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1. Introduction
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[Figure 1] Framework of Evaluation for Nuclear Asset
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2. Theories of Economical Evaluation in NAPE

ME2e| Z0HA EXt otofl CHst BHAES 2456t
= 298 =0 = (1)Payback period method

(2)Accounting rate of return method (3)Net Present
value method (4)Internal rate of return method JF 4
=0 0= = Payback period method 1t Accounting
rate of return method = Al2t0 (G2 3HES JFXIH
3HE Do RS HEHQ BAYUHOID| 2ol =
Jiztel SHI290 CHet Z2HAHEIIE ofj0F ol= & XA
S UEAN S BIOIWE HegotAl L, E£8

-

1461

Internal rate of return method = 0icd JHXl CHEHE HI
m ot= A ZCH= L2l oHol CHE EILDF S0|58HT.
010l NAPE OIME 4 JHXI AlLt2I 20 Chst HImE
JiJF 20I6tHA AlI2HM 2 SHHIJIXIE 1HE £
Discounted Cash Flow 2t Net Present value
method £ At256t1 RUCH

Q| =
M T

3. Case Study
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[Figure 2] Concept of Economic Evaluation for Each Case
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[Figure 3] Evaluation method for not equal period
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[Figure 4] Discounted Cash flow of Each Case
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[Table 1] Result of Evaluation

Case 1 Case 2
[Hundred million won] [Hundred million won]
2008~2047 | 292,993 2008~2027 | 353,460
2048~2087 11,942 2028~2067 59,147
2088~2127 486 2068~2107 2,411
2128~2167 | 20 2108~2147 98

Total 3665 4981
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4. Conclusion
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