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. B F W P(Cavity Flooding)
. ' Depressurization)
. 43 (No Action)

H# CONBYPASS : Containment Bypass, CONISOALT : Containment Isolation Status,
MELTSTOP  Containment Melt Progression, NO-ALPHA ' No Alpha Mode Containment
Failure, Time-CF @ Time of Containment Failure, Mode-CF : Mode of Containment Failure,
EXVCOOL : Debris Cooled Exvessel, NO-RECSP : No Recirculation Sprays Failure
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