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g ¢

B A7E 0408 A B el ol DSNP(Dynamic Simulator for Nuclear Power-plants)
6§ o] 43te] CANDU-6 A 4 2t T2ag FAgo 2 HAAE 12 Y2 A%
PHTS)3} 221 A% Y371 A4 3 FA=z2el B § e &4 AdE A-73ck. DSNP £
2age YAz S 7dAe) dAY 2, deadlE 39X 2y o /K] 94 2dg
E stz glom, folZ(pipe)ihe T TAME o] &5t 13} YAAAFE =35t AF ZAZE
ARy AAatel 100% 2EY £34A] i3 EHEFE 7|$2E DSNP Z#el CANDU-6
WAL AANE v 2 A3 A2 oS 24 g dehiigler, o)y FARAY ALY 2]
ZAo 2 F3¢ Ao BdE): # Q7oA A AxAbe) ZAHX) DSNP T2 238 vl $- ot "
HEA AN E Aol el AR 714 BeldA WsE gedog RAST 9l-& o 5 Ak
HE A 37 olHe B4 AFS YAR AARIRS dv] kA F7 R4 (PSAR)S) vl 2
A k7)1 A A& PSAR A#e} obk ol ol sigiont A o2 el M e 2
4 9lddch 714 Agel diF YL AR 24 ARE E3od /5 Y AR Ag®ch o4
o] ¥ ATE E3 FA% DSNP Zza1e ¥el g sjie] ox)7} glov Y ¢Fo2y
CANDU-6 A4 A% steite] Azl Msd Zles ggsc)

Abstract— The purpose of this study is to simulate the steady and the transient behaviors of Primary
Heat Transport System (PHTS) and the auxiliary systems of CANDU-6 plant by using DSNP language.
DSNP program consists of the heat transport model for the reactor core, the U-tube steam generator,
HTS pump model and the pressurizer. The PHTS was configured as a flow net by using the pipe, which
is a unit process module of DSNP. The output of DSNP and the CANDU-6 plant design values are
very close to each other for 100% reactor power in the steady state, which are considered as a reasonable
initial conditions for the transient state simulation. During the simulation for the transient states which
were selected in this study, DSNP program has obtained the final steady state, which indicates that
the mechanical and physical variations of the reactor core were reasonably simulated. The comparison
between the simulated dynamic behaviors during the transients and the Preliminary Safety Analysis
Report (PSAR) values showed a good agreement except the short term behaviors. It should be noted
that comparisons against the reactor operation data is necessary in order to prove the short term beha-
viors. It is concluded that DSNP program can be used to simulate transient behaviors of CANDU-6
plant. Further improvement/modification of the presented program could lead to a very nice CANDU-
6 plant simulator.
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1. M 2

AHg Ao Aztgl YAlEE AAK] RoE g
+4 e @AdelA vl B3R AlA" AL
BolA s} oo Wt olsje b +3H B 3
oilgt AAA TAolghe FHAME v-§ F8.3)
CANDUH 9A12.9] A% A T20L A2 A
EAo 2 et A FAHAECL)HIA el o]
ot ol wW$ Byaeln okt 3 AHE B
A e 715E 2R A Atk webd, A &
AA Jelhd § Qe A4S B A E] o 23fe] 23]
2 AL e o) F § gle BAL feude] ¥
K3}t}

¥ dFol e Al EH el A2 CANDU-6 3
o] #A AE< 12} YA ASPHTS: Primary Heat
Transport System)3} 2242 Z7] 9 F< A E(Steam
and Feedwater System)o]t}. ©]2]d AlE2] A
H=Ade) whgol B AT AT 7 FEdAY A
Zholl wWE Uz WAL AEHS, dE5W, dE,
frad, d=T, oy 52 sebsle A2 A AAE A
2o djste] Az F=F oo dF BEwA
Alg A 23

A AR REWAHAE H4317] YsiMe A
%9 xx3KNodalization)”} &F5H+d], 1x} Y2}y
AZPHTS) S = ¥ 832 RY3ts4 =dA
= o, dx o dL9E Ao, x=F dAse
P FFE Hodoh ke ASY Aade
2d 9 qe} FAAAe] QA Ao o2 el 7]
3te] meolx Aamleg IE3Ed ol AEL
o271 2] A} H(Control Volume) &2 ¥ ¥ 7zt
Z+e] Ale# Aol ofsle] o] Aba(discretized) BEHHA
A& 243}

E AFolA] A3l gl DSNP ¢lo] Z2aae
PHTS #A ¢ 2= #4 sjje] 7153, CANDU-6
WA A3ty 788 &) EAlske YRR
Z71A 7|l e g =d, HTS H=zwd 9 7
7] Ay mdg Z3ET glom, o)z T4
824 2d3o] QAo ZF k=of th3F BEHAA]
FA] A4S £3) PHTS ¢ 27 A#sc)

2. DSNP &2l
2-1. 29 7§R(Models General)
Wx HEkgo] sE AL FAA Y g <y

Wagol 3t AystEled ol BEWUAA Ats
wE5 HAEA b I, Al oy FU|E

oflix| 22t M4H 13 19954 58

(Steam Table)= w2 A7 T8 § UEZ ¢}d}
Aoz Zapsts]o] gk

Adelstel A, 4 dgue A fke )
Z3h= 5% W AuA WA egRE 7t ke
ste] Aok §A8] Z7)E-&(quality)S EA9
4y U QL E Apgsle] A EY, A4S Tl
Zuje] F Aek Wzl 54 7138 o 29 2348
AIZF FR A ubE A4S Faigic

o) Aefel dafA U= WH3lgo] 2 Az 77}
AA =z dety) HEE B RRe) AgAAE 3
+o) 7). whebA] zF A7) whAl o] Byl A9 f-2
2 dEgs A RS AAgte g 7 4 Qi
o =3 gk WElga f3 Alold] AYFAAE 7}
Ago 2N A nA Ao g He] & FHnext
time step value)® & 4 it}

AR S RE Asld AH4EE dAdd 2o
g 5rhut(fuel bundle)ye tHE st B HAgE A
ol ok d3d BA 2L AH4-3c). Lumped Papa-
meter W& Alg-3lo] ulAY ko g ddg Y, 7Y, o
A, @24 5 A N ddez TR dAgA S
A L3 o) o] &3le] Y T4, ddnEd, A8
Axd 2 YA &= F Al7lel wet FEc) o)d
Wz e Suekes s 15 W44 e 44y A4
o A &l 2t

Z71A7] 1x1% 959 A4k 13 Y44 A9
A5y A4S F2EA7] FEE S 41D A4t
d& Ak G Aate 13 YAA-FE-25 3
ZHA ] dA A el o8] AAbE]|aL oluf FHO) LxE
FAHES AR} dAGAFEE 235 24 g
Dittus-Boelter 4-#4]7} Thom A#4-& AM§-3t). 2
X2 Aoy A 2-& Downcomer, Tube Region, Dryer-se-
parator, Steam Dome % Saturated Liquid Region)
571§ 7]&e=2 33 glen], Tube Regionqhe t}A)
Fhy @ FHde] 27l dgez FR3le o)E zhzte
AeoiA Aol ofste] Ak A o)z REYHAE HE
L=y

7H71e AAaE 7148 2 4y 2dg Al8s)y
T 297 71389 3% dduks e} § 99y
4L gt AT 7b ddo) dla) s 9
AR BREHAAE L) sy 2d3 g4
FulE TR 27 13} Y4 A g E mestx
1=

12} Y22 gze] A7t w3 45 wsleke CA-
NDU 2d42 Hxzsd SAAEE =2 A
Aog A3k

71el B, B7], F95]E, FX 5L WAL AdA
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9 ¢AREE U2 Dt Y 2o} HRdE
AR,

2-2. DSNP Flow Net Solver?

Al 74 BE WA 2go] A4EedH, dnE W
A Aol el e 2E WEEL 24F E dig
7 el

&3 1E wpAAE ol e} Frh:

AR E WA

op  d(Pu)  O(Pv) _

el 0z ay 0 w
S5 nE WA
o(Pu) op op  oP -~
3 2u % uu Y + % + Ry+ PgcosB = 0(2)
A B Ay
o(Ph oP 0 0
(Ph) OP + (Puh) % (Pvh) =0 3)
ot ot 0z dy

q7)A, pe YEo|L, ut Tl 24 FolH,
vE yB% felch Pe o, he dEdolH, Q&
e} A PRozRe HLEHE ovzlolet 4 ()
o) vir|t 5 g-& zbzh 3 w9} Aol e} X FHo
% 5% &AL REYPC oy vpAT AL o}
o} e Ao FI e WAk

pP=P(P, h) @

2-2-1, o143 ®.Zu}AAl(Discrete Form of Conser-
vation Equations)

el WA A p=p(P, HERH & 2E A& 7Y
F stk
op op\ oP o\ ok
s lwatlala @

Flow Net®] xE/2 Z(node/link) W EH Z+ Fig. 1
3} zhe] Yehd 4 sk

DSNP Flow Net x=/813 v|EH = Aloiald] o
o] 24Fe FYUT EEE JPE, oAy BE
upAg ol 9} el & 4 qUrt

Ay E WA

[< ap) oP <ap) oh ]_ Wer— Wit W,

wha \aha ™ ©

] Ly e L [m e H
I -+ -T + e

Fig. 1. Nodes and links of DSNP flow net.

$EY BE A
BY, +BY W,=P,—P;_, (7a)

&z
By, =g(PAH),— ‘EFWZ" (7b)

Bl = &z 26z op 1 [pﬁ"—pﬁ"_l
i

A8t APl oy AWl pp
&zC;
+( 5 +K)/2] ~ Wio 9
Alux] BE A4
Awh:-#l+Aph:+AEh§+l=Ri (8a)
Aw= —max(0, W;_) (8b)
Ag= —max(0, W) , 80
plo
Ap=AV; ———Ap—Ag 8d)
ot
R-"AV*( ._pL'o_hfo_ _2}_)10_)_’_@ (8e)
TE s ot '

919) o)4ta) WA A W k* B4 243
gakola, W, & 23] WAl fefolct. 8t A7 731
Sz gae] Aol A %) A, AVE i Ao AFH,
C/e wHAIS$, D& wetted perimeter, K& 5% ¥l
A A4, AHE 15 Aol, Qe ¥ "y o2 HE &
rezel oy Agoloh. Mt oA AT T
7re} B A9 A7} golw, = FAALE T3k el
] grelct.

2-2-2. A WA

AAarabeoll A feke Ak AwdgA (el o8 o
A g fxgch mabd, g e Axpl o
g a7 Hs gcl: G+ D" bR st

(@ 7t xE=olAe oFEE (3] (MHEYH,

P/'=P)*\+ B} +B, W, (©)
(b) 7 ke dgre (4 @NEHH,
K= Ri—AwkI)/Ap 10
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hivy 32 up-wind difference ZALEA] A=)
() HHEAAre) ol 3 AL 3% Mo B3

Mitl— i

Mj+l

| <e,

9 24¢ BEY xRk

223, Aol el W34

Holaelel ZA AL @P/OP)SH (OP/M)7} Te
AR FRAAA BAHoR AR, Y ABe o
&3 2e 4Y 248 APsio

a
pl=ploy —;— 5 (1D

ol4ty AgkR A 6)7% 714
( oh BP)

t

ot ot

g

of 3] 2L Fahell st offs} 2 Hoz ¥
#sich

oP

5?; =(W,-,—W,) PBC—PBB (13a)
4714, pBC=1/AV(( g%);( Z—Z)P/P)],, (13b)
prn-{av 2 %] o

webA, oAby FEF WA (DU ke 2
3, NA AAH A 3% W, A7) A8 9
Ay WMoz Aol

CwW;,1+CPW,:+CEW;+1:Sk, k=1, 2, -, N

(14a)
o474,
oP \-1
Co= — ( AV 5){ ! (14b)
op \-1
Ce=— (AV EF)HI (140)
fo
Cr= By —Cw—Cy (14d)
ot
Plo—plo  —RBY
5= _x_%z;_l_i —PBBy+PBBi.i ()

A Q) % @4 de hEe 3 2 A4
FEoln, ol mizt of &3k HHE A (137 A (1)

x| 38 H4H M1%E 19954 5%

2RE Astgo)

AF BE AN * rEodel Uss)l Ys
M3 AR el A e Y g dgE 2R A4
gt

Al M)A Ag B3 Lo) i3 dRAYL B
Qe k=002 fek W, i=1clA AL b, R i=
NollA 19 Pyo] AAZA R FoiA 7 uk-H-Z(open
flow path)ol] i3led, 3 4] (14)+= 35 A PP,
o 48 WgEe] PSS Fddobt s
A8 F2(close flow path)el th3led, A5 ¥ L
ol s} o] bty HENE zZrir)

Cn Cm 0 0 Cn
Cwn Cr Cg 0 0
L= 0 0 0 0
0 0 Cwn-1 Cev-1 Cen—y
Ciwv 0O 0 Cwv  Cen

A7 A, Cu=Cws1°12 Cov=Cmoltt.

2-2-4. ¥ 47 A (Determination of Parameters)

e g digs glo] T, A9 B4 ¢y
28] 7j-oll (9P/OP), R (OP/Oh)pE Z71E-§ ABT
ol & A4k}

N85 2=
_ h—h

hy—h
o714 olel M} g= X3} Z7) AelE e le

3} dA Alelg Jehdch
1% pE

x 15

1-x) x
o + b, 16)

1
=
s geel, Wl HE pt oldA(Adams) 2AH2HE
gl ¥ 4 U,

1 a0, x an
n ] e

cbEAT Ce #5-A4E smooth pipe A

64/Re Re<2300
C;=Y 316Re 2300<Re<30,000 (18)
JA84R 15 30,000<Re<1,000,000
QAR R AL e,
C;=0.05052Re 00512 19

5 AH83lg.em,97)4 Ret= Reynolds Number&4
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=puD,./polt}.
22009 (0p/oP) e Azt A vs}
op ov
(k=57 20
24 Az A=A
v=vita(v,— V) (21)
245
ov ox ovi. dv, dv
(SFh=omwl G5+ G+ 55— 3p) @

o 2o et 4ol () &

0
(b immla %) o

upebA], 24 g (0P/0P)7} TR (9P/Oh)E.
FARE Wel o8 & 5 ik
T WAL B A3t fAe] ddde

w=a(Ty—T) 23

q4714 e GG A Tve 2% T f49
&5t}

At FAEe] 4w AFE A $i8 =
ool ALggch 170 A S50 ohshed, uek Re<
20002}, Rohsenow-Choi ¥}A4le g HAIE R
o}

Nu=4 29)

34, Dittus-Boelter #4418 Ag-3t, oL}
o}zIc}o,

Nu=0.023Re**Pr** (25)
o714, N,=D,a/kx Nusselt F320)1, Pr=Cuke

Prandtl 4=*]o]c}.
273 % 43l dlste, Thom 4#4& ALY},

a= 197X 10%(Ty— Te’* (26)
o714 98 P& megapascal @97} A3t}

2-3. 717| 25l(Equipment Models)

2-3-1. 7}3}7)(Pressurizer)®

7Ri7le W F97F §2 22 w5 oAt
44 mFHe]l F 719 4AY 4o Fajge]
A=k § o] 44 HyPAeidde] AASHAE &

D4
v oW,
-

25,

U LIQUID VOLUME

Ny, I

HEATER
OUTSURGE

o =
by —1

Fig. 2. Pressurizer model.

2w, 713717 AHE dRez xgge] MR
g o] it i Fr19 £ Alel 2% He
BcKFig. 2 A=x).

+RREE 5709 498 T, insurge A%
2] shiel outsurge 99 ) AN BA o}Fe A1)
9 F7] Aol el AAE) ukeF 3} AbefolA
HA 9 AzF greo] sg=g, dAvjite) Ay} 3}
2712 WA Fled, o]9} fabalA Y sl
Aol F719] w8 Agpe) ¥EHow 2y A
olch. ¢ty sjele) doind of 7)o Y A T
g F717b Zztell of-g-3te wlF £& §5H7) o
Aol E B A(saturation line)o)] A =@sfofqt gl
T4, 71 el vlE EL gFo] 27) Aled F
stA] JAE el olujdt VA Aukzql Ae) W
32 geta A g o] &sld 4A oldl€ £ Ul
ApLA A Wike AHE I Sle 27]E 9 Sl
d¥H R nygsl D5 9ok

2 NEAQ outsurge 7A-F-oll T AF R iz

WHAE o) g
My W,+W,~ W, (27a)
dt
My _ ~W.+W, (27b)
dt
d
— MU= —Wohy+ Weh— Wb, P — MV)+Q
J @70
—MU)=—W,hy— W.hy+W,h, —P— (M, 1A
dt (27d)
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FUEL(T)

SHEATH(TY)

Fig. 3. Reactor core heat transfer model.

A8 A ARe] 2AH] gemz cheAol
gk :

d
?(A/I, Vi+M,V,)=0 (28)

oA M, b W, V R Qv Ztzt zhabe] Asg,
A9, #%, viAY % SHE R DYHE= g
owsta, ol HA f g | v 27 2N, £3127),
FEAA o FdF71E veha,

2-3-2. fix1Z A (Reactor Core)

LAZAN ddE, S8 9 Y44 e gx
A A HAA 9 s # S reactivity feed-
back) o <& :Al&e)] g Zc)h Azte) we
A 2EEE A4S 93 dAHGRde dAgdgy
HAEA, FA4AEY Gdg DAL 2¥ustd wat
A AHcHFig. 3 #x).

* 93 = ¥ 4(Lumped Parameter Model)

dTl Tl_Tz

e 29,
Y& TR (@92)
de T]‘Tz TZ—TC
—_— —— 2
Yat R R (290

A7NM, Ty, Tp, T.: Sd8, 980, Wzt 37 &%
C, C; : ddg, 834 Je5
R, R, : HA5d2A9 ABAQzta) 7
fra g3
YA2AL L PAsdo THY Balg 228
ol F3 glon) HEAQ YAE Ade] oiste] A4
AL FRFgoRH A7t wpE ddg, z)Ea)e
=SS geldlicl ¥4, A% Ao 25k k4]
YAAE $% W= ) Ereactivity feedback) %
L= Abg-drh

OlLAXIZE M4 M1Z 19954 59

»ages agee

Fig. 4. Steam generator model.

2-3-3. PHTS g

LAZ Y7 P2 et 2g 2% A=A
Ago] MAstels Zelolde] A o Hx4
7} coast down¥c). A)7bel] W E Pl AL Y
A 22p7L AFehs Hx 5454 ©E Homologous
curve® AHg-sle] thg3l 22 Ay $5F REuH
g AggozH 7 5 et

e Ay FEF RENAA

%%ZAP,,W—AH— AP,.— AP, 30)

Hxe| 3HEE wisle) wel Yz $5r) W
Ho, ol &g ¢4y ZrHLS S5 B2 whr Al
TR HHE A

2-34. %7] A 7)(Staem Generator)®

PAZ Z7PEA7)E QAEA A Aad gL =
712 WA eule s Byozx, douxE 7]A
A oz 2 v e F28 8L ) w3, Yzl
ddA e AN, FAWATE $AH] 13 ALY
2L AAE F9T Fdolt). weby, 2/ g4g7] e
Adle YAE $-F PA) AL BAFo|or )

CANDUY <1zl29] Z7A7]+ U-tubed o2,
DSNPel| W#t=]s) 9l 2d(UFSTG1)E Fig. 49} 7o)
rrgtEo] glch

UFSTGL-2 Fig. 4¢ Kozl ule} zhe A o3 4(Co-
ntrol Volume) o4 2] AHAlA s Ao 7)x5tx g}
A A - uhe} o] 13} AF, Fud 9 23 AEL =]
A sl Mt BAE, oleld} 13} AF, Fu
23 AEL FEohL ofodule] shy xo x4
HE /A2 wejsty, AE e dgsky Aee
A 99E e B 9% A H3igc
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UFSTG1o) A& 22} A Fo] 5708 AoiAze
ol gledl, & downcomer, FE thidd, =7
W ¥77] 44, dome Helo) F7199, 2aAA o
gog Felglch FHopidodode 3y ofdF} %3}
dgeg Fised, ol 2] b ddd 2de
A43l7] 1gelct. 35 A 9L downcomer A
2 sEol o 23 AAE 2 3l7) A FFelrh
Downcomeri 1 Ao} Wy gdojo s, F7¢
A7) 8% downcomerZHE] FHh oo, AR

W EF7) 4] B 23 A e °l~r°17‘]“ T
(loop)ell g 52 RES 2P Ao} o
2, 2% F74487] 4 downcomers) A
99 44 ¥ol7} ek

Z71 7] RHUFSTGY AH4-® 7HAE
33 93y, 4 ¥, 52 §5 F2 oo °3°ﬁ‘4]
o} Ao} A3 Z7]8-8(quality) ¥ 3}, Frchi odduye
FYE B3 downcomerd] 27 APAF £, 2w A
271 % BEF7I 97 1y /A9 AR 5
ojck. o} 71HE slel A, Zt AljAH st
AAH Ay Ak R vz dAAE L) §
9, AAA 5 UHAE FRopL d9yR 9
Hy ANl faF Aale] AH2-"d

12 AFL 6719 Aoz JHed, Uy
Feue 470 ddgat 13} A% Y709 AT H &7
plenume %314 %ch plenumvie dHGL T4
o, aeba] ] A Axe) Azd-g fashe
Qg ok UAs FEu 4702 12 A% P24
AAMHL 4709 Fre AsiAHo] g3} 13}
A% BAe FEE E R gleide 2749 A
oA He] #f AAe] N-gsa, vz 27471 3}

(a4 ¥B) Ao of-gc)
AT Z747W e 448 Ade e A
st whE i) BE g4 Aldte] ¥kt
o A HE

[
=PtV tiitk =SW—-SW, (3la)
eoliiz) wE
dP,
PVidh=gi+ D Wilhi—hi)— 2 Wiki—h)+ Vs ~ G1b)

s A
primary-tube: gpws=hpslir(Ter— Twe) (32a)
tube-secondary: gwse=hssloe(Twe— Tss) (32b)

1A B ishje A% U748 o0 75 kng
e A kE B4 2EE dehdc, QA @
ANE 238 948 20 e Shacdesh £3ty
Jez PEale A4gch

3. CANDU-6 PHTS Simplification

CANDU-62] PHTS:= 2799 8413 W74 AEQ
loop)o] EAlale, 2t F3ie 2709 F7)wA7) 9} 270 9
HEE T¢I e dAY FRelch 20 F2Le
109 71skzlg Rk sl (W3R ’éﬂl’*l 5
olg§t 2% 29 YAXE st shte] FEubg
BAbsba gled, Fig 5 94 237 AAH 2o
Flow Net 3l&]o]c}.

Fig. 5. Primary heat transport system of CANDU-6,
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CANDUY €a2% :Al¢ Fashe 380708 Ad
Hql Yz 27 dv vl WA2AgAE 27
4z apgo] gich e 271 UAZ 7S HY
(Inlet Header)oll 4 57} o] 2248 S ¥
232 #t)(Outlet Header)oll ®.o]A it} o]o) wa},
WAAe ASE A% A3sr] ANAE A9
W7t §-27) Flow Netoll E3t=ojo} shlo}, ol
QAT &) A4 Alzre] oA 2 87 ol
= AejA] 240 WA f2e 4y AFsS
gz Aol Ak eju)s} glck o]23t o] FH-&
ARLZ AA AL e QA2AS FHshe FEe
Wzha) $2E ki E aFsisid 15X ZARA
A2 2709 ME yh) e {22 R
a}z}A, A A Flow Nete] ®oke 8AF woko] HP, CA-
NDUY fxt29] A4 Aoz ole %L sy}
Aysirie AL dHFn ok

CANDU PHTSAA] |x§ 2H-&o] sle & 44
29} 7] A7), F Fo] FE o]F1 glon, 2 9
gol= q TxFo] He o o4& W& gk
dur e 2, duk-g-do] WA 2 AgE e U2
PRl d2A 2718 ANATIE 27 Bl
dwge 2dsishe Zlo] Fa3)r)

Fig.7¢ # @74 PHTS #14¢ ¢]3t] DSNP

o) = g 71 9] 7]7] Y& o] &34, PHTSE =3}
(Nordalization)§t ZA3}o|c}. PHTSS ¥ =43
F= 7id7lel Oy 2do] AR sl N3}
Hed, PHTSY 9 A4E Aojs] F= AF Rde
xg=ol ok

o]2A o2 7147+ PHTSY o8 AAl(pressure
boundary) 24 ol ¢ 2.8 ¥ o)z} A 289 Al
A7EA A T4, 13 A5 g9 Ax2A
o228 A" dAA J5E Ze FUEAY B
9-g E3le] 23} AlFos AdE)

o4z} o] FAJg CANDU-6 PHTS Flow Net&
o] DSNP w2224 E¥=c)

4. LA Fot W HlEEN

CANDU-6 PHTS % AFel RAlel] @Al 2 Z7)
A2 AHSE AR At 100% 1EH A4
PHTS % 23} #Al%¢] ¥y H43ES DSNP 221
AL F3lod Aal 719 CANDU-6 AMA A&} v
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Fig. 6. PHTS flow net constructed by DSNP.
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Table 1. Comparison of 100% FP operating parame-
ters: DSNP calculation vs. the CANDU-6 design va-
lues

CANDU DSNP
design values calculation
Average channel power 543 54
(MWth)

Coolant flow rate (kg/s) 24 221
RIH temperature () 267 265
ROH temperature (C) 312 310
RIH pressure (MPa) 11.20 11.204
RIH pressure (MPa) 10.0 10.014
Exit quality (%) 0~4 0
Core pressure drop (MPa) 1.20 119
Core enthalpy rise (klJ/kg) 238.2~293.8 245.3
S/G pressure (MPa) 4.690 4.694
Steam flow rate (kg/s) 1.047 1.031
Feedwater flow rate (kg/s) 0.959 1.031
Feedwater inlet tempera- 187 186.7
ture (C)

2YE 1%/secE 10% AEH7R A&7bidshes ¢
E AFsiHen, A4 A 94 15719 44 <t
AA g7} B4 (PSAR : Preliminary Safety Analysis
Report) z}&e} wlwsleic)

4-1. §XI2 100% H@FYA| REHS HR

UAZ 100% BEYA] FHUS zhzbe] g CA-
NDU-6 Ad#A|A}s¢} DSNP Z#} ) Table 13} 7
o},
100% A& A) DSNP A4t Azl 27 $43U&
YYo2 3o A2 2HE 100% HEHL] 459
(Thermal Power) 2 & I1AAIA ¥ 1000% F4t Al
Absled A abel g Fqldie] g Fholw, wlEgte
2¥ CANDU-6 AA #A&& Fzsigdch

Ast AP 2 AA Aae} ulwstd DSNP 2
7} o BE2e LM glo] wi$- w)sslch &
T3] Z7]8-8Quality)®] AAIZE 0~4%E= LA
9 x3ig QY AeAE st Ho He @
AL Ve Aoz ¥ DSNP ZAse AsA st e
g zeigle]l 0% ZF71E&¢ Helxn yow 1o
2 Al ddu] Abgo] 2453kI/kge el
slel AdAle) &4 Heigd e & 5 Uk

4], 27 #vje] &x+ DSNP #A#7} PSAR A3}
o} od gEg Holi gled, ol AxRtZAlCA
WA o] of$ EfMon 23} AF AR A

B2 Azt AEs, 7124718 dAA Lago)
AR R} i 2A AAFEYZ 2o wet 13
ZAAE AL} AAANRY} %t P ARE &
#ated et

¢, & A7l 9lo) F2 R} sk S
7Y 9H, FE47) o, 27 49 R 35
FoFol ol A fAR e Rol v, e A
Holl ths) DSNP Z219e 2437 4§ 27 =
AezA Py Aoz B}

4-2. M= Mef 1 RAXIZ #Y oA2bk(Reactor
Power Stepback)

DA 48 F5EE AR e REHew
A el o8 YA Y FHLAZ BN, By
A3 AR Ejoln} WA Aw| 248 73}y 914
Tyt AH R & Y s AR
e Afole 559 ¥¥ ARivlegw sl
"ok AEEH, 25 FFE 24| e do
717 Hedl, ole ARE AR 2] ghaig4
(Fail Safe)®- 9)si4 A=Wz F432 dejx=alA
&7] wjgelch

12 J7EARAES] 1] M2 2o g QI3 YA
57 DAZPEA) A2 AL H54ES Fig 7o B
o F 9)ct

SA iFEt viel Fol, dAIPEA A AR
A= WA & el R3] 23 w3l
ule} S 7] kAol T2y gdare]Eel 93
A o] gt

A2 A zbEe] 79 FataE Y Fae 13}
WA BPHTS)Y YzHE ¢tdez 544
RAelw], Lo uwal PHTSWY side] "Hojxlc}, ol
PHTS st¥ 9l A% Ao} =z ai(P&IC)e) Hxzlz
78] e HA dAAel 9.89MPag B3]
Ao FEzldEe] A9 2XE HsA"EC
DSNPE o]&3% € AF AzdMde ol2igt oL
s RodFa 9le whi, PSARY) A+ F2k3
Al ¥ Ag(dynamic behavior)& ¥ o]}
serl, HE Hadd Y AR HA 7]EAQ
989Mpa 2 2 HsHA| X3 ZAFNE B ole
A ARt F-Al) i8] PSARe B¢ Hayzog A&
283l7] $13led Aol @ AozZzahe] 75 S
AAste] agEA] o2 Aoz JIAY Aue g
g}

PHTS 2% Z}4-ell o)) PHTSo|A 22} AlEo 29
dxxFe] F43] Faste F7PEY7IW vEel o
Aol wel 27EA71 gHHe] F3se AANE =
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Fig. 7. Partial stepback operation.
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Fig. 8. Reactor power reduction from 50% FP to 10% FP with the rate of 1% FP/s.
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