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Design Seismic Response Spectrum Used in Design
of Nuclear Facilities

PAN Rong

(Nuclear and Radiation Sa fety Centre, Environmental Protection Ministration , Beijing 100082, China)

Abstract: The comparison work was conducted among the design spectrum for nuclear
facilities recommended in IAEA TECDOC 1347, NRC RG 1. 60 standard spectrum and
the one recommended in Chinese standard GB 50011—2001. The characteristics of these

spectra were studied. The results are useful in the choosing of reasonable design spec-

trum for the design of nuclear facilities other than nuclear power plants.
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Table 2  Assigned minimum free-field design accelerations1
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Fig. 3 Design response spectra

for soil category 1 of different intensity levels
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