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Abstract

The Maintenance Rule(10CFR50.65) part (a)(3) requires that adjustments be made where necessary to ensure
that the objective of preventing failures of SSCs through maintenance was appropriately balanced against the
objective of minimizing unavailability of SSCs due to monitoring or preventive maintenance activities. Periodic
evaluation of any risk-significant SSCs would indicate whether monitoring or preventive maintenance activities
cause excessive unavailability that have a negative improvement in reliability. Therefore, we came to the study
on periodic assessment and balancing between availability and reliability.

As apart of Maintenance Rule periodic assessment, the risk impact of actual SSC unavailability and functional
failures over the assessment period are evaluated using the plant PSA model.
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(MPFF : Maintenance Preventable Functional Failure)
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