactor pressurc vessel of prestressed
concrete without depressurization system and with a
gastight liner. For this reason, great significance was
attached to the proof of liner integrity in the design
philosophy for the THTR prestressed concrete reactor
pressure vessel.

The HTR reactor protection building differs from

previous light-water reactor containments (with the
exception of Grundremmingen 2 featuring a pre-
stressed concrete containment) in that there is no
annular gap between the containment and thc sur-
rounding reactor building. The concrete structure of
the building must therefore accommodate both the
external loads and the interal pressure in the event of
a loss-of-coolant accident, whercas the liner must en-
sure the tightness of the building. The tightness of the
reactor protection building was specified with a leak
rate of 0.3% /d under accident conditions at 385°C and
4.05 bar. ’
. ‘The reactor protection building essentially consists
of a cylindrical shell which is placed on a circular
foundation slab and covered by a hemi-ellipsoidal dome
(fig. 2). The inner surface of the concrete structure is
sealed from the atmosphere in the reactor protection
building by a liner — a steel lining fitted directly to the
concrete and anchored thercin. The penctrations
through the concrete structure are designed as gastight
pipe penetrations.

The cylindrical part of the reactor protection build-
ing is prestressed in the circumferential and vertical
directions. The horizontal tendens are anchored on 3
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butresses (120° pitch) on the cylinder outer wall. The
vertical tendons are anchored in an annular support at
the upper end of the cylinder. and, at the bottom, in the
outer prestressed gallery of the foundation slab. The
tendons of the dome are anchored in the ring girder at
the upper end of the cylinder. Due to the double
function of the reactor building as both the safety
cvontainment and the surrounding building, it has to
meet the requirement according to [1] eriteria 2.6 and
8.1, that any rclease of radioactive substances must be

prevented even after external impacts, in particular

aircraft crash. oy
There are two possibilities of complying with this

requirement which is decisive for the concept:

— furnishing proof that the reactor proctection build-
ing is still sufficiently tight after an external impact,.
especially after an aircraft crash, or

- furnishing proof that no loss-of-coolant accident oc-
curs due fo external impacts if the leak-tightness
cannot maintained after external events.
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Fig. 3. Confinement of the HTR-Modul.

3.3.-Vented confinement of the HTR-Modul and HTR-500

The HTR-Modul concept does nat provide for a gas
tight containment. It is based on the fact that the
reliable confinement of radioactive fission products in
the fuel clement is ensured to such an extent that

- environmental exposure remains below the permissible
limits in all accidents [5,6)..

The reactor protection building without liner has a
double function in that it protects the reactor against
external impacts and ensures controlled activity release
of primary circuit leakages into the environment (fig.
3). This means that the design does not aim at com-
pletely confining the activity over long periods of time,
as generally practiced, but major leakages (ranging
from 0.5 to 11.5 kg of helium/5) are discharged through
the depressurization system and minor leskages
through the exhaust air system with filters into the
stack and the environment.

The primary rooms are connected by openings in
order to achicve pressure equalization as rapidly as
possible. After having reached the equalization pres-
sure of 1 bar, the pressure relief flaps close automati-
cally and directional ventilation is established again in
the building. The relief ducts are additionally provided
with & remotely closing flap each.

Ventilation of the rooms in the reactor building is
designed for the selective release of radioactive fission
products. Primary circuit leakages up to a leak size of 2
m? can be accommodated and filtered by-the ventila-
tion system.

The German Reactor Safety Commission has evalu-
ated the proposal and does not have any safety-related
objections to the concept of activity confinement. “The
concept is suited to ensure that the regulations of the
Radiation Protection Ordinance for normal operation
and design basis accidents are complied with.’

In the United States also the concept of a Modular
High-Temperature Gas-Cooled Reactor (MHTGR) is
pursued. The reactor building of this design does not
provide a leaktight, pressurized containment, but con-
trolled venting instead. In NUREG-1338 [8] the NRC
explains;

The staff recognizes that a design without a conven-
tional containment building presents a significant de-
parturc from past practicc on LWRs and that under
certain situations LWR containment buildings have
been effective components of the defense-in-depth ap-
proach. Therefore, designs that deviate from such
practice need to be reviewed to ensure that an equiva-
lent level of safety as that of current-generation LWRs
is maintained and that uncertainties in design and
performance are properly accounted for. The staff
believes that such designs are possible, although the
ultimate acceptance of such designs will require exten-
sive review, testing, and demonstration. Accordingly,
the staff proposes criteria to be met in order to certify
a reactor design without a containment building with
the understanding that in reviewing a design against

_these criteria, 8 large burden will rest with the appli-

cant to demonstrate compliance, particularly in view of

the uncertainties associated with a new design,

The following are proposed criteria that advanced-
reactor designers must meet for NRC certification of a
design without a containment building:

(1) The design should contain multiple barriers to ra-
diation release that limit radiation release at least
equivalent to that of current-generation LWRs.

(2) The fission-product-retention capability of the de-
sign must be demonstrated via a testing program
utilizing a full-size prototype plant consisting of at
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least one rcactor module and the associated sys-
tems, structures, and componcnts necessary to
demonstrate safety.

(3) Diffcrent emphasis and types of QA, surveillance,
in-service inspection, and inservice testing over and
above that traditionally employed on LWRs should
be provided,

(4) Protection of safety-related systems, structures, and
components from sabotage and external events
should be provided that is at least equivalent to
that for current-generation LWRs.

(5) The design should have specific measures to ensure
that core heat up accidents, accidents with signifi-
cant positive reactivity feedback, or other accidents
with the potential of a large radiation release, such
as graphite fires, have lower frequencies than 10~7
per plant-year,

(6) An assessment of the potential improvement in
safety if a containment building were added would
have to be made. Judgment would then be used to
determine the need for a containment bu:ldmg
based on the cost and change in risk.

These criteria are intended to maintain at least the

same level of protection of the public and environ-

ment, by specifying equivalent dose guidelines and
protection, as is provided by current-generation LWRs.

4, Conclusion

For High Temperature Reactors of small power
such as the Modul it seems to be possible to provide
vented confinements instead of the gastight pressur-

ized containments of the current gencration LWRs.
The*German Reactor Safety Commission has given a
positive statement, The final determination of the ac-
ceptability by the NRC is contingent on evaluation of

additional information. Due to the specific safety char-

acteristics of the High Temperature Reactor the safety
concepts can differ in part quite considerably from
current LWR standard solutions.
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An integral arrangement is adopted for the Low Temperature District Nuclear-Heating Reactor. The primary heat
exchangers, control rod drives and spent fuel elements are put in the reactor pressure vessel together with the reactor core.
The primary coolant flows in natural circulation through the reactor core and the primary heat exchangers. The primary
conlantvings neneteatine the wall of the reactor pressure vessel are all of small diameters. The reactor vessel constitutes the
of the reactor vessel can be used for the reactor. Design principles and functions of the containment are the same as for the
containment of a PWR. But the adoption of a small sized containment brings about some benefits such as a short period of
manufacturing, relatively low cost, and ease for sealing. A loss of primary coolant accident would not be happened during a
rupture accident of the primary coolant pressure boundary inside the containment owing 1o its intrinsic safety.

1. Introduction

The 200 MW Low Temperature District Nuclear-
Heating Reactor (LTHR-200) is used for district heat-
ing in cities. An intcgral arrangement is adopted for
the components of its primary circuit system. Reactor
core, primary heat exchangers, control rod drives and
spent fuel elements are all put in the reactor pressure
vessel. The control rods are driven by a hydraulic
cylinder. The primary coolant goes through the reactor
core, the primary heat exchangers and then returns to
the reactor core in natural circulation. It is not neces-
- -sary to have primary pumps, pipings and pressurizer
among the primary system components. The reactor
pressure vessel forms the main part of the primary
coolant pressure boundary of LTHR-200. Figure 1
shows the arrangement of LTHR-200.

Primary coolant pipes penetrating the wall of the
containment, for example, water pipes for control rod
. driving, water pipes of the primary coolant purification
system, pipes of pressure relicf, etc. are all of small
diameters. The maximum diameter of these contain-

ment penctrations is 100 mm. Two isolation volves on -

cach penentration for primary coolant are separately
put inside and outside the containment wall. In addi-
tion to the reactor vessel, only composite electromag-
netic valves of control rod driving systems, small pipes,

isolation valves and some other small things like cable
plugs etc. are inside the containment. In this case the
normal huge containments vsed for PWR and BWR
are not suitable and a small sized metallic containment
with a full sized closure head can be used for LTHR-
200.

The containment is supported inside the biologic
shielding. The Teactor vessel is supported on the con-
tainment wall, The composite clectromagnetic valves
and all other internals of the containment are arranged
in the upper part inside the containment.

Thérmal insulations are attached to the lower wall
of the containment and to the upper wall of the reactor
vessel. The arrangement of thermal insulations is
showed in fig. 1. In normal operating condition the
temperature is not higher than 130°C in the upper

. space inside the containment, and the tempcrature is

about 100°C in the upper part of the containment wall.
Under these temperatures the electrical instaliations ’
and scaling parts are working normally.

There is a narrow gap between the concrete wall of
biologic shiclding and the thermal insulation of the
containment. Air comes through the lower ventilating
holes into the reactor cavity inside the biologic shield-
ing concrete wall, then goes up around the contain-
ment and out of the biologic shiclding from the upper’
ventilating holes by natural convection. Most of the

0029-5493 /93 /$06.00 © 1993 — Elsevier Science Publishers B.V. All rights reserved
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heat from the containment is removed by the air. The
temperatures in the biologic shielding concretc are
kept below 70°C. '

2. Considerations a.bout a small sized metallic contain-
ment

On account of the integral arrangement and excel-
fent safety property of LTHR-200, the adoption of 2
small sized metallic containment is suitable. That brings
about some benefits. The construction period wilf be
shorter, overall cost will be lower and the safety prop-
erties will be better than by using a big containment.
Compared with a big containment, at least some paints
as follows could be considered.

2 1. Low cost and short manufacturing period

A big containment used for a PWR or a BWR is
manufactured and fabricated on the construction site.
But a small metallic containment can be made in a
factory. That would directly lead to the results includ-
‘ing casy manufacturing, good quality, low cost and
short manufacturing period.

2.2. Expected low leakage rate

It is different from the containment for a PWR that
the air locks are not necessary for the LTHR-200
containment. Joints between penetrations and contain-
ment wall are reliably sealed. It is expected that the
overall leakage rate of the containment would be quite
low.

2.3. Ease for préssure test and leakage rate measurement

The volume of LTHR-200 containment is very small.
It is only about 1% of the containment for a FWR.
This small volume makes the containment easy to be
pressurized and the inner pressure variation will be
more sensitive to leakage rate than a big containment
during an air pressure test and leakage rate inspection.
The test and measurement ¢an be performed in a short
time, for instance within 10 hours. '

2.4, Without loss of primary coolant accident (LOCA)
and core melt down accident during break accidents of
primary circuit pressure boundary

The air pressure inside the containment is 1 bar in
normal condition. Because of the small volume, if the
most serious accidnet should happens, a break occurs

 on the bottom of the reactor vessel, primary coolant
will gush from the reactor vessel into the containment. &

In this case, accident analysis shows that the amount of
primary coolant out of the reactor vessel will get to a
‘maximum. But the level of primary coolant inside reac-
tor vessel will be at least 1500 mm over the reactor
core during the accident. In fact, if the air space in the
containment were fully filled with primary coolant, the
level will still be 500 mm higher than the reactor core.

25. Advantageous to leakage monitoring of primary
coolant and to break monitoring of primary pressure
boundary

Primary coolant leakage monitoring and primary
pressure boundary break monitoring of a PWR are
difficult or not sensitive by the methods of water level
measurement in the reactor vessel, and pressure meas-
urement and temperature measurement of the contzin-
ment air. But the menitoring of LTHR-200 is much
easier and more sensitive. The air space of LTHR-200
containment is so small that if one kg primary coolant
leaks into the containment, the air pressure will rise in
0.01 bar only. Pressure monitoring of the containment
air will give an obvious indication for the pressure
variation. By means of the pressure motitoring of the
containment air, the break accident of primary pres-
sure boundary can be judged and the leakage rate of

the primary coolant into the containment can be esti-

mated.
2.6. Simplifying in-service inspection of the reactor pessel

The break of the primary pressure boundaty of a
PWR and a BWR will probably cause a LOCA and a
core melt down accident. Especially if a break of the
reactor vessel happens, the accident of core melt down
would be unavoidable. That is not allowed. To avoid a
break of the reactor vessel, an ultrasonic test is re-
quired during in-service inspection. LTHR-200 is dis-
tinguished from a PWR and a BWR in view of a break
accident of the reactor vessel and the conscquences.
No LOCA and no core melt down accidents would be
caused by the break of the reactor vessel. In addition,
the integral flux of fast neutrons in the core belt of the
reactor vessel is only about 1X10% n/cm?, much
lower than in case of a PWR and a BWR vessel
Operating conditions are advantageous. The break
probability of the reactor vessel is very low. Based on
the facts mentioned above, simplifying in-service in-
spection for the vessel is reasonable. An ultrasonic test
would not be necessary any more.
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3. Description of the design of the containment struc-
ture .

Figure 2 shows the LTHR-200 containment struc-
turc. The bottom of the containment is a big closure
head. The dosure head is bolted onto the cylindrical
containment shell. The upper part of the shel is ex-
panded with a diameter of 7000 mm. All containment
penctrations arc arranged in the upper part for case of
instaflation, inspection and maintenance. The lower
part of the shell is reduced to a diameter of 5840 mm.
A cone-type transition part is in the middle of the
shell. Six containment support brackets and six support
stands for the reactor vessel are welded to the transi-
tion part. .

The main parameters of the containment are as
follows:

Material 16MnHR (or SA516),
Height 15213 mm,

Quter diameter 7360 mm,

‘Weight 210 ton,

Design pressure 15 bar,

Design temperature  200°C.

Weld joints between penctrations and containment
wall are adopted as far as possible. Rubber seal rings
are used for sealing between flanges, including the seal
between closure head flange and upper end of the
containment shell. -

The stress analysis method is used in the design of
main parts of the containment. Design, material sé¢fcc-
tion, fabrication and cxamination have met the re-
quirements for metallic containment in accordance with
ASME BPV-III-I-MC. The structural jntegrity of the
containment is ensured in full life and in all credible
operating conditions.

References

{1] ANSI/ASME, BPV-IIi-1-MC.

(2] ANSI/ASME, BPV-III-I-NC.

[3] EJ-329-88.

[4] C.A. Goetsmann, Trends in LWR development, presented
at the AIM-Conference, Reige, 1985.

n

o vy
-

1

Mo

Dy

a.
.




	Recent advances in concrete containment vessels in Japan
	1. Introduction
	2. Seismic requirements
	3. Verification by research and development
	4. Design
	5. Conclusions
	Tables
	1 Concrete containment vessels in Japan
	2 Seismic classification
	3 Design seismic forces
	4 Load combinations and allowable limits - Basic principles
	5 Development of PCCV in Japan
	6 Experimental studies for the development of PCCV
	7 Major parameters of PCCV
	8 Development of ABWR
	9 Major parameters of RCCV
	10 Outline of MITI Notification No.452
	11 Load Categories and Load Combinations
	12 Allowable stress
	13 Allowable stress
	14 Strain limits for concrete and reinforcing bar in Load Category IV
	15 Strain allowables for linear plate
	16 Allowables for linear anchor
	17 Displacement allowables for linear anchor

	Figures
	1 Flow of seismic design procedures for nuclear power plants in Japan
	2 Design earthquake acceleration levels in Japan
	3 Flow chart for determining design basis earthquake ground motionsS1and S2
	4 Flow chart of experimental study for RCCV structure
	5 Outline of ABWR/RCCV structure
	6 3-dimentional FEM model of RCCV for structural design

	Acknowledgement
	References

	Containments design for the Advanced and Simplified Boiling Water Reactor standard plants
	1. Introduction
	2. Description of the containments and the reactor buildings
	3. Design criteria
	4. Seismic analysis
	5. Analytical models and structural analysis
	6. Structural assessment and conclusions
	Figures
	1 ABWR containment and reactor building
	2 SBWR containment and reactor building
	3 SBWR lumped mass seismic model
	4 Finite element model for ABWR containment and reactor building
	5 Finite element model for SBWR containment and reactor building

	Tables
	1 Pressure and temperature loads

	References

	Containment concepts for High Temperature Reactors
	1. Introduction
	2. Containment requirements
	3. Containment concepts
	Figures
	1 Confinement of the THTR-300
	2 Reactor protection building of the HTR-1160
	3 Confinement of the HTR-Modul
	4. Conclusion

	References

	Containment for the Low Temperature District Nuclear-Heating Reactor
	1. Introduction
	2. Considerations about a small sized metallic containment
	3. Description of the design of the containment structure
	Figures
	1 Arrangement of LTHR-200, containment and primary sheilding
	2 LTHR-200 containment

	References


