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Beste ,

Zoals gebruikelijk heeft ANVS de door EPZ verstrekte “Jaarrapport vermoeiingsmonitoring,
Status tot SW19” samen met GRS geanalyseerd. We hebben het rapport over de status tot
SW20 nog niet ontvangen, maar willen vooruitlopend daarop wel onze bevindingen over het
rapport tot SW19 met EPZ delen.

Concreet de volgende vragen aan EPZ:
· Is er een planning voor het volgende jaarrapport vermoeiing?
· ANVS wil los daarvan eind november met EPZ in gesprek om haar conclusies voor de

rapportages tot SW19 te bespreken met EPZ (Samen met GRS)
· ANVS vraagt EPZ om het verouderingsbeheersingsproces in relatie tot de vermoeiing

van deze componenten voor 2022 en de jaren daarna nader toe te lichten.

Alvast bedankt.
Groet,

Coördinerend / Specialistisch Inspecteur
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Status Fatigue Monitoring October 2021

Based on NRG fatigue monitoring reports up to SW2019
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ANVS and GRS have reviewed both reports and the reports of the years before and have come to the following issues they wish to discuss with EPZ in relation to the “verouderingsbeheersings” process of EPZ. This is necessary as ANVS needs more information to get a full picture of the situation of fatigue at the NPP of Borssele and has identified a number of questions/improvement points.

Hereby the main issues identified based on the report of NRG:

· Temperature changes associated to a specific transient and a specific component which exceeds the expected number (compared to the projected line) are happening every year and they are consistently redistributed and covered by transients with the same temperature characteristics. For this reason, it is difficult for the ANVS to have a clear overview of the current situation

· The specification of the temperature changes (amplitude or phenomena occurring) are often exceeded and changes to the analyses are needed.

· It is not clear how much the CUFs are, they are never mentioned in the text

· Whenever issues are identified at a particular component and EPZ decides to take action by means of an inspection, these information is not reported in the report, which is the tool of the ANVS to monitor the status of fatigue at the NPP

Further ANVS observes a reactive approach of the licensee regarding the review of the fatigue analysis: Fatigue analysis are reviewed only if the number of temperature changes exceed the expected end of life number or of the type of temperature change is not covered in the calculation. If the temperature changes or the number of counted loading conditions exceed the projected line, no analysis is reviewed and the component is monitored. 

In relation to the observed reactive approach, the ANVS already has the following questions/doubts:

1. With the number of temperature changes increasing very fast for some components, is it wise to just monitor what will happen In the coming year?

2. What does “to monitor a component” (“IN DE GATEN HOUDEN”) exactly mean? Does EPZ have a strategy regarding the components with number of temperature changes above projected line -> or new calculation, or inspection or operational changes

3. How does EPZ monitor the effectiveness of the the assumptions for the fatigue analysis i.e. load catalogue + Load specifications (where end of life line is exceeded the problem could be that the original estimation is too low, especially if the CUF is well under 1).
(is the load catalogue still up-to date?)
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