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Integrity Assessment of Degradation Mechanism
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of CANDU fuel channel
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Fig. 3 Optimizing distribution by Probability Plot
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Table of Statistics
Loc -2.10053
Seale 0.811847
Mean 0,170165
Sthew 0.,164270
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Fig. 4 Distribution Overview Plot for Flaw Depth

Table 1. Details of probabilistic input data

Probabilistic Method Case 1 Case 2
Variables Mean STD Mean STD
Axial length(c) 0.9 0.05 1.69 1.36
Lognormal-Depth(a)  -1.851  0.332 -0.664 0.147
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Table 2. Details of probabilistic output data

Probabilistic Method Case 1 Case 2

Axial length(UB) 1.012 mm 4.736 mm

Remained Life 197000 hours 18528 hours
Remained Cool-down 255 times 24 times
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