96 FAGEUES =Y
U8

F&98 ZAAZ g
Benchmark Data 7}

yAg, 2wE, 489
FAAATA &9
NABFHA FATF FHE 19

2 of

AR AAAZE WEFZE 423 £4¢ #2485 e F4599e 24 % Ad7&E vast
28357 98t LPM(loose part monitoring) Benchmark Exercise® F3d3tatt. §5%

270 W& Benchmark Datat P|= Catawba Unit 2914 FEstgonl, 67k A3 2

72 g2 XoladMIaAz 36 2852 data seto @ FAEO vt FAAX E AT AFE

FR8 A% AAZH 2 A& I F471E9 FEEE EIoy dFveR vad W ¥F

& £292 Hdsd

8 271 T ALBE EAA BN A9 FES 2AT 4 Aok W AN ) F
suyel 27/4%3 388 FHY £ UokA FEse 330 gl 4P & A WA 2
dYEg WA WY £ AT Aot AW 208 FEAAL FAAA, FAAUA R FE

ARs7) A% odF bR wgel AANHAD (1), Y FANIZE FRE
Geometry. Sensor 4 % Ay, 497 24 2 FHFA S 2 E8t7] wEd 1=
BEM7)gol Bosdtl 53 AA 94 dAAZ F440350 #3 23 P ENAYS FFHOE O
o] JHgE ode) AdyIged digt AgA 2 Aol FEFHAT old wal A EHL AEH

4+)
o
o
o
tlo
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7bol #g AE7} 25U SMORN (Specialist Meeting on Reactor Noise)ld OECD/NEA ¥9& o}
ul3 Dukerte] Catawba Unit29]4 5% 24538 N3E 71¥o2 7159 F&53d AR/t Fose
Benchmark ExerciseZ 34 HAD . & dPdAe U E471¢ 2 AE(2.3)5F H®eE
Benchmark Data & #2431 =9 £4Zsd] di@ vla, H7HE B3t I E47149 A4S 81

shed 3380 et

2. 50 #4 HEHO0|IE

277t AAR2Y FEA7IE 23S e o o8 ¥el(mode) FASZE TNYEFIAT
AN AxwAd A DgetA it e dAESR(Quasi-longitudinal wave) 9t 38 3(
bending wave)olith, AlEne F Rk AP&TrL W war] 2o FddH) sEEA
d WA =gstAg AXo] Fol A FAHA Fert AdHog FYoe FAE] A7 W& F
ANE BAd 2 4593 33 B AFNME o & o|&FHt.

2-1. #339 ALEE

Y F/1EY7EE FPez IS W FIHe] ALSHE #E5E(group velocity,
Co)E (1) ol EHE 5 U} (4,5)

36C hft
Cg = (1)
Co (Ct + 901D

o 71 4 1.8hf
Co = Cil
Ci+45hf

J1/2

Cp : %X (phase velocity). Ci : quasi-longitudinal wave? &%=

h @ P28 =4, f: 2AN4E0 ZAZHRS

-114 -



) V' (2,678 x 107 x Ky x (D/2) x 0”7 + h V"%
Ad7M4EE A(V.D) = — — (2)
3472 x 10° x h" x Ky" x 9~

f(V.D) x 2.94
6.965 x Kn x (D/2) x 0"% x

Kr = 1.82 x10™ (ft"S 1bf ") at steel
f(V.D) : 2ANEEY FAFRSE D = 3332 . o @ AFEE

H(2) 2 (3olM LFUSA BT AFE AAANE FERA FANSE
5045 9 34559 34 847 24T 9W 374 B7el AFE 2 @ & Uk

3. Benchmark Data 8AM 4! #H7}

3-1. Benchmark Data 74

Benchmark Exercise 22 Fo{3 Dataw 6719 th& A& ZFF 67149 th& FoloA
922120 36 FHe Data Set 22 FAHOIUTE.  ZF data set 2 5 W FY ouix|g FH4
7h 71859 glew Z; Data Set o] 3t FH ST Table 1 3 2o Fojxch .

3-2. 599 FAAA] 3

AFE F4 data set2 X FAHE 7taiA YA Aeln 1 AN 432 L F
o AR ga0l7] i ol Xg FAvida Z EmAldl BAE /&R JNE AIxPH, A3
E2AH A S8 ol &dtd FANANE FHAAT. F 49 Fo1EA A A
7HEEAd 228 HEENS A 2 BEs B3 Ao F7pEgy) AT o HAE dd 6 210
A 7HF Zn AFAQL FANTIE e (Fig.1). Md 6 o $HAI/ o] we] xg9¢ Ao
2 Hol AN E 7127 A 9o AEEA FBd 6 2 10 Aol (R 6 o B} s Fow)
Jl Aoz dizr £ £ glvh. =3 AFE 44 A28 PP 2} Catawba Unit2 (W-type
4-loops) F71EA7IANA AEZZ=ALR 92 E= Tube Sheet HdlFozHE ¢k 1 ft "ol R
180% A2z 2 77} & Elevationd X8 Aoz vepygr} m3 1 28 F7aayr] o
FAE o 8 A2 7MY AR (Fig.2).
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A8 FANK 23 & A8 1LY dF L], F QAde 27 AZ =2ALT FHTY &
EE ol g3l FAHAAXNE AAdD. AEALEEEE A(1)& ol &8 n o] AN aFdes W
Fe deujde A4 2 FFg9 Fogpgozs AL 8UAR FAR L, FREHL WY 6 o
2795 27 AAF7IE Joz #a8%ch.( Fig.l M4 6 A 27| Sined ¥e} ). 4 6
gt 10 Atole]l AEED AZAE Fig.l & 2o vegutnglon o3l 3AAF ¢ ouvixd wa}
A Zolzt ot B AFdME ZF Data Set oM FFo] 1} F N3 E HYdd dixg
AIAE SR BN e 2R g HEGE AL A7) Bl 2t P AIixd
A R FALEE ol &3l Fald (W6 E 10) 19 AAE 18.1ft (542cm) 22 Ve
I oj Al o3t T FANAX & Fig.29 2ol MY 62%E 3 ft (90cm) BolF Fo2 A &
A" Aoz FHHC.

(2) 2 (3) & ol FA HurtE=E, F4FdAT 2 FASE 3 7
A R 27 ¢H 3423FE £38F Yk olF 3] Ao &= R FHFHAFFL
A 2% Data Set®] FAHNZZHFE Spectrum Analyzer & °|43d FF & AR, FASEE
£ Table 13 o] FjATE APde 4L Ad 23443 E 100HzolAH 10kHz Alel2
Bandpass Filtering & #3349}t 1 olf& 60Hze A71H A3 E AAF}x, 10kHz <143
AEEAY DHFHRF D AR d A= EELF FRAFRGE AASIIAYlTL. okl
537t ZFEA g Foruide] 1 kHz o4 10 kHz Alolol7] mj&olth. Ao F2 o] &
€ A3e A9 6 o A€ T4 geln Wd 109 ANIZe BEALA o] g3t

A0 Hortgs, FAFAs @ FH&2e 3 7B S 209 Hd] g8 23E 3 7t
el Aol Wt ztzh FAAFE AdEACt. 2 3 7HAe A © HAd tgE € FHAES
T, @ Hd/MEE 2 FHEE | Q@ FAFHSF R FHE5E Fo xFoltk FFE FES A (2)
2 (3) o st F3F At I3 2ok
3-3-1.8d 7&=31E 4 FHFAFE o] & AFFH (case 1)

HNPEL Z42he) Data Setol 571 5Y FFHANI thdte] Peak & Hddted AE:stgct.
FHFHrE 27] Sine Wave o F7H(T)E Uvo F4AFRAS(1/T)Z ARF&A o gk d4l 5
Mol 3Y $ANZE FHa¥c. ¥ Z Data Set o g HAAENEE 2 FHAFHEZ
< 2(2) 2 (3)° diYgsA ALG A Table 2 ¥ Fig.4 9420l 6 719 AFgke] FH AU

ajl
I
X
B+)
w
o
flo
>
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ol HAAEZL Md 6 I FHAAXI} 3 ft BolFE FAAstA 3 frol A Zde AEFHES
A gt W 6 AXdMe Hd JEENEZE FSsAn o ghE AdAl AgET. 3 2
2L vlad JF dBYE Boln UL ¢FUTh

3-3-2. 349 & EFos R FHASEE o184 AFFH (case 2)

Zt7Zte] Data Set o ddtd F3 € 7}4=F5%4 L Benchmark Data 44 Fol3 34
EE o)lgdld A(3)dl & FHFE FAHINAT. HEEFHEFE Case 1 M H & FE ALgst
Hrh. AL A3} Table 2 shdo] AFgol FHEHUY. ALY AFFE Case 1 AN F3E &
o} o7 we oz FFHNCY IFPEL HEH Case | Bt} 433 4AHE Holm USE
& & Utk 1 olfr R SR o] Frsitt FAHAZF o UAEY] Wi SN Fd 9
& gl 27 ada @ £+ gk
3-3-3. Hdl A& =WE L FALEE o] &Y AFFE  (case 3)

Z}zte] Data Set o st S E Ho 714 =3 E 9 Benchmark Data A4 F03 33
&58 ol g3t 2 (2)el od] AFE FAHACL. 1 AT Table 2 ¢hzFo] Fagho]l FAH UL
AL AL Case | B 2 oA FHE gEtt 1.5 WA 2 A= mj$ 2 o2 FHHUAL
W EF 27|EAE Case 1 B 2 & & 28 4@ EolAn A#Ao] HojX o2 wdd
o}, Hgduie] stEmR ol FAAF AVE FH U M FERFFETGE o WS
2 8-317] W 2ojth o] ARZ EW HoREGoa AFTE FHNE AL 2 2AE YETSFY
7] W&ol A o] HolAkn &4l

4. Benchmark Data SA4Z10} d|m

oldel AT FHEH Table 2 & ol & AVl M= F)CHI>AIDIYBYE & ¢
Biton A4 A & F de Ad EEUF NEEFR5FE o] £% Case 1 o AHE
Benchmark Exercise 232 A A8t¥th. Benchmark Exercise of& & 3 3 Zol ZbadlA 6
el At Arh(7]). Table 3 o A9} Zo] KINSS Ze FAH A thsled & 14 cm
ol Holm ov FAHFF M T Ball 'B'E ALdtn 4t v goz FHHUG. gred
FASAE 900 mm 7} old 762 mm Z ANE Frhd UIIEZ FAEAA o Fol FFgo] o
HA FFFIRE otk 2y KINSe #4274 F8Adel vlad g2 Aoz FHURa o

B E¥7lee dA S&59EEA # A Hdstn F83A AHEESF e Mled BEn
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LPM Benchmark Exercise® &3td 55434 37 E471£9 #84& E4x, 44 35 =
H EAA FAFaA FLE £ de BH7EE FEn dFo] FAFIAG 2 Y dA FuUe B
H71e& g% Be Mdsy] AdlE Noise AAE A% AzHelizie A, $83 2N F S
3 @3 ol&7 JEESAe APE L B4 Software 9 MM R 443 5& AEIA AFEo
of & Aojr}.
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Table 1. Benchmark Data Sets and Their Impact Velocity (unit:ft/sec)

Ball
Set T~ A B C D E F

5.04 9.34 5.01 6.42 13.9 4.92
3.75 7.52 3.72 5.07 9.30 3.66
3.11 5.87 2.88 3.77 7.01 2.84
2.48 4.34 2.47 2.50 5.09 2.02
1.86 2.86 1.85 1.87 3.32 1.21
1.24 1.42 1.23 1.24 1.64 0.81

DW=
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Table 2. The Summary of Estimated Mass

T——___Data Set
- C D E F
Case I A B
; Diameter(in.) 3.29 2.12 3.96 2.70 0.97 4.52
Mass (kg) 2.39 0.65 4.20 1.32 0.059 6.35
9 Diameter(in.) 2.92 1.99 3.63 2.49 0.93 4.29
Mass (kg) 1.68 0.54 3.25 1.04 0.05 5.42
Diameter(in.) 7.74 3.32 7.50 4.87 1.66 6.65
3
Mass (kg) 32.1 2.57 28.8 7.90 0.33 21.6
Table 3. The Estimated Impact Location and Mass on
LPM benchmark data
Estimated .
Participants Impact Estimated Mass (kg)
Location Ball A B C D E F
Actual 762 mm 4.31 0.54 84 1.81 0.068 146
EdF 560 0.7 0.77 24 1.0 0.36 4
Laborelec 900 0.5 01 0.7 0.25 0.13 1
Siemens 756 4.2 0.89 7.0 19 <0.3 > 8
Mitsubishi N/A #3 #5 #2 #4 #6 #1
GRS 637 4.3 05 84 1.8 0.05 14.5
40 B
EU h
0 " AN A
v W A% %0 ks 2,
(Ch6)
-40
0 LNX4 BASE AT .019m SEC 0050000
IIME B INP
40
EU M
(Ch.10)
-40
0 AT .019m SEC 0050000

Fig.1 Impact signals of Ch.6 and 10 showing the difference of signal arrival
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Chan.6

probable 3.0f((90cm)

SGA
15.10
Tubeshott ~ of = = = = == - - —— - - - @skem
1018
Acclerometer
Chan 10
Fig.2 The location of LPM sensors Fig.2 The estimated impact location
at SG ‘A’ of SG ‘A’
100 ST
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Fig.3 Sphere mass plotted on the metal sphere signal map at three feet from sensor
The masses were estimated by maximum acceleration and frequency
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