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Abstract

Sump Strainer is an important topic of nuclear safety review. To evaluate its performance, walk-
down survey is necessary to verify potential debris source inside the containment. Based on re-
quirements of NEI 02-01 and engineering experience, this paper introduces the method of debris
source walkdown for containment sump strainers in Chinese newly built nuclear power plant, de-
scribes the requirements for walkdown preparation work, expounds specific implementation
programs for different debris sources and flow path, and puts forward the evaluation and treat-
ment method of walkdown result.
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Figure 1. The effort of debris walkdown for sump filter design
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Figure 2. Walkdown work flow chart
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Figure 3. Thermal insulation of pipes needs to be repaired in a NPP plant
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Table 1. Table for thermal insulation walkdown
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Figure 4. Coating need to be repaired in a NPP plant
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Figure 5. (a) Foreign materials and (b) latent debris in a NPP plant
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