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Table 1 Sensitivity Ranking of Input parameters

Ranki E ic P H EHFE
anking conomic a;ameters (3ol 4)

1 Fossil Energy Cost(kWon/kW-hr) 2518
2 Escalation Rate 943
3 Nuclear Decommissioning Cost(kWon/kW) 606
4 PLIM Equipment Cost(Millions of kWon) 603
5 " Replacement Power (kWon/kW-hr) 272
6 Capacity Factor Nuclear/Fossil 249
7 Annual Fixed Charge Rate 242
8 Fossil Construction CosttkWorvVkW) 229
9 ‘Fossil Thermal Efficiency 225
10 . Variable O&M Cost_Fossil(kWon/kW-hr) 190
11 Days/Year PLIM is Performed 182
12 Variable O&M Cost Nuclear(kWon/kKW-hr) 151
13 Fixed O&M Cost Fossil(kWon/kW-hr) 9%
14 Fixed O&M Cost Nuclear(kWon/kW-hr) 95
15 Nuclear Fuel Cost(kWon/kW-hr) 93
16 ___ PLIM Fixed Charge Rate 63
17 Power Rating Change 54
18 PLIM Fuel Savings(kWon/kKW-hr) 20
19 Capacity Factor Change(Nuclear) 16
20 Days/Yr for Refueling 5
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Figure 1. Case study with PLIM equipment cost fixed
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Figure 2. Case study with PLIM equipment cost
in proportional to Life Extension Years
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